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INTRODUCTION

In today’s interconnected world, people are influenced by a vast amount of
information from diverse fields such as culture, technology, economy, medicine, and
science. Among these, the political domain stands out as one of the most influential
in the 21st century. With the rise of anthropocentrism as a significant trend in
contemporary linguistics, considerable attention is directed towards analyzing how
language usage influences people.

Over recent decades, as politics has assumed a more prominent role in society,
political discourse has emerged as one of the key objects of linguistic research.
Scholars are increasingly delving into the concept of “language personality,”
particularly as political leaders wield significant influence not only over their target
audiences but also over the broader ethical, social and cultural norms guiding
communication,

In addition to the fact that the study of language portraits provides an
opportunity to analyse the speech behavior of an individual, as well as to discover
the peculiar features of one’s speech, this type of research also makes it possible to
identify both hidden and explicit motives of the individual, as well as one’s
communicative goals and the specifics of the realization of communicative needs
and intentions.

The intensification of research in the field of political linguistics was
encouraged by the studies of T. van Dijk, R. Wodak, D. Graber, M. Putnam,
A. Gaidulin, M. Didenko, L. Slavova. The notion “language personality” was
investigated by L. Weisgerber, A. Tarasova, F. Batsevych, L. Struhanets,
M. Pentyliuk, M. Vashulenko. Also, the notion “idiolect” was studied by
L. Stavytska, S. Yermolenko, F. Batsevych and others.

It is worth noting that despite the attempts of many scholars to develop a
structure of describing the language portrait of a person, there is no single model

recognized by the scientific community as a standard.
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Relevance of the research lies in the fact that the material analyzed represents
the modern English language used by an American politician in his speeches as well
as in the need to conduct a complex research of the language portrait of Joseph
Biden, which includes linguistic and communicative features and the use of
manipulative strategies and tactics. The evolution of governmental dynamics in the
United States of America is profoundly impacted by the actions and, notably, the
speeches of politicians. A meticulous study of the trends shaping the political
discourse of Joe Biden is crucial for characterizing his language profile, as well as
for identifying the manipulative strategies and tactics that are used to influence
public opinion.

The aim of the research is to create a language portrait of modern American
politician Joseph Biden and identify the peculiar features of his language style and
and methods of influence on an individual’s actions and decisions.

The tasks of the research:

- to investigate the theoretical foundations of the study of political discourse;

- to study the concepts of “language personality” and “language portrait”, to
draw distinction between these concepts; to examine the specific principles of
creating a language portrait of a politician;

- to identify and analyze the factors of the formation of Joe Biden's linguistic
personality;

- to examine lexical, grammatical and stylistic peculiarities of Joseph Biden’s
individual style;

- to study strategies and tactics of manipulation in political discourse;

- to elucidate the strategies and tactics of influence used by Joe Biden, to

identify the verbal means of their realization.

The object of the research is speech of the 46th President of the United States
Joe Biden.
The subject of the research is verbal means that ensure the achievement of

communicative goals in the statements of Joe Biden at lexical, grammatical and
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stylistic levels of the language system and the strategic and tactical organization of
the political narrative of the US President.

The research is based on the transcribed speeches of Joe Biden, the total
number of tokens is 117 546.

The research methods used were observation method to study the process of
speech communication, identify the characteristics of a politician’s speech
(observation of the behavior, actions and speech) and descriptive method. Also, the
following methods were used: content analysis (to analyze the content of speech
utterances, this method allows to highlight the features of a speech utterance and the
current emotional states of the speaker); intent analysis (to reconstruct the intentions
of the speaker from his speech, to reveal the hidden meaning of his words); discourse
analysis (to identify the hidden interests and communicative intentions of the person
under study, discover and reveal strategies and tactics for manipulating and
influencing the audience).

The novelty of the research lies in the investigation of various linguistic
aspects of American political speeches. The complex analysis of language profile of
an American politician revealed the ways of its formation, the potential of specific
language means that constitute the language profile of American political leader.
The influence of an American politician’s speeches on people was investigated.

The practical significance of the research is that the findings can be used in
the study of political discourse, in learning effective manipulative strategies and
tactics used in political sphere, to study the concept of “language personality”, as
well as for studying and further description of the language personality of Joe Biden.
The results of the research can become the basis for teaching such disciplines as
“Fundamentals of Public Speaking” and “Stylistics” and can also be used for writing
courseworks, qualifying papers and preparing textbooks for high school students.

The structure of the research paper. The research paper consists of
introduction, three chapters, conclusions and reference list. The total number of

pages is 112.



1. LINGUISTIC INVESTIGATION OF LANGUAGE PERSONALITY IN
POLITICAL DISCOURSE

1.1. Political discourse as the object of linguistic research

Communication is a fundamental aspect of our life, and is subject to various
influences. These influences encompass the participants involved, their individual
backgrounds, cognitive states, objectives, and the contextual elements of
communication such as the environment, societal norms, and cultural values. Within
diverse communication environments and social roles, individuals may articulate the
same concept differently, resulting in a personalized set of communicative
approaches tailored to specific circumstances. In contemporary humanities, this
culturally and socially shaped tradition of human interaction is termed “discourse.”

In today’s increasingly multinational, multilingual, and globalized world, the
significance of political discourse takes on particular relevance, including the
language personality of politicians and their influence on shaping both internal and
external perceptions of their countries.

A modern politician must possess essential attributes including literacy,
erudition, a high level of education, and communicative competence. Moreover,
their style, clarity, and articulation play pivotal roles in shaping their image not only
at home but also on the global stage. The burgeoning importance of political
communication necessitates the examination of the evolving linguistic
characteristics within the profiles of politicians.

According to the etymological dictionary the word “discourse” comes from
the Latin “discursus” and means “communication of thought by words; talk;
conversation” [43]. In the period of medieval Latin, it takes on the additional
meaning: “logical reasoning, proof, argument” [57, p. 6]. Later, the word
“discourse” took root in the main European languages and received a broader
meaning: “public speech”, and over time it became synonymous with the word

“text”. In addition, the text is understood not only as the product of speech activity
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itself, but also as any phenomenon of reality that has a symbolic nature and is
structured in a certain way, for example, rallies, debates.

There is no single generally accepted definition of political discourse yet,
because many modern scholars from the fields of linguistics, journalism, philosophy,
and political science have their own concepts for defining this concept.

The German philosopher J. Habermas, known for his work on the topic of
communicative action and discourse, has an interesting opinion on this matter. He
quite accurately defined the essence of this concept. Habermas believed that
discourse is “communication of a special kind, a specific dialogue, the purpose of
which is an impartial analysis of reality, cleared of the subjectivity of the researcher”
[2, p. 72].

The appearance of the terminological unit “discourse” is attributed to different
sources. Thus, according to some scholars, the first person to use this term is the
founder of the theory of structuralism, Ferdinand de Saussure. The Swiss scholar
tried to expand the linguistics of language (langue) with the help of the concepts of
parole (a single act of speech utterance) and discours (communication as a social
interaction) [42, p. 31]. However, in further scientific works the linguist does not
develop the concept of discourse.

The origins of the Anglo-American concept of discursive analysis can be
traced back to the pioneering work of Zellig Harris. Harris is credited with
introducing the term ““discourse analysis” and defining it as a method for analysing
connected speech or writing, thereby extending the scope of descriptive linguistics
beyond individual sentences to study the relationship between language and culture
[54, p. 1]. In Harris’s framework, discourse is the consecutive utterances spoken or
written by one or more individuals within a specific context [ibid., p. 3].

Harris asserts that language manifests not merely in isolated words or
sentences but in cohesive discourse, spanning from brief utterances to extensive
texts [ibid.]. This perspective underscores the continuum of language usage, from
brief remarks to extensive debates, reflecting the diverse contexts in which

communication unfolds.
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M. Stubbs emphasizes the formal and substantive characteristics of the
discourse. In his opinion, by formal feature, discourse is a unit of language, which
is larger in volume than a sentence. In terms of content, discourse is associated with
the use of language in a social context [81, c. 189].

This also seems to be the scientific view of Deborah Shifrin, who believes that
discourse consists of two or more related sentences regarding content (formal aspect)
and “any use of language” (content aspect). The scientist also notes the functional
nature of discourse and argues that discourse acts as an integral complex of linguistic
units that are functionally organized and contextually determined [79, c. 83-90].

Linguists J. Blommaert and S. Balken emphasize the significance of the social
aspect in the definition of discourse. They argue that discourse cannot be studied
outside of society, culture and politics, because it is it that turns our environment
into a socio-cultural significant environment. As we see, discourse for scientists is a
manifestation of “language in action” [36, c. 447-466].

In the domestic linguistic dictionary literature, the term ‘“discourse” is
presented as “situationally determined intersubjective speech-mental activity aimed
at mutual orientation in living space on the basis of imparting semiotic significance
to the linguistic form” [26, p. 11].

According to Batsevych, discourse represents a dynamic flow of
communication occurring within specific channels, shaped by the strategies and
tactics employed by participants. It integrates cognitive linguistic elements with
extralinguistic factors, reflecting the diverse contexts and social frameworks within
which communication unfolds. The outcome of this communicative process is the
emergence of various speech genres, influenced by the subject matter and
participants of the communication [3, p. 138].

Ukrainian researcher A. Selivanova summarizes different approaches to
understanding the concept of discourse and considers the most widespread in the
linguistic field to be the theoretical provisions of the French tradition, in which
discourse is associated with speech. She considers discursive space from the point

of view of distinguishing it from the concept of “text” and considers speech “a means
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of communication, text is an integral semiotic form of organizing communication.”
Using the terminological unit “discourse”, the scientist means “a communicative
event containing text and other constituent parts.” [23, c. 42-43].

At the present stage of development of linguistic research, political discourse,
as Ukrainian scholars rightly note, acquires a deeper sense. Among a number of
factors that have caused numerous scientific studies of political discourse, there are
the internal needs of linguistics, which at different stages of its development
explored the functioning of language in real spheres, the need to study political
thinking and political behavior, analyze political texts, as well as the order of a
certain part of society, which prefers understand the essence of political
communication,

In linguistics, there is usually a narrow and broad approach to understanding
the concept of “political discourse”. Within the framework of the first approach
(institutional), political discourse is conceptualized as speech associated with the
institutions of political and socio-political life. In other words, political institutional
discourse covers the speeches of politicians, government documents, party
programs, texts of parliamentary and election debates, and campaign materials [84,
p. 26]. The second approach involves the study of speech in non-institutional
political discourse, which is characterized by a free style and character, and the basis
of political discourse is formed by genres of the exclusively political environment,
and the periphery is created by genres containing elements of political and mass
media discourses.

A Dbroad understanding of political discourse implies the inclusion in the
corpus of the above-mentioned texts of “response discourse”: analytical articles by
journalists, political scientists, public activists, ordinary citizens on social networks
on a particular event in the political life of society from different perspectives —
everyday, artistic, journalistic [31, p. 6].

I. V. Klymenko underscores the pragmatic dimension of political discourse,
characterizing it as a multifaceted communicative phenomenon. At its core, political

discourse aims to assert power by shaping public opinion through the interplay of
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verbalized texts and situational sociocultural contexts. Moreover, it employs
specialized linguistic tools that serve the dual purpose of advancing discourse
objectives and fulfilling communicative tasks [13, p. 185].

A. Gaidulin claims that political discourse, as a rule, is understood “as the
practical structuring of verbal-semantic reality through the communicative
interaction of subjects of power intentions in political reality” [6, p. 23]. In his
opinion, political discourse is the verbalization of political ideas for their
implementation in political action.

All these definitions can be attributed to a broad understanding of political
discourse, which is characterized by the inclusion in this concept of any actual use
of language in the socio-political sphere, that is, political discourse is a word about
politics, a system of judgments filled with political content. According to a narrow
understanding, political discourse is only the discourse of politicians. It consists of
“government discussions, parliamentary debates, party programs and speeches of
politicians™ [85, p. 28].

As we can see, political discourse is interpreted by T. van Dijk as political
communication carried out by political figures. However, the Austrian scholar Ruth
Wodak significantly expands the concept of political discourse and believes that
participants in the political discursive space are not only representatives of the
political sphere, but also citizens, demonstrators, voters, etc [91, p. 17].

Scholar N. Kondratenko considers political discourse from the perspective of
a communicative-discursive approach and presents it as “a distinct form of political
communication characterized by the dynamic exchange of political narratives
between a political entity (such as a politician, political faction, or governing body)
and a recipient audience (comprising the electorate or broader public)” [14, p. 12].

According to K. Serazhim, political discourse is “a text determined by the
situation of political communication” [24, c. 240].

L. Slavova interprets political discourse as “the totality of all speech acts, as
well as the rules of public policy, which have taken shape in accordance with

existing traditions and have been tested by experience” [25, p. 67].
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In the context of pragmatics, T. Vashchuk comprehends political discourse
and defines it as “speech formations (oral or written) relating to the sphere of
politics, implemented verbally and extraverbally, actualized in a certain situational
context and aimed at implementing specific pragmatic semantics” [4, c. 183].

It is important to note that quite often, researchers of political language
problems use both the term “political discourse” and the term “political language”
and, as a rule, use them as synonyms. At least, they do not state that they distinguish
between these concepts. Only some people are trying to separate them. In particular,
P. Chilton does this. In his opinion, political discourse is the totality of all linguistic
acts that are used in political discussions, as well as the rules of public policy that
have been formed according to tradition and have been tested by experience. By
political language, the scientist understands a special sign system intended
specifically for political communication [39, p. 139]. That is, the concept of
“political speech” is broader than the concept of “political discourse”.

In general, Ukrainian researchers use the term “political discourse” more often
than Western scientists. The latter primarily use the terms “political language” or
“language of politics.”

An significant problem in modern humanities is the problem of generalizing
the main features inherent in political discourse. There is no doubt that one of the
basic characteristics of political discourse is its communicative nature, as evidenced
by a number of definitions of this terminological unit given above.

Political discourse is also characterized by institutionality, determined by
subject-address relations, represented by both social-institutional communication
and communication between the institution and the citizen. The subjects of political
communication are the political leader, political parties, an individual, society, etc.
Carrying out communication determined by status and certain roles, subjects are
forced to follow the strategies of such communication. It is the addressee who must
be more active in order to instill in the addressee his assessment, political realities

and attitudes.
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The next characteristic feature of political discourse is its focus on the power
aspect. M. Foucault argues that politicians use the political orientation of discourse
in order to control the masses [49, p. 80].

Let us note that the vast majority of scholars involved in the study of political
discourse focus on the key role in modern political communication of the ideological
component, which is based on the conflictual confrontation of opponents. Ideology
is the embodiment of ideas, knowledge, opinions, beliefs based on certain norms,
values and interests of social groups [10, p. 13]. It is the ideological component that
is mentioned in the definition of the purpose of political discourse by researchers I.
Golubovskaand T. Orlova: “... the conquest and retention of power by disseminating
a certain system of ideological views, which can be realized thanks to the
communicative influence (explicit and implicit) on the cognitive sphere of the target
audience (electorate)” [7, p. 13]. This aspect brings political discourse closer to
military discourse, because war is a continuation of politics, but by other means.

In addition to the ideological component, a specific feature of political
discourse is agonism (from aywv in Greek for “struggle, competition”). Agonality
(competitiveness), which implies the need to compete in order to appropriate
someone else’s space, is considered a universal quality of any culture [45, p. 164].
In the context of communication, agonism is interpreted as a mode of
communication in which there are opposing parties who, using certain strategies and
tactics, achieve an advantage in any parameter [89, p. 289].

The next feature of political communication is aggression. In its most general
form, aggression is associated with hostile feelings, behavior, and attitudes.
However, in the political discursive space, aggression is associated with the concept
of hierarchy and domination, because the main goal is the struggle for power,
recognition of status in society, etc [51, p. 230].

A number of scholars believe that political discourse is characterized by
theatricality, which unites it with advertising and stage discourses. Politicians, when
communicating with each other and with journalists, have to constantly mind the

“viewing audience” and, intentionally or unintentionally, “work for the public”,
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trying to impress them. Consequently, the political “performance” component is
essential for creating a positive image of a politician [18, p. 46].

Among other fundamental features of political discourse, its focus on the
future context is also distinguished [19, p. 57], which is to a certain extent an
advantage, because it is this feature of political discourse that makes it difficult to
deny, given the fact that its future context has not arrived. As we see, researchers are
constantly adding to the list of basic features in order to study in more detail and
gain a deeper understanding of the features of the content, formation and functioning
of political discourse in society.

D. Graber writes that the instrumental function (the struggle for power and its
preservation) is the main one. Also within this policy language function, she
identifies the following functions:

- control over people (creating prerequisites for the unification of thoughts,

feelings and ideas of the people; manipulation of consciousness);

- legitimization of power (explanation of decisions made by authorities on

the distribution of public resources);

- reproduction of power (ritual use of symbols to strengthen citizens'

commitment to power);

- orientation (shaping people's understanding of political reality through

setting goals and solving problems);

- social solidarity (unification of people within an entire society or

individual social groups) [52, p. 35].

The linguist aptly notes that the most significant manifestation of the
instrumental function of a politician’s language is mobilization to action.
Stimulation to action manifests itself in different forms: direct appeals (slogans,
appeals, proclamations) or legislative acts. Also, people are instilled with an
appropriate emotional state, namely fear, hostility, hatred, hope, a sense of pride and
unity. In addition, linguistic acts such as threats, accusations, promises, expressions

of support and trust are used to stimulate appropriate actions.
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Thus, we can conclude that political discourse has a fairly multifunctional
political purpose. It aims not only to gain and retain power, but also develops the
formation of values, ideas, norms and decision-making based on compelling
arguments to achieve social harmony in society. In contemporary linguistics, there
IS a pressing need to incorporate a comprehensive array of elements pertaining to
linguistic activity when analyzing political discourse. This includes considering the
politician’s political beliefs, various types of discourse expressed both overtly and
implicitly, pragmatic and sociological dimensions of discourse, non-verbal forms of
communication, and the broader political context.

It should be noted that in Ukrainian linguistics there is a descriptive approach
to discourse analysis, which is associated with the study of the linguistic behavior of
political figures, and a critical one, which studies language as a means of power.

In our study, we use a descriptive approach and use the definition of political
discourse by N. Derenchuk: “... political discourse is a complex multidimensional
linguistic and communicative phenomenon with a clear sociocultural orientation and
pragmatic semantics, expressed by a complex of verbal and nonverbal means” [9, p.

26].

1.2.  The notions “language personality” and “language portrait”

In the dynamic and contradictory world of the beginning of the 21st century,
amid the complexity of intercultural and interpersonal relationships, the competitive
person is the one who freely navigates the information space, masters
communication strategies and tactics, is able to use information in accordance with
one’s intentions, and create one’s own creative speech patterns to achieve the desired
communicative result.

Language cannot exist independently of culture; they are inherently
intertwined. Language is more than just a set of words; it embodies a way of thinking
and is deeply rooted in the specific context of human life. In this sense, language is

not merely a tool for communication but a reflection of the culture from which it
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emerges. Culture shapes language just as language shapes culture. They are
symbiotic, each influencing and informing the other. As such, any understanding of
language must also encompass an understanding of the culture it belongs to.

In contemporary linguistics, there is a growing emphasis on the human
element within speech. Recognizing the pivotal role individuals play in both the
creation and usage of language, researchers increasingly adopt an anthropological
approach. This approach delves into the intricate relationship between language,
culture, and human behavior, enriching our comprehension of the complexities
inherent in linguistic expression. The concept of “language personality” naturally
occupies a central place in the scope of anthropological linguistics and contributes
to the emergence of a new scientific discipline — language personology [21, p. 69].
So, in the center of modern anthropocentric linguistics, there is an understanding of
a person who is able to perform speech acts.

In modern linguistics, the doctrine of language personality has been
popularized, since it allows us to explore the communicative essence of the
language. To date, there is no universal definition of “language personality”, but
there are many interpretations introduced by different researchers.

The problem of language personality, one of the most important in modern
science, can be solved at the interdisciplinary level. The concept of language
personality has many different interpretations and views on its definition.

The origin of the idea of “language personality” is credited to the German
scholar Leo Weisgerber, who introduced it in his seminal work “Muttersprache und
Geistesbildung” (“Mother tongue and the formation of the mind”) published in 1927.
Weisgerber proposed that language represents a collective cultural legacy rather than
an individual possession. According to him, individuals don't speak a language
solely due to their own linguistic traits; rather, they do so because they are part of a
specific linguistic community. This perspective underscores the notion that language
is deeply embedded within social and cultural contexts, shaping and being shaped

by the communities that use it.
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Furthermore, Weisgerber posits that humans have language ability
(Sprachfahigkeit) which enables them to retain life experiences in memory, process
them, and juxtapose them with others. This ability finds expression in both thought
and speech, thereby exerting a profound influence on human cognition and behavior
across various domains. Weisgerber introduces the concept of the "language picture
of the world," suggesting that language serves as a stimulus to the shaping an
individual's perception of reality. Later on, Weisgerber refines this idea, asserting
that each language embodies a distinct worldview, reflecting the perspective of the
community that created it. From the 1950s onwards, he highlights that the influence
of language on an individual primarily stems from the uniqueness of their worldview
rather than from any universal components inherent in language itself.

Ukrainian scholar O. Selivanova interprets the terminological unit “language
personality” as “...an immanent sign of a person as a native speaker and
communicator, characterizing her linguistic and communicative competence and
their implementation in the generation, perception, understanding and interpretation
of verbal messages. interaction of discourse” [22, p. 370].

In a number of scientific studies, linguist S. Avramenko considers a language
personality as a generalized image of an individual, who is characterized by a certain
linguistic thinking, an ethno-linguistic worldview, linguistic knowledge and skills,
linguistic norms and tastes, and linguistic practical activity. A language personality,
according to the researcher, is realized surrounded by other language personalities
representing a particular community. It is the nationally specific and universal
features that contribute to the formation of the speech style of an individual language
personality, which necessitates an in-depth study of the language personality,
focused on understanding the influence of the individual on language and discourse
[1, p. 138-143].

According to F. Batsevych, a language personality is an individual with a
distinct set of abilities and characteristics, predermining the creation and
interpretation of texts by this individual. These texts vary in their levels of structural -
linguistic complexity and their depth and precision in reflecting reality [3, p. 212].
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L. Struganets defines the concept of language personality as an individual
who, being a native speaker, exhibits competence in the intricate system of linguistic
knowledge. This encompasses a profound understanding of linguistic concepts and
rules. Additionally, the language personality actively engages in speech activities,
demonstrating proficiency in manipulating words with skill and precision.
Moreover, they demonstrate a sense of responsibility in nurturing the language,
actively contributing to its care and advancement [28, p. 38].

A well-known modern Ukrainian linguodidact M. Vashulenko presents the
following definition: “A language personality is a person considered from the point
of view of readiness to perform speech actions; it is the one who appropriates
language, for whom language is speech. A language personality is characterized not
only by what one knows about language, but also by how one can use it” [6, p. 11].

This diversity of interpreting of the terminological unit “language
personality” explains a number of different scientific proposals on the structure of
language personality.

Considering that the language personality in the aspect of communication is
recognized as a communicative personality, which is a generalized bearer of cultural,
linguistic and communicative values, knowledge and attitudes, scholars distinguish
in the language personality from this point of view the value, cognitive, cognitive
and behavioral plans.

The value plan of a communicative personality is associated with moral
standards of behavior characteristic of a certain community in a certain period of
time. These norms are fixed in the moral code and depict the history and worldview
of people connected by language and culture.

The cognitive plan of a communicative personality is revealed by the
analytical procedure for depicting the surrounding world, which is based on subject-
substantive and categorical-formal methods of explaining reality, which have a
disseminator of knowledge about society and speech. So, the cognitive plane

represents the mental area of the individual.
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The behavioral characteristics of a verbal personality contain a complex of
verbal and non-verbal indicators that express it as an individual person. This
personality plane is associated with the choice of language indicators and means of
communication and is determined by sociolinguistic and pragmalinguistic factors:
the first aspect is correlated with the language indices of women and men, as well as
with native speakers who are proficient and less knowledgeable in it, or speak a
native and foreign language. , the second aspect is associated with discursive moves
in the natural communication of people. A behavioral stereotype includes many
different characteristics, and any deviation from the stereotype signals the unnatural
nature of communication.

The basis for the study of language personality is discursive practices,
explained by a number of reasons. Among them, national markings and a number of
universal features are traditionally distinguished, thanks to which intercultural
communication occurs. Firstly, they are nationally marked, and secondly, they have
a number of universal features, thanks to which intercultural communication is
realized. Discourse includes the following dimensions: linguistic (use of language),
cognitive (transfer of knowledge, ideas, information) and interactive, reflecting the
interaction of subjects of linguistic activity in social situations) [83, p. 1-34].

The problem of researching and creating a speech portrait is closely related to
the theoretical understanding of the concept of “language personality”.

The term “language portrait” is represented by a number of scientific
interpretations in linguistics. Typically, a language portrait is a set of characteristics
included in the linguistic image of a person and realizing his communicative
potential in a certain period of time [47, p. 75].

Ukrainian linguist L. Matsko analyses the notion “language portrait” in terms
of stylistics: “Language personality is the personality of a specific person, expressed
in language and through language in his discourses and texts” [17, p. 10].

Ukrainian linguist G. Syuta notes that the development of various individual

portraits, interacting with a deep study of language and genre, their works and



19

linguistic practice, is an attempt to notice the features of improving the literary
language on various spatial and idiostyle sections [29, p. 35-38].

Syuta promotes his own conclusion regarding the presentation of the language
portrait of a person in the context of a systemic representation of defining

parameters, including:

- semantic-stylistic dominants of individual style;

- identify the influence of the era, socio-political conditions, linguistic and
cultural environment on idiostyle;

- allow the introduction of a certain language personality into the chronicle of

a literary language.

The above information contributes to the assimilation of general (in
diachrony) and individual (in synchrony) features of speech development [30, p.
139].

Summarizing the opinions of modern researchers in the field of linguistics and
linguodidactics, in this work we will use the terms “language personality” and
“language portrait”, defining them as follows: a language personality is a person
built into the conceptual system of language, looking at the world through “language
glasses” (an object formed by the culture of speech); language portrait is a system
of linguistic means that a certain person prefers in communication in order to
influence the audience, achieve a set goal, overcoming communication barriers and
skillfully using contexts — linguistic (verbal), paralinguistic (voice, tempo,
intonation), extralinguistic (facial expressions, gestures), proxemic (space
organization, Kkinesthetics), situational (actualization of speech personality,
subjective choice of speech means in speech behavior). At the same time, we use the
method of language portraiture, which provides for selective characterization of the
most striking features of the speech of an individual language personality, in
particular US President Joseph Biden.

When delving into the concept of “language personality” and analyzing an
individual's speech characteristics, scholars also focus on the notion of “idiolect.”
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This term originated in American linguistics during the 1940s, coined by combining
“idios” (from Greek) meaning "one's own, special” with “lectds” meaning “able to
talk” [27, p. 3].

L. Stavytska defines “idiolect” as a specific language of an individual,
encompassing the collection of texts produced by the speaker and studied by
linguists to explore the language system. In a narrower sense, it refers to the
distinctive speech traits exhibited by a particular native speaker [ibid.]. Additionally,
Stavytska asserts that the study of “idiolect” necessitates the consideration of
sociological characteristics of the speaker and the communicative contexts in which
speech occurs. This broader perspective allows for a comprehensive understanding
of how individual linguistic patterns are shaped by both personal characteristics and
external factors.

According to S. Ya. Yermolenko, an individual’s linguistic style is rooted in
the interplay between language and cognition, facilitating the formation of a
linguistic worldview where collective and individual elements converge ” [11, p.
305].

F. Batsevych defines idiolect as a distinct communication depending on the
characteristics of an individual, comprising both linguistic and extralinguistic
elements that contribute to the linguistic and communicative competence of the
native speaker within their language and cultural context [3, p. 325-326].

According to A Dictionary of Stylistics, idiolect is a framework encompassing
an individual's unique stylistic features, reflecting their personal linguistic style
[87, p. 211]. The concept of personal identity and individual stylistic nuances
extends beyond spoken language to encompass writing as well. Even within the
realm of politics, it is observable that politicians develop their own distinctive
rhetorical styles. This is often manifested through the use of particular grammatical
or lexical features that are characteristic of the specific individual.

To underscore the aforementioned definitions, the term “idiolect” refers to a

unique language profile, characterized by specific parameters such as phonological,
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semantic, lexical, and syntactic features. These parameters can be indicative of the
speech characteristics of an individual or a group of individuals.

When considering a social-status type of language personality, such as a
politician, a comprehensive approach is required to analyze their verbal behavior
effectively.

If we consider foreign political linguistics, it is worth noting that in the context
of the typology of rhetorical portraits, the institutional approach has become most
widespread. This approach is predominant in the American political system, in
which almost every politician is a nominee of the corresponding political party.
Consequently, the politician has the responsibility, in the process of political public
speeches, to implement and implement the rhetoric of the party to which he belongs
[74, p. 116].

In accordance with tradition, in English-language political discourse there are
two types of political rhetoric, the adherence to which is immediately revealed by
the speeches of politicians — conservative and liberal. The emergence of such
specific types of political rhetoric is associated with the formation of political parties
of conservatives and liberals in the middle of the 19th century.

When analyzing conservative political rhetoric, it is worth noting that in a
politician’s speech it is distinguished by the following speech features: the politician
addresses the middle class, talks a lot about benefits, focuses on protecting
achievements and preventing losses [55, p. 25]. At the same time, conservative
rhetoric emphasizes the politician’s high assessment of the current state of affairs,
pride in the group that nominated him and confidence in its leaders and the
correctness of the course [70, p. 45].

Liberal or progressive rhetoric is the rhetoric of dissatisfaction, which has
roots in dissatisfaction with the existing state of things. Usually this is the rhetoric
of the opposition — the political party that is actively seeking power. There are many
different types of portraits of politicians who implement such rhetoric. Their
spectrum includes both reformist politicians, whose goals involve implementing

only a partial, selective transformation of the system, and revolutionary politicians,
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striving for the complete abolition of the existing system and replacing it with a new,
better one. This type of rhetoric promotes the image of a politician as an intercessor,
patron of the weak, poor and disadvantaged.

Also an important part of studying the speech portrait of a politician is the
study of speech styles [66, p. 185]. Thus, if we consider the speech styles of
American presidents, we can learn a lot about their “American ideals,” since every
public speech of the president reflects his kind of American ideal vision of a problem
or political issue.

M. Putnam believes that in the process of communication there is a tendency
for individuals to judge their own statements and messages as persuasion, and
consider the statements of the opposite side to be propaganda [74, 176]. This belief
formed the theoretical basis for the typology of speech portraits of politicians
developed by this researcher. Each participant in political communication perceives
his own arguments as more justified, and the arguments of the other side as
unfounded propaganda, especially when interacting with political opponents. In
most cases, the speeches and speeches of political figures constitute political
propaganda or indoctrination, and therefore, in the eyes of society, it represents
something that should be viewed negatively a priori.

When analyzing modern political rhetoric, M. Putnam notes that its means
and techniques are becoming more and more sophisticated as society develops.
Political leaders of the past often relied solely on intelligence, wit, and other personal
verbal skills. Currently, when preparing political messages, computer programs are
actively used to create any message and instantly disseminate it.

In modern political communication, each participant has the opportunity to
combine methods of rhetoric, psychological techniques and new propaganda
technologies to influence political opponents. Therefore, the basis for constructing a
speech portrait should be a concentration on what the politician says and how. On
this basis, it is possible to identify a standard rhetorical pattern, which can be
expanded by analyzing the metaphors used by the politician, specific speech
techniques, red herrings, etc.
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It is worth noting that the political narrative is formed by the efforts of many
narrators — participants in the political struggle, members of their headquarters,
political analysts , as well as representatives of the press, each of whom brings to it
their own rational and emotional assessments, interpreting the political situation and
events in their own way, thereby creating an original political picture of the world
in their texts.

Political texts are perceived through the prism of perception of the participants
in the narrative, forming their own political picture of the world — this is the
specificity of the political sphere, as well as any public communicative sphere. This
specificity also affects the creation of a speech portrait of a public language
personality. The speech portrait is created not only by the individual himself;
significant adjustments are made to it by certain subjects or commentators external
to him [33, p. 306]. If we talk about the speech portrait of a politician, then such

subjects include the following:

1. Society, represented by its representatives;

2. The media, represented by journalists and other specialists;

3. Opposition politics [80, p. 68].

The influence of the expert points of view of these commentators, through the

prism of which the speech portrait is perceived, often significantly distorts it. A
significant difficulty in analyzing political rhetoric for any external observer is that
at his disposal are exclusively fragmented elements available in open sources
(media, etc.). In addition, it is worth taking into account the fact that almost all
messages are seriously edited by the press services of political institutions, and then
also by editors of news media services, which makes it even more difficult to
conduct a scientific analysis of political rhetoric. Also, the subjective perception of
the researcher has a significant influence on the study of political rhetoric, since
when forming conclusions regarding the rhetoric of a particular politician, each

researcher relies on his own political beliefs.
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Thus, we can conclude that the language portrait of a politician is a
multifaceted concept, the perception of which is often influenced by external factors.
Representing, on the one hand, a certain systemic complex of content and
communication components, the speech portrait of a politician, on the other hand, is
not directly demonstrated to society. Perceived through the prism of one’s own
beliefs, as well as distorted by the interpretation of the media, the opposition and
public opinion, the speech portrait of a politician takes on the appearance of an

approximate, often inaccurate copy.

1.3.  Formation of language personality: Joe Biden

The aim of this study is to describe the language portrait of the American
statesman and politician who has been acting as the 46th President of the United
States since January 20, 2021, Joe Biden.

Before proceeding directly to the description of the language portrait of this
politician, it is necessary to understand the background and influences shaping
Biden’s speech patterns.

Joseph Robinette (Joe) Biden Jr., was born on November 20, 1942 in
Scranton, Pennsylvania, to Joseph Robinette Biden Sr. (1915-2002) and Catherine
Eugenia (Jean) Finnegan (1917-2010) in a Catholic family of Irish-English origin.
He was the eldest of four children of Catholics from British and Northern Irish
families [61].

It should be noted about Joe Biden’s early childhood that he grappled with a
severe stutter, facing not only the challenge of speech impediment but also enduring
the cruelty of bullies and the shame it brought. Despite undergoing speech therapy
in kindergarten, which proved ineffective, he opted to confront his struggle
independently [64].

Later on, at the Archmere Academy, a private Catholic school for boys, Joe
Biden’s peers even called him “Dash,” a moniker reflecting the staccato rhythm of

his speech. Describing his condition as akin to Morse code, Joe Biden recounted in
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his memoir, “Promises to Keep,” the challenges he faced. Determined to overcome
his impediment, he devoted hours to practice in his bedroom, meticulously watching
his reflection in the mirror by flashlight. Memorizing works by Yeats and Emerson,
he strived for flawless speech, determined to excel in the classroom. Biden recalled:
“Other kids looked at me like I was stupid. | wanted so badly to prove | was like
everybody else” [ibid.]. This journey of self-reliance toughened him, instilling
within him remarkable confidence which manifests in his adult speech behavior.
Moreover, his empathy for individuals facing similar challenges with speech
disorders might shape his communication style, making him more patient and
understanding in his interactions.

Joe Biden often pays tribute to his parents, with a particular focus on his
mother, whom he credits as a significant influence throughout his life. Both his
mother and father played pivotal roles, albeit for distinct reasons, shaping both his
personal and political journey.

Jean emerges as a source of inspiration and unwavering support in Joe’s
narrative. During his acceptance speech for the VP nomination at the 2008
Democratic National Convention, Joe singled out Jean, who was present in the
audience, echoing her creed: “My mother’s creed is the American creed: No one is
better than you. You are everyone’s equal, and everyone is equal to you” [58].
Having a supportive mother like Jean instilled in Biden a sense of authenticity and
warmth in his communication style. He come across as genuine and approachable,
traits often associated with individuals who have strong support systems. Jean’s
creed, emphasizing equality and inclusivity, may have influenced Biden’s rhetoric.
He may frequently use language that promotes unity and fairness, reflecting his
mother's values and the importance she placed on treating everyone as equals.

Reflecting on his father’s impact during his second unsuccessful presidential
campaign in 2008, Joe Biden shared with the Times how his father’s resilience
amidst unemployment molded him into the man he is today. Emphasizing his

father’s profound influence on his achievements, Biden underscored: “My dad
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always said, “Champ, the measure of a man is not how often he is knocked down,
but how quickly he gets up.” ” [41].

Indeed, working and supportive environment influenced Joe Biden’s
linguistic style as well as the form of power. Linguists Robert Korner, Jennifer R.
Overbeck, and Astrid Schutz point out that while Donald Trump’s approach to
power is based on coercive power forms, Biden's is characterized by collaborative
power forms. Aristotle acknowledged the presence of coercive power but advocated
for the supremacy of virtuous power, asserting that it leads to more favorable
outcomes for both individuals and society. In alignment with this perspective,
Russell (1938) posited that raw and revolutionary power eventually succumbs to
traditional authority rooted in factors such as inheritance, expertise, and the esteem
accorded to such expertise, rather than relying on political force [63].

At its core, collaborative power serves as a means to promote the welfare of
others, advance the common good, and foster social cohesion. Individuals who
subscribe to a collaborative understanding of power are inclined to view traditional
authority, which prioritizes collective institutions and consensus-building, as the
most suitable model of political governance [82].

Biden’s oratory style often leans towards analysis while frequently
intertwining themes of moral significance. When expressing himself through tweets,
Biden tends to employ a greater abundance of socially oriented language,
emphasizing virtues, honesty, and accomplishments, a contrast to the approach
favored by Trump. In one of his tweets Biden states that his father used to say that a
job was a much more than a paycheck, but it was about a person’s dignity, respect
and a place in the world. Biden emphasizes dignity and social responsibility that still
reflects in extensive use of language that reflects his values, his linguistic style
conveys empathy, sincerity, and a sense of moral urgency, reflecting his
commitment to addressing issues related to economic inequality, social justice, and
community well-being.

A notable strength of Biden’s political behavior lies in his adeptness at forging

connections with working-class and middle-class Americans. Throughout his
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speeches and interviews, he often emphasizes his modest upbringing. “I grew up in
a family where, if the price of food went up, you felt it,” Biden recalled in his 2022
State of the Union address [46]. In his speeches, Biden always addresses the working
class, talks a lot about the challenges and achievements of ordinary people, while
expressing himself simply and clearly, positioning himself as one of them.

Biden graduated from St. Helena High School in Wilmington, Delaware. He
later attended the University of Delaware, graduating in 1965 with a bachelor’s
degree in history and political science. In 1968, Biden graduated from Syracuse
University Law School in New York. In 1966, Joe Biden married Neilia Hunter, they
had three children.

In 1969, beginning his professional career, Biden joined the Wilmington Bar,
and a few months later he became a clerk in a law firm under a Republican director.
Having taken office, Joe Biden became interested in politics, and he leaned towards
the program of the US Democratic Party. New views led to the dismissal and the
organization of their own company, which was engaged in civil and criminal
proceedings.

The experience gained in his youth helped Biden become a senator at the age
of 30 and since then he has regularly won the vote and was a representative of the
state of Delaware. The politician took the 6th place in the list of the youngest
senators in the history of the United States. In this position, he initiated the adoption
of bills on strengthening liability for harassment of women (the Violence Against
Women Act) and on checking the personal information of firearms buyers.

Biden’s approach to power isn't solely evident in his professional background;
his personality and demeanor also offer insight into his collaborative theory of
governance. Biographical accounts and media portrayals depict Biden as
cooperative, diplomatic, and sociable, emphasizing teamwork and seeking approval
from others [59]. This inclination towards building alliances and fostering
friendships aligns with a traditional power paradigm centered on collaboration and

influence.
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In January 2009, the politician became the 47th Vice President of the United
States. In his new position, the politician took on the role of a behind-the-scenes
adviser, questioning government decisions and forcing ministers to think and argue.

On January 20, 2021, 78-year-old Joe Biden took office as the country's
president, becoming the oldest US president elected to a first term.

Another aspect that had a strong influence on the formation of Biden’s
language personality is religion. Biden stands as the second Catholic president in
American history, with those close to him asserting that his Catholicism profoundly
shapes his worldview. His speeches are infused with allusions to God, biblical
references, and acknowledgments of the pope. During his 2020 campaign as the
Democratic presidential nominee, Biden addressed a faith-based anti-poverty group,
characterizing the nation under President Trump as akin to a “nation in the
wilderness” [62]. Recognized for his devout faith, Biden sought to present the
election as a moral juxtaposition between himself and Trump.

It is necessary to mention Jacques Maritain, a Catholic philosopher credited
with laying the groundwork for the Christian democratic movement, who played a
significant role in shaping Joe Biden's thinking. Maritain’s philosophy likely
resonated with Biden’s own values and beliefs. Maritain advocated for a political
approach rooted in the promotion of human dignity, social justice, and the common
good. Specifically, Maritain’s emphasis on the importance of moral principles in
governance and the role of government in promoting social welfare may have
influenced Biden's views on the role of government in society. Biden’s support for
policies aimed at addressing income inequality, expanding access to healthcare, and
promoting social justice can be seen as consistent with the principles espoused by
Maritain.

Regarding the contribution of literature to the formation of Biden’s language
personality, it is necessary to mention the Irish poet, Nobel Prize winner, Seamus
Heaney [69]. Joe Biden’s admiration for Seamus Heaney and his frequent citation
of the poet’s works reflect a deep appreciation for Heaney’s literary prowess and the
resonance of his poetry with Biden’s own values and beliefs. Heaney’s poems often
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explore themes of resilience, empathy, and the human condition, qualities that
resonate strongly with Biden's own personal and political philosophy. In addition,
Biden's choice to cite Heaney’s poetry during significant moments, such as during
his presidential campaigns and upon receiving the Medal of Freedom from President
Obama, suggests that Heaney’s words hold special significance for Biden and are
used deliberately to convey his message and sentiments. Biden turned to Heaney in
his remarks at the end of the Obama administration, drawing inspiration from the
poem “From the Republic of Conscience” as he commended Obama for his humility:
“You carried your own burden and very soon your symptoms of creeping privilege
disappeared” [60].

Also, Biden’s sincere interest and concern for the lives of ordinary Americans
may be associated with the figure of the Irish writer James Joyce. The President
sometimes quotes one of Joyce’s most important novels, Dubliners. In his depiction
of the inhabitants of Dublin, Joyce delves into the intricacies of their everyday
existence, portraying the minutiae of their lives, including both triumphs and
setbacks, aspirations and disappointments. Biden may draw parallels between
Joyce’s exploration of the human condition and his own empathetic approach to
politics, which emphasizes unity and inclusivity in his rhetoric, connecting with the

everyday concerns of Americans.
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CONCLUSIONS TO CHAPTER 1

Political discourse is of particular interest for research. The main goal of
political communication is the propaganda of certain ideas, therefore this type of
communication both reflects the existing reality and has an emotional impact on the
addressee, transforming the political picture of the world existing in his mind.

The notions “language portrait” and “language personality” also represent a
current subject of linguistic research. Language portrait is a set of speech preferences
of an individual in the process of communication in specific circumstances for the
implementation of certain communicative intentions and strategies for influencing
the audience, while language personality refers to an individual’s unique relationship
with language. It is shaped by cultural and linguistic influences, forming a
conceptual system through which the individual interprets and interacts with their
environment.

Joe Biden’s communication style is characterized by collaborative power
forms primarily due to his background. The supportive upbringing has instilled in
him a sense of teamwork and cooperation. Biden views government as a tool for
positive change and believes in the power of collective action to address societal
challenges. This philosophy is reflected in his communication style, which often

emphasizes the shared responsibility in tackling pressing issues facing the nation.
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2. LINGUISTIC PECULIARITIES OF JOE BIDEN’S LANGUAGE
PROFILE

The research materials are 33 speeches by Joseph Biden, delivered between
2021 and 2024. The total number of lexical units in the analysed speeches by
President Joe Biden is 117 546 tokens. The transcripts of the speeches were taken
from the electronic archive of the official website of the White House [92-124].

The analysis of the speech communication of Joe Biden involved a
combination of research methods aimed at understanding the process of speech
communication, identifying characteristics of politicians’ speech, and revealing
underlying intentions and strategies. Content analysis focused on speech content and
emotional states. Intent analysis aimed to reveal hidden meanings and agendas.
Discourse analysis uncovered strategies and tactics for manipulation.

Biden’s language portrait is characterized by the extensive use of terminology,
including socio-political, military, and economic terms, reflecting his efforts to
communicate effectively with the audience. The analysis highlights the tendency to
use evaluative language to convey his stance on different issues, often employing
contrasting positive and negative connotations to underscore key points.
Additionally, Biden’s speeches are characterized by a mix of formal and colloquial
language, aiming to establish a connection with the audience while maintaining
authority as a political leader. However, the analysis also points out instances of
speech errors, including slips of the tongue, confusion in names and numbers, and
occasional use of swearing, which may impact his image and effectiveness as a
communicator.

The analysis provides a detailed examination of the use of modal verbs in Joe
Biden’s speeches, particularly focusing on how he employs them to convey
willingness, intention, obligation, and possibility in his speeches. Biden's frequent

2

use of modal verbs like “will,” “can,” and “would” reflects his commitment,
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determination, and optimism in addressing various issues, from political strategies
to societal challenges.

Joe Biden’s speeches also contain various rhetorical devices: metaphors,
allusions, syntactic parallelism, anaphora, rhetorical questions, epizeuxis, wordplay,
asyndeton, antithesis, alliteration, and assonance. There devices are used to enhance

persuasion, emphasize key points, and create memorable and impactful messages.

2.1. Lexical peculiarities of the individual style

The 21st-century society brims with the pervasive presence of influence and
manipulation. The imperative of investigating the myriad factors shaping decision-
making and choices has never been more pronounced. People are constantly
inundated with the voices and perspectives of others, various ideas are embedded
into their consciousness that subtly alter life decisions and reshape value systems.
The selection of vocabulary employed to convey information, particularly regarding
socio-political dynamics, profoundly impacts its interpretation and reception by the
audience.

Certain linguistic scholars argue that the societal significance inherent in
words, serving as the foundation of their meaning, presents both the opportunity and
imperative to regulate the lexical semantics of linguistic elements, thereby
exercising a form of control over the semantic landscape of language. This necessity
for regulation stems from the demands of scholarly comprehension, enabling a
deeper understanding of the fundamental principles governing phenomena,
processes, and their interconnectedness within the tangible world. Despite diverse
interpretations regarding the need to regulate the lexical meaning of words and the
utilization of specific lexical elements, the fundamental nature of this process
remains consistent: the deliberate selection of lexical elements used to represent
societal phenomena and events serves as a means of influencing and manipulating

individual consciousness.
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In institutional discourse, the selection of lexical means is very dynamic,
given its direct responsiveness to evolving social dynamics. The vocabulary used in
political discourse reflects a tendency for linguistic precision, where words are
carefully chosen to align with underlying ideas. This linguistic alignment signifies a
commitment to ensuring coherence between language and thought processes.

The distinctive feature of political discourse isn't solely confined to the use of
specific vocabulary but also extends to the deliberate selection and arrangement of
linguistic structures in line with pragmatic objectives and communication conditions
shaped by politicians’ endeavors.

An integral feature of the language portrait of Joseph Biden at the lexical level
1s terminological units. It is important to note that the lexical unit “term” (from the
Latin terminus “border, boundary”) is “a special word or phrase used to denote a
certain concept” [12]. A term, in contrast to an ordinary lexical unit, is used to
designate only one object of reality, a denotation, a concept, as a result of which the
terms are distinguished into a special category of linguistic signs.

The language portrait of Biden is represented by lexical units of socio-
political, medical, military, economic and legal terminological systems.

The dominant part of the language portrait of Joe Biden in the lexical aspect
is socio-political terminology. In the most general sense, the socio-political
vocabulary is represented by nominative units, ““...which denote the realities of social
life, political phenomena, and also serve to express the worldview and ideological
position of an individual” [16, p. 135].

Biden prefers widely used socio-political terms, the meaning of which is
known to the average native speaker. The socio-political vocabulary is dominated
by words that affirm democracy, freedom, and other values of a democratic system.
Moreover, it helps to effectively communicate his priorities, and vision for the
nation.

We single out vocabulary that names abstract concepts, terms of philosophy,
political science, politics, ideology, which perform a generalizing function and form
concepts about a class of subjects, for example: Freedom, liberty, democracy.
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American democracy [92]; For the first time on our history, insurrectionists had
come to stop the peaceful tranfer — transfer of power in America... [ibid.]; And if
we are to advance liberty and justice, we need to secure the border and fix the
immigration system [121]; Tonight, we meet as Democrats, Republicans, and
Independents. But most importantly as Americans [ibid.]. By mentioning terms like
“freedom,” “liberty,” and “democracy,” President Biden underscores his
commitment to core American values and principles. He highlights the significance
of upholding these ideals, particularly in the face of challenges such as the
insurrectionists’ attempt to disrupt the peaceful transfer of power, which he
condemns. Additionally, President Biden’s focus on securing the border and fixing
the immigration system reflects his priorities regarding national security and
immigration reform. These terms underscore his dedication to addressing pressing
issues that impact the country’s stability and prosperity. Furthermore, his
acknowledgment of Democrats, Republicans, Independents, and Americans
underscores his call for unity and collaboration across party lines. By emphasizing
the importance of coming together as a nation, he highlights his commitment to
inclusivity and bipartisanship in addressing the country’s challenges.

A group represented by the terminological systems of the legislative,
executive, judicial power and institutional system is also inherent in the language
portrait of Biden: Tonight. | call on the Senate to: Pass the Freedom to Vote Act.
Pass the John Lewis Voting Rights Act. And while you're at it, pass the Disclose
Act so Americans can know who is funding our elections [ibid]; We re putting in
place dedicated immigration judges so families fleeing persecution and violence
can have their cases heard faster [ibid.]. Referencing legislative acts such as the
Freedom to Vote Act and the John Lewis Voting Rights Act underscores the
authority and legitimacy of these proposed measures. By calling on the Senate to
pass these acts, Biden portrays himself as a leader who is actively engaged in
advocating for legislative change to address pressing issues such as voting rights and
campaign finance transparency. By highlighting specific legislative proposals and

policy initiatives, such as immigration reform and electoral transparency, Biden



35

communicates his administration’s focus on key issues and demonstrates his
commitment to enacting meaningful change through the legislative process. Also,
Biden emphasizes the significance of expediting the adjudication process for
families seeking refuge from persecution and violence, advocating for dedicated
immigration judges to handle their cases promptly. Thus, he underscores his
commitment to upholding principles of judicial fairness and due process. This
portrays his administration as responsive to the needs of vulnerable populations and
committed to ensuring a fair and efficient judicial process.

Further, the language portrait of Joe Biden is represented by a significant
number of military terminological units that reflect the current crisis situation in
some countries, in particular, in Ukraine, Afghanistan, etc. The politician’s use of
military terms is identified in Biden’s political speeches of February 24, 2022
regarding Russia’s treacherous attack on Ukraine and the need for comprehensive
support of the Ukrainian people: We’ll continue to supply Ukraine with critical
weapons and equipment as long as we can, including $200 million I just approved
today in a critical needed equipment: additional air-defense interceptors, artillery,
and ammunition [93]. By using specific names of weapons like air-defense
interceptors, artillery, ammunition, etc. Biden communicates a sense of urgency and
seriousness, highlighting the importance of providing essential military equipment
to address the brutal war in Ukraine. Additionally, the wide enumeration of these
terms helps to underscore the United States’ commitment to assisting Ukraine in
defending itself against aggression, as well as demonstrating solidarity with the
Ukrainian people in their time of need.

The concern about the situation in another country, Afghanistan, is reflected,
for example, in speeches from July 8 and August 16, 26, 2021: ['ve instructed the
military, whatever they need — if they need additional force — | will grant it. But the
military — from the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, the Joint Chiefs, the commanders
in the field — have all contacted me one way or another ... [120]. Referring to military
ranks like the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs and the commanders in the field

emphasises Biden’s reliance on military expertise and leadership in making
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decisions related to national security and defense. It highlights his trust in the
military’s judgment and underscores his commitment to ensuring that they have the
resources they need to carry out their missions effectively.

As we can see, the military terminology that forms the language portrait of
Joseph Biden is used to denote concepts directly associated with the armed forces,
military ranks, equipment, and means of armed struggle. Wide use of terminological
units of a military orientation by politicians in their speech reflects not only the
current crisis situation in a number of countries, but also the tension that existed
during the so-called “cold war”.

The extensive use of terminology in the language portrait of Joseph Biden
indicates the politician’s attempts to ensure the effectiveness of his communication
with the audience. The use of terminological lexical units by the US President
contributes to a better understanding of the essence of the issue under discussion,
reduces losses in the perception and assimilation of information by participants in
communicative activities, because usually the terms, as noted above, are
characterized by unambiguity and accuracy.

Politicians use a lexical arsenal primarily characterized by emotive language.
Their assessment of the objective world is affected by subjective attitudes, weighed
against values such as good and evil, beauty versus hostility, truth versus falsity,
intelligence levels, etc.

Words and word combinations with evaluative semantics are represented in
the language in two main types: generally evaluative and partially evaluative. The
first type comprises positive (reclamation) and negative (pejorative, derogative)
lexical units. Hence, these evaluations are based on axiological interpretation. Its
axiological foundation simplifies analysis to a single question: does the author of the
statement harbor a positive or negative perception toward the subject in question,
thus acknowledging or disregarding its inherent value? The second type is
represented by lexical units that evaluate a separate aspect of the object, in particular,

sensory, sublimated and rationalistic types [88, p. 121].
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It's important to clarify that when referring to lexical units, the analysis
specifically targeted nouns, adjectives, and verbs. These parts of speech were chosen
to showcase the framework of evaluating people, concepts, and phenomena,
conveying both positive or negative evaluation, and encompassing emotional or
rational assessments.

The number of evaluative lexemes with positive connotation prevails,
compared with vocabulary with negative connotation. Nouns dominate in both

groups, with the largest proportion found within the group of nouns carrying positive

connotations.

Positive connotation Negative connotation
glory fortitude
freedom horror
liberty pain
patriotism suffering
opportunity Nouns disbelief
dignity dictator
prospect desperation
growth loss
justice agression
protection chaos

Table 1. Nouns with positive and negative connotation in Joe Biden’s speeches

Adjectives constitute the second group. In this category, a prevalence of
adjectives with negative connotation was observed. These adjectives often reflect
the challenges, concerns, and negative outcomes associated with the ongoing wars,

diseases, terrorist attacks etc:

Positive connotation Negative connotation
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powerful

peaceful

free

fair

brave

strong

unwavering

proud

resilient

Adjectives

deadly

difficult

harsh

daunting

horrific

bloody

brutal

tragic

violent

Table 2. Adjectives with positive and negative connotation in Joe Biden’s speeches

Verbs constitute the third group of lexical units. It was found that the overall

tone leans more towards positive connotations:

Positive connotation

win

preserve

strengthen

support

benefit

restore

secure

protect

Verbs

Negative connotation

hurt

invade

steal

suffer

humiliate

undermine

attack

terrorize

Table 3. Verbs with positive and negative connotation in Joe Biden’s speeches

In order to highlight the modern image of Russia on the world stage, for

example, Joe Biden actively uses a number of words with negative semantics. In the

statement made during the speech ahead of the one-year anniversary of Russia’s

invasion of Ukraine on the 21th of February, 2023, President Joe Biden uses an

adjective with negative connotation: Nearly one year ago | spoke at the Royal Castle
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here in Warsaw, just weeks after Vladimir Putin had unleashed his murderous
assault on Ukraine [94]. This adjective is supported by many next statements of the
politician: This war was never a necessity; it’s a tragedy [ibid.]. Biden extensively
uses the “friend/foe” dichotomy.

In another eloguent example, he contrasts positive concepts with the ones that
belong to the “minus” zone, highlighting the dichotomy between empowerment and
oppression, progress and destruction, and optimism and fear outlining severe
consequences of the January attack: And while decisions are ours to make now, the
principles and the stakes are eternal. A choice between chaos and
stability. Between building and destroying. Between hope and fear. Between
democracy that lifts up the human spirit and the brutal hand of the dictator who
crushes it. Between nothing less than limitation and possibilities, the kind of
possibilities that come when people who live not in captivity but in freedom [ibid.].
Biden creates a rhetorical contrast that emphasizes the importance of the choices
being made. By juxtaposing positive and negative connotations, the speaker aims to
underscore the urgency of the decision-making process.

The stringing of words with negative and positive meanings can also be
observed in speeches on the topic of the brutal war in Ukraine. Biden firmly
condemns Russian brutality and praises NATO efforts: And before the war started,
| told Putin that if he invaded Ukraine, NATO would not only get stronger but would
get more united. And we would see democracies in the world stand up and oppose
his aggression and defend the rules-based order... This summit was about
strengthening our Alliance... and the threats we re going to face in the future [117].
Such an extensive number of evaluative lexical units creates a nuanced and complex
picture of the situation. On one hand, there are negative connotations associated with
brutality and aggression, highlighting the grim reality of the conflict and the
suffering it inflicts on the Ukrainian people. These words evoke images of violence,
destruction, and human rights violations perpetrated by Russian forces. On the other

hand, there are positive elements interwoven throughout the speech. Biden’s
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condemnation of Russian brutality is paired with praise for NATO efforts and the
solidarity of democratic nations.

The following examples also illustrate how contrasting evaluative lexical
items helps influence the audience: Another massacre. Uvalde, Texas. An
elementary school. Beautiful, innocent second, third, fourth graders. And how many
scores of little children who witnessed what happened see their friends die as if
they’re on a battlefield, for God’s sake [96]. The word massacre evokes a sense of
horror, violence, and tragedy, immediately sets a tone of distress and sorrow,
painting a grim picture of the school shooting, and a harsh word die underscores the
severity and finality of the situation, amplifying the emotional impact on the
audience. By contrast, the words beautiful and innocent are used to describe the
young children involved in the massacre and evoke sympathy and empathy from the
audience by emphasizing the innocence and vulnerability of the victims.

Evaluative lexical items create a vivid contrast in the following statement as
well: Throughout our history, America has often made the greatest progress coming
out of some of our darkest moments... [97]. By juxtaposing the concept of “greatest
progress” with “darkest moments,” the speaker evokes a range of emotions within
the audience. They are reminded of the struggles and challenges faced throughout
history, but also of the triumphs and advancements that have emerged from those
difficult times. It inspires hope and optimism among the audience by emphasizing
that even in times of darkness and adversity, progress and positive transformation
are possible.

Also, Biden uses the contrast of lexical units with positive and negative
connotations many times in his speech on the United States” Response to Hamas’s
terrorist attacks against Israel given on October 20, 2023: In Israel, | saw a people
who are strong, determined, resilient, and also angry, in shock, and in deep, deep
pain [98]. By using words with both positive and negative connotations, the speaker
provides a nuanced depiction of the Israeli people’s experiences. This influences the
audience by presenting a balanced portrayal that acknowledges both the strength and
resilience of the community, as well as the challenges and hardships they face.
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It is important to note that the use of evaluative lexical units is the basis of
strategies for manipulating the audience, such as strategies for forming an emotional
mood, discrediting, self-presentation and others (more on this in section 3).

Biden’s language portrait is also represented by standard clichés, which not
only facilitate the process of perceiving his thoughts, but also reflect the overall
linguistic picture. In the same speech on Hamas’s terrorist attacks against Israel,
Biden states: That’s why, tomorrow, I'm going to send to Congress an urgent budget
request o fund America’s national security needs, to support our critical partners,
including Israel and Ukraine [ibid.]. The usage of political cliches often evoke
emotions of patriotism, fear, or solidarity. National security threats taps into people's
concerns about safety and protection, while critical partners implies the importance
of alliances and cooperation. By appealing to these emotions, politicians can sway
public opinion in their favor. Political clichés often oversimplify complex issues,
making them more digestible for the general public. This can help politicians convey
their message more effectively and capture the attention of a broader audience.

Another example was taken from Joe Biden’s speech on fighting the COVID-
19 pandemic of September 9, 2021: The fifth piece of my plan is protecting our
economic recovery. Because of our vaccination program and the American Rescue
Plan, which we passed early in my administration, we 've had record job creation
for a new administration, economic growth unmatched in 40 years. I'’ll also be
taking additional steps to help small businesses stay afloat during the pandemic
[95]. The clichés economic growth, economic recovery, small businesses are current
stereotypes that reflect the reality of American society at the present stage of
development, in particular the economic sector. Biden is trying to portray the
economic policies of the Democratic Party in a favorable light and impose on the
electorate the idea that it is the Democrats who care about the well-being of both the
country and each citizen.

In a political speech in Warsaw on March 26, 2022, dedicated to supporting
Ukraine, the clichéd phrase the rule of law is repeatedly used: And their brave
resistance is part of a larger fight for essential democratic principles that unite all
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free people: the rule of law; free and fair elections... [111]; Over the last 30 years,
the forces of autocracy have revived all across the globe. Its hallmarks are familiar
ones: contempt for the rule of law, contempt for democratic freedom, contempt for
the truth itself [ibid.]; Republicans do not respect the Constitution. They do not
believe in the rule of law [97]; This is a nation that believes in the rule of law. We
do not repudiate it [ibid.].

It is not surprising that this cliché is quite repeatedly used, because the topic
of equality of everyone before the law turns out to be relevant for modern politics.
Thus, the politician focuses the audience’s attention on the importance of law in the
life of any society, cementing important social stereotypes in the recipient’s mind.

The next aspect of communication style is the monologic or dialogical nature
of the politician’s statements. The purpose of political speech is to influence the
voter, and therefore such speech is dialogical in nature. Modern politicians often
strive to present their political texts in the form of dialogue with other people [79, p.
933]. As a public figure, Joe Biden actively communicates with the public, not only
delivering speeches, but also giving various interviews and press conferences.
Speaking about the communicative component of Joe Biden’s speech portrait,
firstly, it is worth noting the dialogical nature of his statements. In his speeches,
Biden often addresses the people directly, using the following informal expressions:
my fellow Americans, folks, fellow citizens: Hello, folks. How are you? [99].

Also, the politician often imitates dialogue and direct speech, asking questions
to himself, or retelling questions addressed to him by other people: Gun violence in
America — for those of you who think of this from an economic standpoint listening
to me — estimated to cost the nation $280 billion — let me say it again — $280
billion a year. They said, “How could that be, Joe?” [115]. Also, at the Summit on
Fire Prevention and Control, 2022, Biden stated: | just got off with the president of
the Delaware volunteer fire company who said, “Joe, do you remember | was in
your first campaign in 19722” [101]. The purpose of this technique is to
demonstrate that the politician is open to interacting with his audience in a language
they understand, presenting ideas that are difficult to understand in an accessible
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way. It can be concluded that Biden seeks to position himself as an equal in the eyes
of ordinary Americans in order to increase his level of self-confidence.

As for the preferred role of an agent or coagent, Joe Biden positions himself
in the role of an agent, that is, a person actively carrying out any action or
participating in any situation, in cooperation with a coagent society, nation [90, p.
200]. As noted earlier, Biden is committed to being seen as an equal by voters, and
he has repeatedly called for unity and emphasized that the country can overcome its
current difficulties if it acts as one. In this way, Biden emphasizes the active role of
citizens in transforming the political situation and his cooperation with them. The
active role that Biden is trying to play in the eyes of the public can be seen in such
frequently used verbs as: | do, I act, | promise, | will do my best, etc.: So, I’ll keep
my commitment to be president for all of America, whether you voted for me or
not. I've done it for the last three years, and I'’ll continue to do 1t [92]. By portraying
himself as an active agent, Biden presents himself as a decisive leader who is capable
of taking charge and making things happen. This can instill confidence in the
audience regarding his ability to address pressing issues and lead the country
effectively. Demonstrating his participation in the destiny of the nation, his personal
position of protecting the interests of Americans and responsibility to the country,
the US President uses the personal pronoun “I”, which shows that Biden takes
responsibility for his country: And I promise you I will fight [114].

Joe Biden positions himself as an agent in cooperation with the co-agency of
society and the nation. As emphasized earlier, he notes the merits of his colleagues,
his team, and also emphasizes that the country will be able to overcome difficulties
if the people act as one. Thus, he emphasizes the active role of citizens as well as his
administration: While that production is ramping up, my administration has worked
with top retailers, like Walmart, Amazon, and Kroger’s, and tonight we’re
announcing that...[95]. Joe Biden even mentions what the members of his family
do for the country: And this week, my wife, Jill Biden, is traveling to Africa to help
bring attention to this critical issue [94]. By mentioning his wife’s work, Biden

humanizes the situation and emphasizes the personal connection to the issue. This
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can make the problem more relatable to the audience and highlight its importance
on a human level rather than just a political or diplomatic one.

The last aspect characterizing the communicative component of the language
portrait is communicative success and speech errors made by the person under study
in the communication process. Drawing a conclusion about communicative success,
it is worth noting that Joe Biden’s speaking style is quite choppy, he occasionally
confuses words when reading texts from a teleprompter.

One of the most frequently repeated errors in Joe Biden’s speech includes
periodical slips of the tongue. Biden spoke to reporters about Trump’s freezing of
military aid to Ukraine and mixed up names of countries: People are being killed in
western, in eastern Afghan — excuse me, in eastern, uh, Ukraine [102]. Likewise,
during a visit to Israel in 2022, Biden confused the words horror and honor in his
speech, saying honor of the Holocaust — before correcting himself and saying horror
of the Holocaust. As a rule, official transcripts of Biden’s speeches are published on
the White House website with errors corrected: Global #aflammatery [inflationary]
pressures — were made worse by Putin’s brutal and unprovoked war against
Ukraine... [103]; We read the obituaries and remembrances, and they all feel like
people we knew: doting grandparents, devoted parents, ehristened [cherished]
children, longtime neighbors [104]; I'm encouraged by all the stories [stores] that —
that are — that are opening up.. [ibid.]; They arranged eanvases [caravans] to bring
food, water, and other supplies and commodities to communities [ibid.].

Another common group of mistakes inherent in Joe Biden’s speech is
confusion in names, surnames and positions. For example, during one of the recent
speeches on Hamas’s terrorist attacks against Israel (October 20, 2023), Biden said:
Look, at the same time, President [Prime Minister] Netanyahu and | discussed
again yesterday the critical need for Israel to operate by the laws of war
[98]. However, this time Biden did not correct himself. Obviously, this could lead to
some problems in relations with Israel, not to mention the fact that it undermines the
image of Biden himself and alienates potential electorates and donors. Also, at a
White House ceremony, in a speech dedicated to International Women’s Day in
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2021, Biden forgot the name of the Secretary of Defense, retired Army General
Lloyd Austin, although he read his name from the teleprompter a few minutes ago:
So | want to thank you both. And | want to thank Sec- — the former general — |
keep calling him “General.” My — the guy who runs that outfit over there [105].
In his remarks on the Safer America Plan Biden had a confusing situation with the
surname of the chancellor of Germany: Then we had a discussion
with Sehmidt [Scholz] and all of them — everything... [124]. Also repeatedly, Joe
Biden makes the mistake of referring to his vice president, Kamala Harris, as
“president.” For example, this slip of the tongue had place in his 2021 South Carolina
State University commencement address: But, all kidding aside, of course,
[Vice] President Harris, who's a proud Howard alum... [106]. Later that same year,
2021, in a speech on vaccination against Covid-19, and then in 2022, Biden makes
the same mistake: Now, when [Vice] President Harris and | took a virtual tour of a
vaccination center in Arizona not long ago... [123].

Joe Biden’s speech behavior also includes confusion in the names of countries
and cities: For example, in Lbya [Syria], we should be opening up the passes to be
able to go through... [118]; My deceased son Beau, who spent six months in Kosovo
and a year in Irag as a Navy captain and then major-- | mean, as an Army major.
And, you know, I'm sure h — he had regrets comin' out of Afganista — I mean, out of
Irag [119]. During a speech in Phnom Penh, Cambodia, at the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) summit, the US President mistakenly referred to
the Prime Minister of Colombia rather than Cambodia when trying to thank the
summit organizers: And | want to thank the Prime Minister of — for Celembia’s
[Cambodia’s] leadership in the ASEAN — as ASEAN chair and for hosting all of us
[107]. This is not the first time Biden has confused Cambodia and Colombia. Earlier
in the week, speaking to reporters at the White House, the US President said:
Anyway, you guys, I'm heading down to first of all, going to Cairo for the
environmental effort [COP27], then heading over to Colombia and then — | mean,

Cambodia.
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Another noticeable group of mistakes inherent in Joe Biden’s speech behavior
IS mistakes in numbers: Earlier today, we announced a new America[s] Health
Corps with 56,000 [500,000] public health and medical professionals being trained
in the region over the next five years [103]. In late October 2022, Biden made a
mistake while campaigning for incumbent US Senator John Fetterman of
Pennsylvania by saying there are 54 states in the US, not 50, when talking about the
Affordable Care Act: We went to 54 states [108].

Among other things, it is worth noting that although Biden’s speech generally
fits into the traditional norms of American political discourse, this politician also
sometimes resorts to an informal style of speech. It should be noted that recently
there has been a growing tendency in the discourse of politicians to use
colloquialisms. In this aspect, Joseph Biden's political speech is no exception.

Colloquialism in the Anglophone dictionary literature is interpreted as a word
or phrase limited to use in informal communication [71]. According to many
researchers, the turn of politicians to vocabulary is associated with a significant
decrease in the role of strict regulation, which determined strict adherence to
linguistic, genre, compositional, ethical and other norms.

Among the colloquialisms that Joe Biden uses in political speech, the
following groups can be distinguished: lexical units used to designate persons and
their qualitative characteristics; lexical intensifiers; phrasal verbs; reduction;
exclamations.

The active penetration of colloquialisms of the first group into the political
discourse of the American president demonstrates the repeated use of the vocative
form of the noun in the plural folks, which, according to the Oxford Dictionary, is
defined as follows: (especially in North American English) [plural] (informal)
people in general [ibid.].

In the following example, in addition to the colloquialism folks, Joe Biden
uses the lexical unit guts ([plural] (informal) the courage and strength of mind that
it takes to do something difficult or unpleasant) [ibid.], to denote the masculinity and

courage of Americans, which also serves as an indicator of the politician’s transition
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to more informal, intimate communication with the audience: And think about it,
folks. 7 think it’s important — | know the American people have a lot of guts [121].
The colloquillization of Joe Biden's language portrait is also evidenced by the use of
the lexical unit okay, which is inherent in communication in everyday life: But |
want you to know that we are going to be okay [ibid.].

In our opinion, the introduction of colloquial vocabulary into the political
discourse by the US President is explained by his desire to eliminate the distance in
communication with the ordinary citizen and an attempt to “be closer to the people.”
Also, the politician sometimes resorts to swearing. Such precedents have a negative
impact on the formation of the general image of Joe Biden in the eyes of the
audience. For example, during an interview in January 2022, the US President
insulted a reporter: Q. Do you think inflation is a political liability? JB: No, it’s a
great asset — more inflation. What a stupid son of a bitch [109]. Also in 2021, after
a summit in Geneva, Switzerland, when asked by a journalist why Biden was “so
confident” that Russian President Vladimir Putin would “change his behavior,”
Biden responded rather sharply: 'm not confident he’ll change his behavior! What
the hell? What do you do all of the time? When did | say | was confident? [118].

It is important to note that our research identified cases where Joseph Biden
uses lexemes that are understandable only to a narrow circle of politicians and
specialists, for example: He thought he’d [Putin] get the Finlandization of
NATO. Instead, he got the NATOization of Finland — and Sweden [94].
“Finlandization” a geopolitical concept that typically describes a situation where a
smaller nation, such as Finland, adopts a policy of neutrality and accommodation
towards a larger neighboring power, usually the Soviet Union during the Cold War
era. This often involved the smaller nation refraining from actions that might
provoke the larger power, such as joining military alliances hostile to it, in exchange
for maintaining a degree of autonomy and independence in domestic affairs. So,
when President Biden mentions “the Finlandization of NATO,” he means that Putin
expected NATO to adopt a stance of neutrality or accommodation towards Russia,
akin to the way Finland historically navigated its relationship with the Soviet Union.
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Biden’s speeches also contain newly coined words and expressions
(neologisms) to enhance the emotional impact on the audience. He continues saying
that instead of NATO taking on a passive stance, the situation turned out differently,
as reflected in the phrase, “he got the NATOization of Finland — and Sweden.”
“NATOization” appears to be a neologism. It is created by blending “NATO” with
the suffix “-ization,” which is commonly used to denote the process or action of
making something like or conforming to a particular entity or organization. In the
context of the passage “NATOization” refers to the process of bringing Finland and
Sweden closer to NATO.

Also in Biden’s speech on the third anniversary of the attack on the Capitol
there is another neologism describing Trump’s negative actions: Now, in 2024,
Trump in running as the “denier-in-chief” — the election denier-in-chief. Once
again, he’s saying he won'’t honor the results of the election if he loses [92]. This
refers to the fact that Trump refused to accept the results of the 2021 US elections.
The neologism effectively conveys the intended meaning, which is to characterize
Trump as someone who consistently denies the results of elections despite evidence
to the contrary.

Overall, Biden’s language reflects a nuanced approach aimed at engaging and
mobilizing the public, underscoring his commitment to effective leadership and

collective action in navigating complex political landscapes.

2.2 Grammatical aspect of the individual style

Grammar is a foundational pillar of language, indispensable for effective
communication. A thorough understanding of grammatical rules is essential for
proficient language use. Delving into the details of grammatical units provides a
comprehensive insight into political discourse. Politicians use these units to

construct their linguistic profile.
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Of particular interest to linguists is the category of modality because of its
versatility and different manifestations. Modal meanings and their expression are
subjects of extensive study across various linguistic levels: syntactic, semantic,
textual, and communicative-functional.

Modality is defined as a category encompassing speech acts or the level of
certainty conveyed. Modality is often associated with speakers’ attitudes and
perspectives towards the propositions they articulate [73, p. 16].

Modality, a complex linguistic phenomenon, is subject to various
classifications, although scholars commonly identify two principal types: epistemic
(knowledge-related) modality and deontic (obligation-related) modality. Epistemic
modality encompasses possibility, necessity, predictability, and ability. Modal verbs
such as must/have to, should/ought to, will/shall, would/should, may/might, and
can/could/be able to are frequently used to convey epistemic modality. On the other
hand, deontic modality pertains to obligations, volition, and permissions in
language. Modal verbs like must/have to, will/shall, and may/can are commonly
used to express deontic modality [67].

The modal verbs will, can and would in the language portrait of Joe Biden
express willingness and intention. The verb will is present mostly in speeches where
Joe Biden outlines his political strategy, his future actions, actions of his
administration and promises, especially while having been elected as President:
Before God and all of you | give you my word. | will always level with you. I will
defend the Constitution. | will defend our democracy. | will defend America. | will
give my all in your service thinking not of power, but of possibilities [114]. In this
example, will denotes a promise. The modal verb will indicates Joe Biden’s strong
determination and willingness to defend principles such as the Constitution,
democracy, and the nation. Biden’s resolve and reliability in fulfilling his duties and
promises as a leader is reinforced.

The modal verb will in the negative form is used rarely and mainly in
promises: But there should be no doubt: Our support for Ukraine will not waver,
NATO will not be divided, and we will not tire [94]; Mr. President, | will not walk
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away from Ukraine and neither will the American people; And Ukraine will not
remain alone against such a critical terrorist as the Russian Federation [93]. The
usage of will not in the examples highlights the speaker’s firm commitments and
assurances regarding future actions during the ongoing war in Ukraine. By using will
not in the first example, Joe Biden makes a strong assertion that these entities will
not experience wavering or division despite Putin’s efforts to shatter them, while the
rest of examples assure that Ukraine will not be left isolated in confronting the
Russian Federation. This usage conveys solidarity and determination to stand
alongside Ukraine in facing external threats.

The use of the verb of epistemic modality can expresses ability and possibility
of Joe Biden and the United States: But together — together, we can choose a
different path. We can choose a better path [97]; For a fraction of the cost of gun
violence, we can save lives, create safe and healthy communities...; I'm going to use
all the resources at my disposal as President to keep the American people safe from
gun violence. But there’s much more that Congress can do to help that effort. And
they can do it right now [115].

Sometimes Joe Biden uses the verb can and the verb will in one sentence for
emphasis: We can and we will address prices by expanding productivity capacity in
our economy so we move more goods to market, get more Americans working...
[99].

Also, the use of both epistemic and deontic modal verbs in neighboring
sentences by Biden serves to emphasize different aspects of the statements: We can
do this. We have to do this. We just need to remember who we are. And when we are
united, there is not a single thing we cannot do — not a single thing [124]. The modal
verb can is used to express epistemic modality, specifically the ability of both
President and the people to accomplish the task. The modal verb have to is used to
convey deontic modality, indicating obligation or necessity to perform the task. The
modal verb need to is used to express deontic modality, suggesting necessity to
remember one’s identity. Biden effectively communicates both the potential and the

imperative of the action, motivating his audience by highlighting both the capability
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and the obligation to act. This combination helps to convey a sense of urgency and
determination while also emphasizing the importance of taking action to address the
situation at hand.

As it was observed, there is a noticeable trend of politicians avoiding the use
of modal verbs in their negative form, such as couldn’t, mustn’t, and shouldn 't etc.
Joe Biden’s speeches are no exception. This tendency may stem from the inherent
negative connotations associated with these forms. Politicians aim to maintain a
positive image and avoid creating perceptions of limitations or restrictions. Instead,
they prioritize emphasizing what can, will, and must be achieved, rather than
focusing on what cannot or should not be done. By accentuating possibilities and
affirmatives, they seek to inspire confidence and convey a proactive approach to

addressing challenges.

2.3. Stylistic peculiarities of Joe Biden’s speeches

In today’s dynamic and competitive political world, gaining and retention of
power demands increasing effort from politicians. A compelling speech by a good
speaker relies not only on assembling credible statements but also on structuring
them logically and cohesively, employing an effective style. Politicians are aware of
the importance of language and actively consider ways to reinforce their ideas
through various rhetorical techniques. They use various stylistic devices to
communicate their intentions to the audience. Some focus on propaganda, while
others are purely aimed at persuasion and style.

In political discourse, the usage of linguistic rhetorical devices is highly
recommended for conveying the speaker’s pragmatic goals [68, p. 1]. R.A. Harris
identifies a total of 60 rhetorical devices. Within rhetoric, stylistic means are
categorized into stylistic figures and tropes, each serving to enhance the persuasive

impact of political communication.
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A figure of speech is defined as “an expression departing from the accepted
literal sense or normal word order, often emphasizing patterns of sound” [35, p. 130].
This definition underscores the alterations in word order and meanings of language
elements, which in turn create stylistic effects.

Essentially, this involves grammatical choices, such as collocation, repetition,
or unconventional word order, while tropes pertain to vocabulary selection and the
interpretation of polysemic units. Both categories contribute to the persuasiveness
of political speech units [9, p. 53-54]. Persuasiveness, a key characteristic of text,
encompasses strategies such as inculcation and manipulation aimed at influencing
the audience.

It should be noted that metaphor is one of the key characteristics of political
discourse, which is due to the fact that metaphor serves as an indicator of public
opinion and mood through which certain social groups try to disseminate their
political points of view [56, p. 38].

At the present stage of development of cognitive science, one of the promising
academic directions is the theory of conceptual metaphor, within which the latter is
interpreted as the emergence of a new meaning due to the transfer of a name from
one object (class, type, variety of objects) to another to characterize or nominate the
latter on the basis of similarity, analogy [9, c. 413].

The process of metaphorization occurs through the interaction of knowledge
structures of two conceptual planes — the source sphere and the target sphere, and
the source sphere is based on sensory experience and is concrete, in contrast to the
abstract target sphere. The basis of a metaphor is not lexical meanings, but concepts
or meaningful units formed in memory.

Joe Biden’s language portrait is characterized by the extensive use of
metaphorical expressions, and we found that lexical metaphors slightly prevail in
comparison with syntactic ones. In the speeches analysed, metaphors are used more
when it comes to positive topics rather than negative ones. When discussing positive
themes such as progress, unity, hope, and the future of America, metaphors are
employed to paint a vivid picture of the future.
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Joe Biden uses metaphoric expression demonstrating his negative attitude
towards the former President Donald Tramp whose supporters incited the
insurrection on January 6th, 2021, at the United States Capitol. They stormed the
Capitol building in an attempt to disrupt the certification of the Electoral College
results, which would formalize Joe Biden’s victory in the 2020 presidential election.
Delivering a speech dedicated to marking one year since the January 6%, Biden
stated: Those who stormed this Capitol and those who instigated and incited and
those who called on them to do so held a dagger at the throat of America — at
American democracy [92]. Itis interesting that in his speech on the third anniversary
of the attack, Joe Biden used the same metaphor: This is the first national election
since January 6th insurrection placed a dagger at the throat of American
democracy — since that moment. We all know who Donald Trump is [94]. In the
examples above, Joe Biden represents US democracy as a human being whose throat
his opponents are trying to hurt. The conceptual characteristic “parts of the body” of
the conceptual field “physiology” is subject to metaphorical transfer to the
conceptual field of “democracy”. The metaphor implies that the insurrection was a
direct and imminent threat to the fundamental principles of American democracy.

In the same speech, Biden continues to talk about democracy, the level of
which, in his opinion, is exemplary for the whole world: I tell you from my
experience working with leaders around the world — and I mean this sincerely, not
a joke — that America is still viewed as the beacon of democracy for the world [92].
The metaphor means that America serves as an inspiration and model for other
countries striving to establish or maintain democratic systems of government. It
suggests that America’s commitment to democracy, including principles such as
freedom, equality, justice, and the rule of law, sets a standard that others aspire to
match.

Joe Biden used various vivid metaphorical expressions to characterize the
political actions of Donald Trump: The current president has cloaked America in
darkness for much too long [100]. To highlight the differences between him and his
rival, Joe Biden used the following metaphor: | will be an ally of the light not of the
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darkness [ibid.]. It should be noted that this expression has become quite popular; it
can be found on the pages of many American publications, such as Politico, Vanity
Fair, People’s World, etc. Thus, Joe Biden created a strong association among the
American people, after which he began to be called “light” and Trump “darkness.”

Further, President Biden is known to be a fierce opponent of dictatorial
regimes, particularly Vladimir Putin’s, so in many of his speeches he does not miss
the opportunity to remind America and the whole world of the critical need to
support Ukraine in its struggle for freedom and democratic values. In the following
example, Biden makes his case by citing history that has already “seen” Russia’s
bloodthirsty wars: Now, as I've said before, and I mean this in the literal sense:
History is watching. History is watching the House of Representatives. The failure
to support Ukraine at this critical moment will never be forgotten [110]. In the
expression history is watching, history is anthropomorphized, or given human-like
qualities, specifically the ability to observe or witness events. The metaphor suggests
that the actions taken now will be remembered and judged by future generations,
similar to how a person’s actions are observed and evaluated by others in real-time.

Recently, metaphors have been widespread in Joe Biden’s political discourse,
emphasizing the need to destroy the Russian economy with sanctions, hitting it at
the very heart (the key organ of the human body) — the energy sector: We 've aimed
at the heart of Russia’s economy by stopping the imports of Russian energy to the
United States [122].

Another stylistic device that Joe Biden uses is allusion. On September 1, 2022,
Biden spoke at Independence Hall in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania on the continued
battle for the soul of the nation. Speaking about Independence Hall, Biden noted:
This is where we set in motion the most extraordinary experiment of self-government
the world has ever known with three simple words: “We, the People. ” “We, the
People” [97]. It is a well-known fact that “We, the People” is the opening phrase of
the Preamble to the United States Constitution which was written and debated at that
place. Biden uses the allusion to the Constitution to evoke the fundamental principles
of American democracy and the values upon which the nation was founded.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Preamble_to_the_United_States_Constitution
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Furthermore, by connecting the concept of “We, the People” to the American
experiment that began more than two centuries ago, Biden highlights the enduring
nature of democracy and the ongoing responsibility of citizens to uphold and protect
it. Biden develops these ideas in the following statements: We must never forget:
We, the people, are the true heirs of the American experiment that began more than
two centuries ago. We, the people, have... [ibid.].

Moreover, there is another metaphor in the same passage: We, the people,
have burning inside each of us the flame of liberty that was lit here at Independence
Hall — a flame that lit our way through abolition, the Civil War, Suffrage, the Great
Depression, world wars, Civil Rights. That sacred flame still burns now in our
time... [ibid.]. By referring to the flame, Biden is invoking an image of a powerful,
enduring force that has illuminated the nation's path through various challenges and
struggles. The metaphor emphasizes the importance of preserving and nurturing
these ideals as the country continues to evolve and face new challenges. It serves to
inspire and rally support for the ongoing pursuit of justice, equality, and freedom for
all Americans.

Joe Biden represents various images that fill the content of political speeches,
in particular, countries and cities as human beings with different physical and
psychological characteristics: One year ago, the world was bracing for the fall of
Kyiv. Well, 1 have just come from a visit to Kyiv, and | can report: Kyiv stands
strong! Kyiv stands proud. It stands tall. And most important, it stands free [94].
All these expressions are examples of metonymy suggesting people living in Kyiv
possess strength. The expression Kyiv stands strong describes Kyiv as being resilient
and unyielding, suggesting that people of the city have withstood challenges or
threats.

The second largest group includes the stylistic device that is based on
repetition of linguistic units — syntactic parallelism. Syntactic parallelism refers to
the repetition of similar syntactic structures in a sentence or passage. It involves
maintaining a consistent grammatical structure across multiple phrases, clauses, or

sentences. In one of the most common pattern of syntactic parallelism used to
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motivate audience, the verb “let is followed by the infinitive without the particle “to
and is addressed to third person plural: ...let us now have that faith again. Let us
resolve to put the strength of democracies into action to thwart the designs of
autocracy. Let us remember that the test of this moment is the test of all time [111].
By beginning each sentence with Let us, the speaker or writer includes themselves
in the action, creating a sense of unity and shared purpose with the audience. It
encourages the audience to join together in taking specific actions, such as having
faith, resolving to act, or remembering the significance of the moment. The use of
syntactic parallelism adds rhythm and emphasis to the sentences, making them more
memorable and persuasive.

Parallel constructions can also be used to present or explain information:
Repeatedly, he asserted, “We have no interest in war.” Guaranteed he would not
move.

Repeatedly saying he would not invade Ukraine.
Repeatedly saying Russian troops along the border were there for “training” —
all 180,000 of them [ibid.].

It is obvious that syntactic parallelism is a powerful rhetorical device that
helped Biden to emphasize key points and create a sense of rhythm to highlight the
repetition of Putin’s lies and deceptive statements regarding the situation in Ukraine.
The consistent structure draws attention to the repeated actions and statements made
by Putin, reinforcing the idea that these are deliberate and intentional falsehoods
rather than isolated incidents.

To have a clearer understanding of how Biden uses syntactic parallelism to
emphasize certain ideas, it is necessary to pay attention to one more example: | 've
not met a cop who likes a bad cop. There’s bad in everything. There is lousy
senators. There is lousy presidents. There is lousy doctors. There is lousy
lawyers. No, I'm serious. But I don’t know any police officer that feels good about
the fact that there may be a lousy cop [124]. The repeated structure There is lousy
followed by different nouns maintains consistency and balance in the sentence,

enhancing its rhythmic flow. This repetition serves to emphasize the speaker’s point
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about the presence of incompetence or inadequacy across various professions, which
is completely unacceptable and can be life-threatening when it comes to the work of
a police officer.

The next stylistic figure often found in Biden's speeches is anaphora.
Anaphora is a rhetorical device where a word or phrase is repeated at the beginning
of successive clauses or sentences, thereby lending them emphasis: Democracy
means having the freedom to speak your mind, to be who you are, to be who you
want to be. Democracy is about being able to bring about peaceful
change. Democracy is how we’ve opened the doors of opportunity... [92]. The
repetition of Democracy at the beginning of each sentence serves to emphasize the
importance of democracy and to highlight different aspects of it.

The third biggest group of rhetoric devices used by Joe Biden is rhetorical
questions. Rhetorical questions are used for persuasive or dramatic effect rather than
to elicit a direct response. In the following example, President Biden is expressing
strong disapproval at the actions of former President Trump, particularly his alleged
derogatory remarks about fallen soldiers: This coming from a president who called

)

— when he visited a cemetery, called dead soldiers “suckers” and “losers.’
Remember that? How dare he? Who in God’s name does he think he is? [ibid.].
By framing these statements as rhetorical questions, Biden emphasizes the outrage
and incredulity he feels toward Trump’s behavior. It reinforces Biden's
condemnation of it and invites the audience to reflect on the egregiousness of
Trump’s actions.

Biden poses rhetorical questions in the following passage to engage the
audience and prompt them to reflect on the challenges faced by Europe, America,
NATO, and democracies in general: All democracies were being tested. And the
questions we faced were as simple as they were profound. Would we respond or
would we look the other way? Would we be strong or would we be weak?... Would
we be — all of our allies — would be united or divided? One year later, we know
the answer. We did respond. We would be strong. We would be united. And the world
would not look the other way [94]. By posing these questions, he creates a sense of
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urgency and emphasizes the significance of the choices made in response to those
challenges. An interesting feature of Biden’s speeches is that he often answers
rhetorical questions himself, as we can see in this example. By doing so, he
reinforces his message with clarity and conviction. This technique allows him to
guide the audience toward the conclusions he wants to convey, emphasizing the
positive outcomes of responding decisively and unitedly to the challenges faced by
democracies. It also reinforces Biden’s leadership role by presenting himself as
someone who understands the situation and has the determination to address it
effectively.

During the analysing of Joe Biden’s speeches, examples of the use of such a
stylistic device as epizeuxis were also found. Epizeuxis, or palilogia, serves as a
powerful rhetorical tool, involving the repetition of a word or phrase in immediate
succession within the same sentence [75, p. 82]. Its purpose is to instill vehemence
and emphasis, aiming to evoke strong emotional responses from the audience:
Trump lost recount after recount after recount in state after state [92]. The
repetition of recount emphasizes the frequency and persistence of the recounts that
former President Trump lost in multiple states. It adds emphasis to the point being
made about the outcome of the recounts.

Also, wordplay can be found in Biden’s speeches. For example, in the
following statement one can observe a stylistic device called paronomasia, also
known as a pun. Paronomasia involves the clever use of words that sound similar
but have different meanings, often for rhetorical effect or to create wordplay: We 're
seeing again today what the people of Poland and the people all across Europe saw
for decades: Appetites of the autocrat cannot be appeased. They must be opposed
[94]. By juxtaposing the words appeased and opposed, which sound similar but have
opposite meanings, the statement creates a clever play on words. This wordplay
draws attention to the contrasting actions that are being suggested: while appeased
implies giving in to the autocrat's desires or demands, opposed suggests resistance
or defiance against those desires or demands. The deliberate use of paronomasia in

this context adds emphasis to the idea that simply trying to satisfy the autocrat's
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desires will not work; instead, active opposition is necessary. It helps to convey the
message in a memorable and impactful way, making it more likely to resonate with
the audience. In addition, the word appetites sounds similar to appeased and
opposed. This adds another layer of wordplay and coherence to the statement
because repetition of similar sounds strengthens the rhetorical impact of the message
and makes it more memorable to the audience.

Biden uses paronomasia when talking about the sanctions that are being
imposed on Russian oligarchs and companies and the consequences of such
economic actions on the Russian national currency: As a result of these
unprecedented sanctions, the ruble almost is immediately reduced to rubble... It
takes about 200 rubles to equal one dollar [98]. The words ruble and rubble are
homophones. Ruble refers to the currency of Russia, while rubble refers to broken
fragments of rock, brick, or other material. Paronomasia helped to create a stinging
and memorable message. By emphasizing the ruble’s dramatic decline in value,
Biden illustrates the severe economic impact of the sanctions on Russia.

Further, Biden often uses such a stylistic device as asyndeton. Asyndeton is a
rhetorical device where conjunctions (such as “and” or “but”) are intentionally
omitted between words, phrases, or clauses in a sentence. This omission creates a
concise and impactful effect, emphasizing each point or idea. In his speech on
fighting the Covid-19 pandemic, Biden said: If you re seeking care at a health
facility, you should be able to know that the people treating you are
vaccinated. Simple. Straightforward. Period [95]. In this case, the use of
asyndeton in the one-word sentences adds emphasis and force to each statement,
making them stand out and reinforcing the speaker's message. Biden took a strong
stance on the importance of vaccination in healthcare settings for the safety and well-
being of both patients and healthcare workers.

In Joe Biden’s inauguration speech, asyndeton was used to highlight all the
problems and vices that the newly elected president was going to fight. By presenting
these issues in a concise and uninterrupted manner, Biden emphasizes the urgent

need for unity and collective action in confronting these shared challenges, inviting
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every American to join him in this cause: | ask every American to join me in this
cause. Uniting to fight the common foes we face:

Anger, resentment, hatred.

Extremism, lawlessness, violence.

Disease, joblessness, hopelessness [114].

Cases of the use of antithesis were also identified. Antithesis involves the
juxtaposition of contrasting ideas, usually in parallel structure, to highlight their
differences and create emphasis. Speaking about the war waged by the criminal
regime of Vladimir Putin, Biden said: President Putin — President Putin is
confronted with something today that he didn’t think was possible a year ago. The
democracies of the world have grown stronger, not weaker. But the autocrats of
the world have grown weaker, not stronger [94]. In this statement, the contrast
between stronger and weaker emphasizes the shift in power dynamics between
democracies and autocracies, with the former gaining strength and the latter losing
it. Indeed, this use of antithesis adds depth and impact to the Biden's argument,
making it more persuasive and compelling to the audience.

On the one-year anniversary of the Capitol attack, Biden used the antithesis
to condemn the actions of the insurrectionists: This wasn’t a group of tourists. This
was an armed insurrection. They weren’t looking to uphold the will of the
people. They were looking to deny the will of the people. They were looking to
uphold — they weren 't looking to uphold a free and fair election. They were looking
to overturn one. They weren’t looking to save the cause of America. They were
looking to subvert the Constitution [ibid.]. Antithesis is used to juxtapose opposing
concepts: uphold the will versus deny the will, uphold a free and fair election versus
overturn one, and save the cause of America versus subvert the Constitution. In
Biden's speech, it clarifies the egregious nature of the Capitol attack and underscores
the threat it posed to democratic norms. The statements appeal to the audience's
sense of reason and morality, aiming to sway opinions and strengthen support for

upholding democratic institutions.
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Besides, we pay attention to the fact that Joseph Biden’s speeches possess
many occasions of alliteration. Alliteration is a literary device where the same
consonant sound is repeated at the beginning of neighboring or closely connected
words. Giving a response to Hamas’s terrorist attacks against Israel, Biden used this
stylistic device: | met with Israelis who had personally lived through horrific horror
of the attack by Hamas on the 7th of October [98]. The repetition of the “h” sound
in horrific and horror creates a rhythmic and memorable effect, drawing attention
to the intensity and severity of the described experience. The use of alliteration here
serves to emphasize the emotional impact of the horror experienced by the Israelis
mentioned in the statement.

In the following example, Biden again uses alliteration in enumeration of
concepts when talking about the Ukrainian people's struggle for freedom: That was
the dream of those who declared Ukraine’s independence more than 30 years ago ...
and those who continue still to root out Kremlin’s efforts to corrupt, coerce, and
control [94]. The repetition of the “c” sound creates a rhythmic and memorable
effect. The use of alliteration here serves to emphasize the actions being described—
efforts by the Kremlin to influence Ukraine through corrupt practices, coercion, and
control. By employing alliteration, the speaker draws attention to these actions,
highlighting their significance and reinforcing the message of resistance against
them.

Biden sometimes even resorts to combination of alliteration with assonance
(the repetition of vowel sounds within nearby words) in the enumeration of concepts,
and it also clearly proves that theses stylistic devices enhance the effectiveness of
the message: Together, we can keep proving that America is still a country that
believes in decency, dignity, honesty, honor... [92].

Another illustrative example of how alliteration makes a message memorable
is the following statement, taken from Biden’s speech on the Safer America Plan:
This will help prevent crime and get young people to pick up paychecks instead of
a pistol [124]. Alliteration contributes to the imagery and tone of the sentence: the
repeated “p” sound evokes images of positive actions (picking up paychecks)
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contrasted with negative ones (using a pistol for violence), reinforcing the message
of the sentence.

In conclusion, the analysis of Joe Biden’s political discourse reveals a rich
array of rhetorical devices employed to convey his messages effectively. From
metaphorical expressions to syntactic parallelism, anaphora to antithesis, Biden’s
speeches are characterized by their eloguence, persuasion, and ability to inspire
action. Whether condemning acts of insurrection, advocating for democracy, or
addressing international conflicts, the speeches reveal rhetorical prowess that leaves

a lasting impression on the audience and shapes the narrative of presidency.
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CONCLUSIONS TO CHAPTER 2

At the lexical level, the language portrait of Joe Biden is characterized by the
extensive use of socio-political, economic, military, medical and legal terms. By
employing specialized terminology from various fields, Joe Biden ensures the
effectiveness of communication and seeks to demonstrate his understanding of key
issues and his ability to address them effectively.

The political narrative of the US President contains a number of evaluative
lexical units with positive and negative connotations. The politician’s assessment of
the objective world is shaped by their subjective perspective and the value they
attribute to the objects under consideration. The lexical units with positive
connotation prevail which indicates Joe Biden’s desire to create a positive image of
himself.

There 1s a common tendency in Biden’s political discourse to use clichés that
reflect the general linguistic picture. Also, Joe Biden occasionally uses
colloquialisms, which helps create an informal, friendly atmosphere.

In this study, the grammatical aspect of the politician’s language profile is
analyzed through the lens of modality. The employment of modal verbs allows Joe
Biden to communicate willingness, capability and commitment. Notably, modal
verbs are predominantly used in their positive forms to maintain positive image.

Metaphor stands out as a highly influential stylistic device in Joe Biden’s
political communication, primarily employed for the purposes of labeling and
assessing individuals, nations, or events either positively or negatively. Furthermore,
Biden uses other stylistic techniques such as rhetorical questions, syntactic
parallelism, and anaphora to enhance the expressiveness of his speeches and to
ensure the retention of key information by the audience. Also, Biden uses
paronomasia, epizeuxis, asyndeton, antithetis and alliteration to bolster persuasive

efforts.
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3. REALIZATION OF COMMUNICATIVE STRATEGIES IN THE
SPEECHES OF JOE BIDEN

3.1. Communicative strategies and tactics in political discourse

Within any society, political culture fulfills a multitude of essential social
functions, including the expression and realization of social interests, educational
endeavors, normative guidance, and fostering integration. Language, whether
spoken or written, serves as the primary medium through which political activity is
conveyed. Moreover, language itself perpetuates structures of dominance and
resistance, reflecting power imbalances and opportunities for empowerment.

The behavior of individuals and the actions of various organizations, along
with societal perceptions of both domestic and international political phenomena,
are profoundly shaped by political influences, whether overtly or covertly. This
pervasive impact underscores the intricate interplay between politics and the broader
fabric of society, illustrating the multifaceted ways in which political culture
permeates various aspects of human interaction and societal dynamics.

The study of linguistic influence traces its origins to the era of ancient Greek
rhetoric. While the study of oratory in this period did involve aspects of linguistic
persuasion on the audience, its scope extended beyond mere rhetoric. However, in
the latter half of the 20th century, there was a resurgence of interest in the realm of
effective communication, which influenced the development of pragmatic theories
of speech, overarching communication theories, and linguistic theories of
argumentation. The imperative for such inquiries is driven by the globalized nature
of our world, the expansion of public communication domains, and the evolving
conception of the individual within society.

Some scholars argue that the primary goal of persuasion is to change the
opinions of others. To effectively persuade, the speaker must possess a deep
understanding of the group’s needs, beliefs, and desires in order for the persuasive
effort to be impactful. Additionally, persuasion entails shifting individuals’ mental

states, often as a precursor to inducing behavioral changes. It is viewed as a process
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aimed at influencing a person's behavior, which may involve altering the valence
(positive or negative) of their evaluation or adjusting the extremity of their attitude,
such as shifting from a highly negative viewpoint to a mildly negative one [50, p.
32].

According to H. Vusyk and O. Antoniuk, linguistic influence involves
crafting a message that resonates with both rational thought and emotional response,
while also stimulating the imagination [5, p. 8]. In this view, language emerges as a
potent instrument for conveying ideas and exerting influence over an audience,
particularly when employed subtly and implicitly.

Linguistic mechanisms of influence encompass both communicative
strategies and communicative tactics. A communicative strategy involves a
cognitive process wherein the speaker evaluates their communicative objective in
relation to specific linguistic expressions, operating at a global level of awareness.
On the other hand, communicative tactics refer to the specific speech actions
employed to achieve influence at various stages of strategic interaction [15, p. 176].

T. van Dijk emphasize the dynamic nature of communicative strategy,
highlighting its adaptability to different situational contexts and local constraints.
They underscore the importance of considering both the broader situational factors
and the specific contextual limitations that shape the direction and organization of
influence within communication. This recognition of flexibility underscores the
nuanced interplay between strategy, context, and the overarching goal of
communication [86, p. 274].

A strategy within communication comprises a series of deliberate actions
aimed at achieving the intended goals of the communicators. It is characterized by
the necessity to make choices based on the unique features of the communicative
situation, particularly the unpredictability of the partner's reaction, their
communicative behavior, and subsequent actions. Moreover, the direction in which
the dialogue progresses after the listener’s response is often uncertain [32, p. 2].
Given this uncertainty, politicians must exhibit a high degree of adaptability to

effectively navigate various communicative situations. This entails the ability to
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modify strategies and make informed decisions regarding the implementation of
alternative communicative tactics. The capacity for flexibility and adept decision-
making is crucial for politicians to maintain effectiveness in their communication
efforts amidst evolving circumstances.

Communicative tactics encompass a collection of practical ways employed to
actualize communicative intentions during the course of real-time communication
[20, p. 19]. In essence, tactics represent specific communicative moves or actions
undertaken within a given communicative context. This distinction between tactics
and strategy lies in their respective scopes: tactics consist of discrete communicative
stages, whereas communicative strategy pertains to the overarching direction or
intention guiding language behavior. Thus, while tactics focus on the immediate
actions within a communicative situation, strategy concerns the broader orientation
or purpose behind these actions.

Within the realm of communicative strategies, scholars have proposed various
classifications, yet there is a consensus on three primary strategies that encapsulate
the major social processes driving communication actions. These include
presentation (or self-presentation), manipulation, and convention. Each of these
strategies is facilitated through distinct means: notice, message, and dialogue,
respectively [65, p. 1].

In the domain of political discourse, O. V. Yashenkova delves into the
intricacies of language communication and identifies a range of fundamental
strategies. These encompass self-presentation, agitation, emotional control,
information interpretation, argumentative manipulation, discredit, attack, self-
defense, and more [34, p. 168].

The classification of communicative strategies and tactics proposed by C.
Coons and M.Weber stands out as one of the most comprehensive. Within oral
political discourse, they define various communicative strategies and tactics,

providing a thorough framework for analysis:
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. Strategy of self-presentation (aimed at shaping the political image),

encompasses the following tactics:

- identification tactics, which involve presenting oneself as belonging to a
specific political or social group;

- solidarity tactics, wherein the speaker seeks to convey shared views and
beliefs with the audience;

- opposition tactics, employing rhetoric that distinguishes between "us" and
"others."”

. Strategies aimed at fighting for power include:

a) the strategy of discredit and attack:

- insult and prosecution tactics, aimed at undermining the credibility or
character of opponents, accusation or denunciation of adversaries;

b) the manipulative strategy (the aim is to dishonestly persuade the audience
to adopt the speaker's viewpoint):

- demagogic tricks (grandiose statements and empty promises);

- manipulative tactics (employing intensified politeness or exaggeration to

sway the audience's opinion).

c) self-defense strategy:
- justification tactics (explanation of the speaker's decisions);
- criticism tactics (addressing and responding to critiques or objections);

- Impingement tactics (counteracting attacks or accusations).

. Strategy for maintaining power:

a) information-interpretation strategy (providing information about
significant political or socio-economic events):

- problem acknowledgment tactics;

- clarification tactics (offering further explanations or details);

- commentary tactics (providing analysis);

- perspective-changing tactics (presenting the problem from a different angle);
- problem-solving tactics.
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b) emotional mood formation strategy:
- unity tactics (promoting the idea of “one nation” among citizens or a
common national identity);
- tactics of emotional appeal (evoking emotional responses);
- tactics of addressing moral and spiritual values.
4. Persuasion strategies include:
a) argumentative strategy:
- argumentative evaluation tactics (providing objective assessments of
situations);
- contrastive analysis tactics (comparing facts or events);
- future-oriented tactics (predicting future developments or expressing
strategic goals);
- illustration tactics (supporting arguments with factual examples).
b) propaganda strategy:
- promise tactics (making pledges or commitments to the audience) [40, p.
36].

Political discourse provides a rich array of examples illustrating the usage of
communicative strategies and tactics, making it a focal point in current research

endeavors.

3.2. Strategy of image creation

Among the strategies that best characterize the politician’s speech behavior is
the strategy of self-presentation. In political speeches, specific ideas are shared and
various concepts and events are portrayed. Politicians use some tactics to present
these ideas in either a favorable or unfavorable light. As a result, ordinary people
can be influenced, leading to the formation of positive or negative perceptions in

their minds.
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Analysis of illustrative material containing political speeches by Joe Biden
confirms the assumption of scholar O. Yashenkova regarding the dominance of the
self-presentation strategy in the discursive space of the American president, while
the most common tactic that implements this strategy is the tactic of an explicit
positive assessment of one’s work, which is implemented by vocabulary with
positive semantics (in particular, glittering generalities) to provoke recipients’
positive attitude, as demonstrated by the following example: And I’'m proud to
announce that tomorrow, 58 days into our administration, we will have met my goal
of administering 100 million shots to our fellow Americans [123].

In addition, a positive assessment of one’s work is achieved by using
numerals. Thus, in the following example, a comparison of statistical data
demonstrates the scale of work done to develop a vaccine against coronavirus and
vaccinate the population: Just three weeks ago, the weekly delivery was 8.6 million
doses. Today, we announced that we're increasing the weekly vaccine doses going
to states, tribes, and territories to 11 million [100].

It is a well-known fact that tackling the COVID-19 problem was crucial for
Biden as it aligned with his administration’s priorities of protecting public health,
promoting economic recovery, restoring trust in government, and demonstrating
compassionate leadership in the face of a humanitarian crisis. In the speech
dedicated to the incredible pace of vaccination, the presentation of clear figures and
facts convinced many of the effectiveness of the presidential administration: So here
is where we are today: Eight weeks ago, only 8 percent of seniors, those most
vulnerable to COVID-19, had received a vaccination. Today, 65 percent of people
aged 65 or older have received at least one shot, and 36 percent are fully
vaccinated. And that’s key — because this is a population that represents 80 percent
of the well over 500,000 COVID-19 deaths that have occurred in America [123].
More than that, by providing specific data on vaccination progress, Biden
demonstrates transparency and accountability in his administration's handling of the
COVID-19 pandemic. This fosters trust among the public, showing that the

government is open about its actions and their outcomes.
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The tactic of explicit positive assessment is also realized by the grammatical
means of the language. Using the Present Perfect tense form allows to focus on the
results of the work done: We ve aimed at the heart of Russia’s economy by stopping
the imports of Russian energy to the United States. To date, the United States has
sanctioned 140 Russian oligarchs and their family members... We ve sanctioned
more than 400 Russian government officials... [111].

Further, the self-presentation strategy is realized through the tactic of
identification. For example: We re not perfect. But at our best, we face on — we
face head on the good, the bad, the truth of who we are. We look in the mirror and
ultimately never pretend we re something We're not. That’s what great nations
do. And we're a great nation. \We're the greatest nation on the face of the
Earth. We really are... [92].

This tactic is also called the tactic of solidarity. By using the inclusive
pronouns we/our as well as lexical units people, together, democracy, unity, etc.,
Biden identifies himself with the country and its people, creating a sense of unity
and shared identity and establishing a personal connection with the audience by
presenting himself as one of them [77, p. 182]. By asserting that we 're a great nation
and the greatest nation on the face of the Earth, Biden seeks to inspire pride and
confidence in the audience, implying that these feelings will be in the heart of every
American if Joe Biden holds the presidency.

The following discourse fragment illustrates Joseph Biden's identification
with the government doing everything possible to warn the world about the threat of
war looming over Ukraine in 2022: | know not all of you believed me and us when
we kept saying, “They are going to cross the border. They are going to attack
[111]. Biden identifies himself with the government to emphasize his personal
involvement and commitment to the actions taken by the government. By using the
pronoun “us,” Biden emphasizes that the warning was a collective effort by the
government, suggesting solidarity and unity in the messaging. This can help bolster

trust and credibility in his actions as well as the action of the government.
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In another example, a statement from Joe Biden's speech on the united efforts
of the free world to support the people of Ukraine given on March, 26 in Warsaw,
Biden positions himself as one with all the democratic forces of the world,
expressing his hope for the triumph of light, freedom and opportunity in the future:
My message to the people of Ukraine is the message I delivered today to Ukraine’s
Foreign Minister and Defense Minister, who | believe are here tonight: We stand
with you. Period [ibid.].

Another tactic frequently used in Joe Biden’s speeches is known as tactic of
reference to authority. This tactic involves presenting the opinions of people in
positions of influence to create a manipulative effect [37, p. 29]. On March 18, 2021,
Biden dedicated one of his speeches to reaching 100 million vaccinated Americans.
He noted that many doubted that he would succeed: When | announced in early
December that | had goal that | set of administering 100 million shots for the virus
in the first 100 days of our office — 100 million shots in 100 days — it was
considered ambitious. Some even suggested it was somewhat audacious. Experts
said that it was a — the plan was, quote, “definitely aggressive,” and distribution
would have to be “seamless” for us to be successful. One headline simply put it,
quote: “It won’t be easy.” End of quote. Well, it wasn’t [123]. By highlighting the
initial skepticism from various experts regarding his ambitious goal of administering
100 million shots within the first 100 days of his presidency, Biden showcased his
determination and leadership. This colossal success in surpassing expectations
reassured the audience and inspired confidence in Biden’s administration's ability to
address pressing issues effectively.

Delivering a speech in Uvalde, Joe Biden noted that he is a supporter of
restricting of gun permits because bearing weapons requires training. To give his
words weight, he appeals to the authority of a respected legal figure. He quotes an
associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States: And | support the Second
Amendment. But the Second Amendment, as one of the most — one of the most
conservative justices in history, Justice Scalia, once wrote, “Like...” — quote,

“Like most rights, the rights granted by the Second Amendment are not
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unlimited. ” They re not unlimited. Right now, you can’t go on and buy an automatic
weapon. You can’t go out and buy a cannon [124]. It is important to note that
according to the Second Amendment “the right of the people to keep and bear Arms,
shall not be infringed” [78]. However, the statement by Justice Scalia reinforces
Biden’s position by providing authoritative support for the idea that Second
Amendment rights are not unlimited. The use of the quotation emphasizes that even
staunch defenders of gun rights recognize that reasonable restrictions, such as
training requirements for gun permits, are consistent with the Constitution.

Also, we would like to spotlight that quite often Joseph Biden draws on his
personal experience, for example, he sometimes mentions his parents, his departed
son Beau, and his family in general in order to demonstrate that he is well aware of
the problems of ordinary people: But look, when I ran for President, | said | looked
at the world the way | looked at it growing up in Scranton, and that wasn’t
hyperbole. | meant that... when | was growing up — and my mom and dad and my
grandad — was as basic, basic, basic as it is today: a decent job, the opportunity to
be treated with dignity...[124]. Biden uses personal information, such as mentioning
his parents’ basic lives, his upbringing in Scranton to establish a personal connection
with the audience and to demonstrate empathy and relatability. By sharing his
personal experience, Biden implies that he is determined to frame his policies and
priorities in a way that resonates with the everyday experiences of individuals,
emphasizing themes such as economic opportunity, dignity, and family values.

In one of his speeches Joe Biden shared a personal story about his late son
Beau to illustrate that other members of his family are ordinary people who live
among and who are committed to public service: ...my deceased son, Beau, he was
the Attorney General of the State of Delaware. And what he used to do is go down,
in the east side, the — called the “Bucket” — highest crime rate in the country...
And he’d go down and hang out and sit on a bench with my — my grandson... And
the police used to be in the car — the local city police. And he’d walk up and bang
on the window and say, “Get out of the car, damn it, and meet these people. Let

them see you. Let them know you. Let them know who you are” [115]. Sharing this



73

story serves multiple purposes. Firstly, it honors Beau’s memory and legacy,
showcasing his determination and compassion for others. This shows that Joe Biden
IS a responsible father who was able to instill in his children the traits and skills that
are essential to effectively serve their country: empathy, community engagement,
and effective leadership in addressing challenges faced by communities. We also
understand that Biden is as a father who deeply cares about his family.

It should be mentioned that the current president of the USA frequently resorts
to the tactic of opposition which relies on highlighting the contrast between “us” and
“them.” Employing manipulative tactics of inclusiveness and distancing speakers
make something or someone seem either positive or negative. Through manipulation
of pronouns, particularly “we” and “they,” speakers can effortlessly achieve
maximum effect [48, p. 838]. For example, during one of his campaign speeches,
Joe Biden puts himself in a favorable light by emphasizing that while he was
engaged in matters of national importance, his main opponent, Donald Trump, met
with the pro-Russian president of Hungary: While I was down in Georgia working
on healthcare and making sure that we had the support of all the minority
organizations in the country that we support so strongly, he was with Viktor Orban,
who talked about democracy being a problem, and telling him how much he
understood him and agreed with him. Come on [112]. Biden clearly highlights the
contrast between “us” (Joe Biden and his supporters) and “them” (Donald Trump
and his allies). The speaker describes his activities in Georgia, focusing on working
on healthcare and garnering support from minority organizations, which are
presented as positive endeavors. In contrast, Trump’s actions are depicted
negatively. By associating Trump with Orban, who is portrayed as anti-democratic,
Biden distances Tramp from himself and the audience. Biden implies that Trump’s
actions are detrimental to democracy and the values Biden and his supporters
uphold.

In January 2024, Biden delivered a speech marking the third anniversary of
the January 6th attack. He highlighted the differences between his campaign and

Trump’s: Whether democracy is still America’s sacred cause is the most urgent
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question of our time, and it’s what the 2024 election is all about. The choice is
clear. Donald Trump’s campaign is about him, not America, not you. Donald
Trump’s campaign is obsessed with the past, not the future. He s willing to sacrifice
our democracy, put himself in power. Our campaign is different. For me and
Kamala, our campaign is about America. It’s about you. It’s about every age and
background that occupy this country [92]. By framing Trump’s campaign as being
about him, Biden implies that Trump is self-centered and not focused on the concerns
of the American people. Biden contrasts Trump’s campaign as being obsessed with
the past while positioning his own campaign as focused on the future. This creates
a dichotomy where Trump is associated with backward-looking attitudes while
Biden presents himself as forward-thinking and progressive. Further, Biden accuses
Trump of being willing to sacrifice our democracy for his own gain, while

positioning his own campaign as dedicated to protecting and upholding democracy.

3.3. Strategy of persuasion

The strategy of persuasion involves employing various techniques to
influence someone's actions or decisions through convincing arguments or appealing
to their beliefs, emotions, or interests. The process of persuasion entails exerting
pressure or influence on the individual, often by presenting information or
arguments in a compelling manner. While persuasion aims to persuade individuals
to act in a certain way, it should be distinguished from manipulation, which involves
deceptive or coercive tactics to control or exploit others [76, p. 415]. Within the
framework of persuasion, various tactics may be used to effectively convey
messages or influence behavior, in particular: tactic of argumentative evaluations,
tactic of pointing to the future (predicting the development of events, the expression
of strategic goals, etc.), promise tactic and call to action tactic.

Tactic of argumentative evaluations involve presenting compelling arguments

and evidence to support a particular viewpoint or position. These tactics aim to
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persuade others by appealing to their reasoning and logic, rather than relying solely
on emotional appeals. In the remarks on the United States’ response to Hamas’s
terrorist attacks and Russia’s ongoing war against Ukraine, Joe Biden presents
persuasive arguments for providing military assistance to Ukraine: All Ukraine is
asking for is help — for the weapons, munitions, the capacity, the capability to push
invading Russian forces off their land... And let me be clear about something: We
send Ukraine equipment sitting in our stockpiles. And when we use the money
allocated by Congress, we use it to replenish our own stores — our own stockpiles
with new equipment that defends America and is made in America: Patriot
missiles for air defense batteries made in Arizona; artillery shells manufactured in
12 states across the country — in Pennsylvania, Ohio, Texas; and so much more
[98]. The passage is based on logical reasoning by emphasizing the importance of
providing military aid to Ukraine for the defense of their land and cities. It argues
that by helping Ukraine defend itself, the United States is also enhancing its own
defense capabilities, since America supplies Ukraine with weapons that are no
longer the most modern in the world, replacing them with weapons manufactured
using the latest technologies. Moreover, Biden provides specific examples of the
types of military equipment that the United States manufacture to effectively defend
itself, such as Patriot missiles and artillery shells. By listing these examples, the
speaker aims to demonstrate the feasibility and effectiveness of providing such
assistance as well as make Americans proud of their country’s defense capabilities.

The shooting at a school in Uvalde, where more than 20 people were killed,
reminded American society of one of the most scandalous and controversial topics
— a permit to carry weapons. Speaking about the terrible consequences of the
shooting, Biden noted that the country's service members undergo multi-level
training and testing before they are receiving weapons: We equip our service
members with the most lethal weapons on Earth to protect all of us, protect
Americans. But we require them to receive significant training, extensive
background checks, mental health assessments. They have to learn how to lock
up and store their weapons responsibly or they get kicked out [124]. Biden’s point
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Is that only a person who is physically and mentally prepared can carry a weapon.
The speaker supports his argument by highlighting the rigorous training, background
checks, and mental health assessments that service members undergo before being
equipped with lethal weapons. This information is presented to demonstrate the
responsibility and accountability that accompanies the possession of such weapons.

It is important to note that in the next passage Biden uses the tactic of
contrastive analysis that involves analysis and comparison of facts, events, results.
This tactic is used to emphasize the superiority or desirability of one option over
another by demonstrating the advantages or disadvantages of each. After Biden
described the process of training of service members to receive weapons, he stated:
That’s why, back in 1994, I took on the NRA and passed the assault weapons
ban. For 10 years, mass shootings were down — 10 years in a row since | passed
that legislation in 1994 as a senator. But in 2004, Republicans let that ban
expire. And what happened? Mass shootings in America tripled. Tripled [ibid.].
In this passage, President Biden contrasts two sets of events to emphasize the
effectiveness of implementing an assault weapons ban. During the period when the
assault weapons ban was in effectthere was a decline in mass shootings. Biden
contrasts this with the subsequent increase in mass shootings, stating that after the
ban expired, mass shootings in America tripled. The tactic of contrastive analysis
underscores the advantages of reinstating such a ban by highlighting the
consequences of allowing it to expire.

The next tactic that is quite common in Biden’s political communications is
tactic of pointing to the future. The tactic of pointing to the future in political
discourse involves predicting the development of events and emphasizing future
goals, aspirations, or policy outcomes to rally support or persuade the audience.
Politicians often use this tactic to inspire hope, instill confidence, and garner support
for their vision or agenda. In one of his speeches, Biden says that after the collapse
of the Soviet Union, some post-Soviet republics received long-awaited
independence and freedom, but the US President emphasized that the struggle of

other countries continues: But we emerged anew in the great battle for freedom: a
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battle between democracy and autocracy, between liberty and repression... This
battle will not be won in days or months either. We need to steel ourselves for the
long fight ahead [98]. Biden emphasizes the importance of preparing for a long fight
ahead in the battle for freedom. This indicates his focus on future goals and
aspirations, urging the audience to remain vigilant and committed to the cause.

As part of the election campaign, Biden gave a speech on March 13, 2024 in
Milwaukee. He used the manipulative device of predicting the future to convince the
audience that America's future is uncertain unless they make the right choices today:
And, by the way, history is watching. History is watching. This young man is going
to be reading about what we do and don’t do. Now, I don’t mean me personally —
what we do as a generation now [113]. The use of future tense and the idea of being
judged by future generations creates a sense of urgency and responsibility. This
tactic leverages the fear of negative judgment from future generations as a means of
influencing current behavior and decision-making. By framing the future as
uncertain unless the right choices are made today, Biden is appealing to the
audience’s sense of duty and the desire to leave a positive legacy for their children.
Biden creates a powerful rhetorical image by referring to a small boy from the crowd
and projecting him into the future as a representative figure for all future generations.

Addressing the people of Puerto Rico affected by Hurricane Fiona, Biden also
resorted to the tactic of pointing to the future by expressing his immediate goals
regarding disaster management. He laid out a clear plan to restore devastated
territories and provide financial assistance to people: That means the federal
government will cover 100 percent of the cost to clear debris and carry out search
and rescue and continue to shelter people. It also means homeowners, renters,
business owners are eligible to apply for federal help to recover damage, losses
caused by Hurricane Fiona. The federal government is going to provide individual
assistance for up to $37,900 for essential home repairs and another $37,900 for lost
property, as the law calls for, like a car or a refrigerator... [104].

While delivering a campaign speech in Manchester, Biden shared with the

audience his plans: And one of the main things | try to do — and I'm going to
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continue to do, God willing, if we get reelected — is finish the job by continuing to
focus on the middle class, because when the middle class does well, the poor have a
way up, and the wealthy still do very well [112]. Biden is outlining his current focus
on supporting the middle class and expressing his intention to continue doing so if
he is re-elected. By emphasizing the importance of supporting the middle class and
how it can benefit both the poor and the wealthy, Biden is laying out his immediate
goals while also hinting at his broader future plans should he win re-election.

Tactic of pointing to future is also realized by modeling a positive scenario,
which allows the US President to create the image of a politician leading the country
to a bright future. This tactic is characterized by the use of vocabulary with positive
semantics and lexical units containing the seme of light (“brighter”, “light” etc.), as
shown in the following example: In 2021, we’re going to build a brighter future.
Together, we shall write an American story of hope, not fear. Of unity, not division.
Of light, not darkness [114]. The use of the stylistic device of contrast emphasizes
the role of the current leader in creating a bright future for citizens and the country
as a whole.

Closely related to tactic of pointing to the future is the tactic of promise. To
reassure the people of Puerto Rico that their president and their country will not
leave them without help Joe Biden operates with lexical language means, such as
promise, give you my word, know. The lexical unit promise creates an image of a
person who is true to his word and intuitively inspires confidence in the speaker:
And you deserve every bit of help your country can give you. That’s what I’'m
determined to do, and that’s what I promise you [104]. Additionally, to add
credibility to his promises, Biden uses the construction /’m determined to followed
by a verb: And I’'m determined to help Puerto Rico build faster than in the past and
stronger and better prepared for the future [ibid.].

In the following example, confidence is expressed through the lexical unit
know, as well as the modal verb can: With unity we can do great things. Important
things... We can teach our children in safe schools. We can overcome this deadly

virus. We can reward work, rebuild the middle class, and make health care secure
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for all. We can make America, once again, the leading force for good in the world.
I know speaking of unity can sound to some like a foolish fantasy. | know the forces
that divide us are deep and they are real. But | also know they are not new [114].
The repetition of we can throughout the passage emphasizes the speaker’s
confidence in the collective ability to accomplish these goals. Additionally, by
acknowledging the challenges and potential skepticism with phrases like |1 know
speaking of unity can sound to some like a foolish fantasy, Joe Biden attempts to
address potential doubts while still maintaining an optimistic tone and commitment
to the promises being made.

Another tactic inherent in Joe Biden’s language portrait as part of the
persuasion strategy is the tactic of calling for action. This tactic is based on the
politician’s intention to convince the audience that his position is true, and to
encourage the people to support the president with actions. In the following
discursive episode, the politician uses the tactic of call to action in addressing his
compatriots with a plan for reviving the country after the Covid-19 pandemic: So
that’s my plan. It will grow the economy and lower costs for families. So what are
we waiting for? Let’s get this done. Lower your costs, not your wages. Make more
cars and semiconductors in America. More infrastructure and innovation in
America... And instead of relying on foreign supply chains, let’s make it in America
[121]. This tactic is realized by the verb let us which means an offer, an invitation to
do something.

The US President’s address to the government and citizens of Poland reflects
the politician's extraordinary concern about Russia's war of aggression with Ukraine.
Biden calls on the audience to remember the evocative page of the fall of the Berlin
Wall, which symbolized the desire of people to be free, which is what the Ukrainian
people are striving for now: Let’s remember:. The hammer blow that brought down
the Berlin Wall, the might that lifted the Iron Curtain were not the words of a single
leader; it was the people of Europe who, for decades, fought to free themselves
[111].
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Joe Biden considers the need to know the historical past in order to construct
the course of the future as no less important. In a speech in Detroit to students and
the nation's young leaders, the politician uses the tactic of appealing to historical
values to encourage his audience to remember the American people’s two-century
struggle for democracy: Let’s remember our history to motivate the leadership that
our country needs and relies on, which is all of you; Let’s remember young leaders
who joined the labor movement to fight for fair wages and hours... Let’s remember
our history to motivate the leadership that our country needs and relies on, which is
all of you [ibid.].

3.4. Strategy of formation of emotional mood

The strategy of formation of emotional mood of the audience is defined by
tactics of appealing to the emotions and tactics of taking into account a set of moral
values of the addressee. Joseph Biden has a deep understanding of the emotions of
the Americans, thereby effectively tapping into their emotions to resonate with them.

The tactic of appealing to feelings is characterized by the use of emotionally
charged vocabulary: | ran for President because | believed we were in a battle for
the soul of this nation. | still believe that to be true. | believe the soul is the breath,
the life, and the essence of who we are. The soul is what makes us us [94]. Joseph
Biden uses the concept “soul” to evoke deeper emotional resonance and significance.
By framing his presidential campaign as a battle for the soul of the nation, he taps
into a sense of moral and existential importance. The word “soul” carries
connotations of identity, morality, and fundamental values, all of which can evoke
strong emotional responses in the audience.

Also, the strategy of forming the emotional mood is implemented through the
use of descriptive language and lexical units with the semantics of grief (pain, cry,
tears, grieves, etc.) as part of the tactic of accounting moral and spiritual values.

Descriptive language in Joe Biden’s speeches includes vivid and detailed imagery,
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that paint a picture of the scene and conveys the emotional atmosphere. During a
visit to Poland in March 2022, Biden visited various places where Ukrainian
refugees were temporarily housed. Those poignant moments left an indelible mark
on his memory, as he said during a speech at the Royal Castle in Warsaw: And earlier
today, I visited your National Stadium, where thousands of Ukrainian refugees are
now trying to answer the toughest questions a human can ask: “My God, what’s
going to happen to me? What'’s going to happen to my family?”” | saw tears in many
of the mothers’ eyes as | embraced them; their young children not sure whether to
smile or cry. One little girl said, “Mr. President” — she spoke a little English —
“is my brother and my daddy — are they going to be okay? Will | see them
again?..” I didn’t have to speak the language or understand the language to feel the
emotion in their eyes, the way they gripped my hand, and little kids hung on to my
leg, praying with a desperate hope that all this is temporary; apprehension that they
may be perhaps forever away from their homes...[111]. Joe Biden describes
encountering Ukrainian refugees grappling with profound uncertainty and fear for
their future. By narrating the emotional distress of the refugees, particularly the
mothers and their children, Biden aims to evoke empathy from the audience towards
their plight. Biden describes tears in mothers’ eyes, children unsure whether to smile
or cry, and the desperate hope and apprehension palpable in their gestures and
expressions. These descriptions immerse the audience in the emotional reality of the
refugees’ experiences, fostering a deeper emotional connection. Biden highlights
universal themes of family, uncertainty, and hope amidst adversity, resonating with
the audience's own emotions and experiences. In addition, the lexical units with the
semantics of grief carry strong emotional connotations and vividly evoke feelings of
sorrow, urgency, and distress.

In one of the next passages of this speech, Biden addresses the people of
Russia, reminding them of the suffering of their ancestors during the Second World
War, describing terrible scenes: Of all people, you, the Russian people, as well as
all people across Europe, still have the memory of being in a similar situation in the
late thirties and forties — the situation of World War Two... — train stations
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overflowing with terrified families fleeing their homes; nights sheltering in
basements and cellars; mornings sitting through the rubble in your homes — these
are not memories of the past. Not anymore. Because it’s exactly what the Russian
army is doing in Ukraine right now [ibid.]. Joe Biden paints a picture of the horrors
of war, evoking strong emotions of fear, displacement, and devastation. His aim is
to instill a feeling of sympathy for the Ukrainian people, to bring the Russian people
to the realization that despite the bleeding wounds on the body of our planet after
the atrocities of the Second World War, Russia is writing these terrible pages of war
again.

Biden also uses the strategy of emotionalization when talking about the
horrors of the Uvalde school shooting, in particular, he uses vivid imagery to
convince people that gun permits pose a mortal danger to innocent citizens: When |
was recently in Uvalde... you know what some of the parents had to do? Supply
DNA. Supply DNA. Because AR-15s just rips the body apart. Could not identify
— could not identify the body. And a 20-year-old kid can walk in and buy
one? DNA to say, “That’s my baby.” What the hell is the matter with us? [96]. The
speaker uses words and phrases that are emotionally charged to convey the horror
and tragedy of the situation. For example, the phrase AR-15s just rips the body apart
evokes a strong sense of fear through the horrible description of the desctuctive
power of the weapon. In addition, by referring to specific members of the families
that lost a child in the shooting (my baby, parents), the speaker makes the issue more
relatable and personal, tapping into the audience’s empathy. To further emphasise
the message, Biden poses a rhetorical question What the hell is the matter with us?,
prompting the audience to reflect on the broader societal implications of the issue of
gun control and eliciting a sense of frustration or disbelief. The speaker uses vivid
imagery to paint a disturbing picture of the consequences of gun violence, such as
the need for DNA to identify victims.

Another illustrative example of emotionalization was taken from Joe Biden’s
speech on hurricane Fiona: And so, Puerto Ricans have lost loved ones in the storm
and in the perilous disasters... We read the obituaries and remembrances, and they
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all feel like people we knew: doting grandparents, devoted parents, cherished
children, longtime neighbors — people who cared about their community and made
a difference. And they will not be forgotten [104]. As in the previous case, the use
of descriptive language such as doting grandparents, cherished children, etc. paints
a vivid picture of the diverse range of individuals impacted by the disaster. This
makes the message very personal for the audience, because the concept of family is
universal for all people, and thus Biden takes the level of emotional intensity to the
extreme. In addition, emotional response is achieved by using lexical units with both
negative (lost, perilous disasters, obituaries) and positive connotations (loved,

devoted, cherished, cared) in one passage.

3.5. Strategy of discrediting

In the modern world, more than ever, the activity of a politician is associated
primarily with his verbal activity. Mastery of language, the ability to turn a word
into a weapon is one of the key qualities of a professional politician. Nowadays an
aggressive type of behavior is actively represented in public communication, where
the speaker does everything possible to “seize the floor” and more fully express and
prove his own position, using all possible linguistic means. It should be noted that
many political media speeches contain negative emotions, feelings, and intentions.
The speeches of politicians are often characterized by excessive expressiveness,
familiarity, elements of aggression, the use of jargon, and invective vocabulary,
which is an integral part of colloquial speech and unacceptable for public speaking.
The speech behavior of the addresser reveals a desire to seize the communicative
initiative, to oust the other speaker from the communicative space by discrediting
his statements or actions.

As a rule, a politician who uses this strategy openly opposes himself to his
competitors. By creating a negative background for another, he does everything

possible to perceive his person as a positive figure. Under the influence of the
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“presence of warring parties” factor, the speaker is forced to choose such a plan for
the optimal implementation of speech intentions, as a result of which it is possible
to minimize the significance of the status of the interlocutor, that is, to expand the
position of his political opponent and to maximize the significance of his status, that
IS, to elevate himself [38, p. 163]. Language strives to make the process of
communication more spectacular, to evoke emotional responses and thereby attract
the addressee — an observer who perceives “political events as some kind of action
being played out for him” [72, p. 398], during the game, make him an accomplice.

The strategy of discrediting in English-language political discourse is
implemented by the tactics of accusation, mentioning in a negative light, “all-
encompassing truth,” exposure, impersonal accusation, threat, order, condemnation,
insult.

During a speech in Poland to mark the anniversary of the start of a full-scale
war in Ukraine, Biden strongly condemned the actions of the Putin regime using
various tactics to discred it the Russian dictator. In one of the passages, Joe Biden
used the tactic of insult. The tactic of insult realizes the intention to “sarcastically
prick” the image of the object of discrediting, containing a shade of the politician’s
personal attitude towards the addressee, which consists in mentioning the object of
discrediting, his actions in a dismissive tone, with ridicule or irony. This presupposes
a directly negative characterization of the object of discrediting or their negative
assessment. This tactic is implemented using lexical means with negative semantics,
for example: Instead of an easy victory he perceived and predicted, Putin left with
burnt-out fanks and Russia’s forces in disarray. He thought he’d get the...
Finlandization of NATO. Instead, he got the NATOization of Finland — and
Sweden. He thought NATO would fracture and divide. Instead, NATO is more
united and more unified than ever — than ever before. He thought he could
weaponize energy to crack your resolve — Europe’s resolve. Instead, we re working
together to end Europe’s dependence on Russian fossil fuels. He thought autocrats
like himself were tough and leaders of democracies were soft... [94]. Putin is
depicted as someone whose perceived expectations and predictions have failed
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miserably, with phrases such as he perceived and predicted implying overconfidence
or arrogance on his part. The speaker uses irony to highlight the contrast between
what Putin expected and what actually happened. For instance, the phrase He
thought he’d get the Finlandization of NATO. Instead, he got the NATOization of
Finland — and Sweden is sarcastic and implies that Putin’s ambitions were turned
against him. There is also a degree of irony when Biden mentions the images of
burnt-out tanks and Russia’s forces in disarray. This statement implies that Putin’s
perceived expectations of an easy victory or successful military campaign were
shattered. In the example, several lexical units with negative semantics are used to
discredit Putin and his regime: burn-out, disarray, fracture, divide (suggest a
negative expectation on Putin's part, indicating that he anticipated NATO to weaken
or disintegrate, which did not happen), tough, etc.

Biden also used the tactic of “name calling”. This is a rhetorical technique
where individuals or groups use derogatory or emotionally charged labels to
characterize someone or something. It aims to evoke a negative emotional response
from the audience towards the object of discrediting by associating them with the
negative connotations of the label. Biden labeled Putin an autocrat. The term
“autocrat” typically carries negative connotations, suggesting that the individual
holds authoritarian power and exercises it without accountability or regard for
democratic principles.

Within the same passage, the tactic of opposition was also idenified. This
tactic serves to contrast the values and actions of democratic nations with those of
autocratic regimes, portraying the former in a positive light and the latter in a
negative light: And then, he met the iron will of America and the nations everywhere
that refused to accept a world governed by fear and force... [ibid.]. This statement
serves to discredit Putin and his regime by positioning them as proponents of fear
and force, in contrast to the values championed by America and other democratic
nations. It emphasizes the strength and determination of these democratic nations in

resisting and opposing autocratic world order.
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Describing the global fallout of Putin’s aggression in Ukraine, Biden
mentions the problem of hunger. Biden argues that Putin is constantly exacerbating
the problem while democracies do their best to stop the food crisis: Putin tried to
starve the world, blocking the ports in the Black Sea to stop Ukraine from exporting
its grain, exacerbating the global food crisis that hit developing nations in Africa
especially hard. Instead, the United States and the G7 and partners around the world
answered the call with historic commitments to address the crisis and to bolster
global food supplies [94]. Biden emphasizes that the Russian blockade not only
affects Ukraine’s economy but also has ripple effects that exacerbate food crises in
developing nations. By juxtaposing Putin’s actions with the response of
democracies, Biden aims to portray a striking contrast between Putin’s aggression
and the humanitarian efforts of responsive democratic nations committed to
addressing global crises, such as hunger and food insecurity.

The tactic of impersonal accusation involves making accusations against the
object of discrediting, but the speaker does not name the object; it is implemented
by direct assertive statements: A dictator bent on rebuilding an empire will never be
able to erase the people’s love of liberty. Brutality will never grind down the will
of the free [ibid.]. Biden blames Putin’s dictatorial regime, but does not name him.
Instead of directly naming Putin, Biden labeled him a dictator and used one more
word with negative connotation brutality.

In the following example, a combination of several discrediting tactics can be
observed as well: Extraordinary brutality from Russian forces and
mercenaries. They have committed depravities, crimes against humanity, without
shame or compunction. They 've targeted civilians with death and destruction. Used
rape as a weapon of war. Stolen Ukrainian children in an attempt to — in an attempt
to steal Ukraine’s future. Bombed train stations, maternity hospitals, schools, and
orphanages [ibid.]. The first two statements realize the tactic of accusation because
it directly assigns blame and responsibility to Russian forces and mercenaries for
committing atrocities against the people of Ukraine. Phrases such as extraordinary
brutality, depravities, and crimes against humanity carry strong negative
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connotations and imply serious wrongdoing on the part of the accused. Further, Joe
Biden uses the tactic of exposure revealing the negative actions of the object of
discrediting (Russian forces) by presenting sfacts. Factual information include the
facts of targeting civilians with death, rape of civilians, stealing Ukrainian children,
and bombing civilian infrastructure. By presenting these facts, Biden aims to draw
attention to the egregious behavior of Russian troops. This tactic aims to sway public
opinion against the Russian forces and raise support for measures to hold them
accountable for their actions.

In addition, Joe Biden uses the tactic of threat that is aimed at controlling the
further actions of the addressee, which leads to the strengthening of the speaker’s
status. He threatens, informing about his future actions, which will potentially have
negative consequences for the object of discrediting: Meanwhile, together we have
made sure that Russia is paying the price for its abuses... And we’re going to
announce more sanctions this week together with our partners [ibid.]. The
statements send a clear message to Russia that there will be continued consequences
for its aggression, indicating a firm stance from the United States and its allies.
Biden’s aim is to deter Russia from further aggressive actions by highlighting the
potential economic and diplomatic repercussions. What is more, Biden reassures
allies and partners that the United States is committed to seeking justice for the
crimes Russia committed during the conflict: We'll hold accountable those who are
responsible for this war. And we will seek justice for the war crimes and crimes
against humanity continuing to be committed by the Russians [ibid.]. In these
example, the tactic of threat is realized using the modal verb will and the construction
going to.

Joe Biden also strongly condemned the murder of Russian political prisoner
Alexei Navalny. Many people considered Navalny as a potential president of Russia,

so Biden used opposition tactic, comparing the murdered man to Putin, presenting
the image of a hypothetic democratic Russia for which Navalny fought: And as

people across Russia and around the world are mourning Navalny today because
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he was so many things that Putin was not: He was brave. He was principled. He
was dedicated to building a Russia where the rule of law existed and of — where it
applied to everybody. Navalny believed in that Russia — that Russia [110]. By
highlighting Navalny’s qualities using the lexical units with positive connotation
such as bravery, principled, and dedicated, while implicitly contrasting them with
deficiencies in Putin’s leadership, Joe Biden is framing Navalny as a symbol of a
different vision for Russia — one that embraces democratic principles and human
rights. This tactic aims to raise support for Navalny’s cause and to draw attention to
the discrepancies between his vision for Russia and the current state under Putin’s
rule.

A number of accusations in the political discursive space are also directed
against Biden’s other opponent, Donald Trump, and those who support him: For the
first time on our history, insurrectionists had come to stop the peaceful tranfer —
transfer of power in America — first time — smashing windows, shattering doors,
attacking the police. Outside, gallows were erected as the MAGA crowd chanted,
“Hang Mike Pence.” Inside, they hunted for Speaker Pelosi of the House,
chanting, as they marched through and smashed windows, “Where’s Nancy?” Over
140 police officers were injured. Jill and I attended the funeral of police officers
who died as a result of the events of that day [92]. At the beginning of the passage,
Joe Biden uses the tactic of accusation, saying that pro-Republican insurrectionists
wanted to prevent the peaceful transfer of power in America after the 2021 election,
which resulted in Biden's victory. Then the President resorted to the tactic of
exposure: the insurrectionists committed criminal acts, such as threatening to
execute Mike Pence and Nancy Pelosi, and caused serious injuries to police officers,
one of whom even died.

Joe Biden continues with the tactic of insult: He promised it would be “wild,”
and it was. He told the crowd to “fight like hell,” and all hell was unleashed. He
promised he would right them. Everything they did, he would be side by side with
them. Then, as usual, he left the dirty work to others [ibid.]. The speaker employs
sarcasm and mockery to criticize Trump's behavior. Phrases like He told the crowd
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to “fight like hell”, and all hell was unleashed and Then, as usual, he left the dirty
work to others suggest that Trump's words and actions were criminal and
hypocritical.

Biden uses the tactic of condemnation to emphasize that Trump cynically did
nothing while seeing other people suffering and begging him for help to stop what
was happening: As America was attacked from within, Donald Trump watched on
TV in the private small dining room off the Oval Office. The entire nation watched
in horror. The whole world watched in disbelief. And Trump did nothing. Members
of his staff, members of his family, Republican leaders who were under attack for
the — at that very moment pled with him: “Act. Call off the mob " [ibid.].

Further, Joe Biden raises the issue of Trump’s persecution of election workers
who supported the election results: But in desperation and weakness, Trump and
his MAGA followers went after election officials who ensured your power as a
citizen would be heard. These public servants had their lives forever upended by
attacks and death threats for simply doing their jobs. In Atlanta, Georgia, a brave
Black mother and her daughter, Ruby Freeman and Shaye Moss, were doing their
jobs as elected workers until Donald Trump and his MAGA followers targeted and
threatened them, forcing them from their homes and unleashing racist vitriol on
them... Other state and local elected officials across the country faced similar
personal attacks [92]. In the first two statements, Joe Biden uses the tactic of
accusation, he accuses Trump and his followers of criminally persecuting those
election workers who performed their duties according to the law. Biden claims that
Trumpists defamed these people and also made death threats. The next statements
realize the tactic of exposure with the facts of crimes against a specific family of
election workers. Markers of these tactics are the use of lexical units with negative
meanings, for example attacks, threats, vitriol, cruelty, inflicted.

One of the following statements by Joe Biden is another illustrative example
of the insult tactic: Let’s be clear about the 2020 election. Trump exhausted every
legal avenue available to him to overturn the election — every one. But the legal

path just took Trump back to the truth that I had won the election and he was a
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loser [ibid.]. Joe Biden, who won the election, contrasts himself with Trump,
asserting his own superiority. Biden makes strong emphasis on Trump’s defeat by
stating that Trump exhausted every legal avenue to overturn the election but
ultimately failed, the speaker reinforces the insult. Moreover, Biden labels Trump as
a loser, which is a derogatory term. The speaker is personally attacking the object of
discrediting, questioning his competence or worthiness.

With the following statement, Biden uses the tactic of all-encompassing truth
to discredit Donald Trump: In trying to rewrite the facts of January 6th, Trump is
trying to steal history the same way he tried to steal the election. But he —we knew
the truth because we saw it with our own eyes. It wasn 't like something — a story
being told. It was on television repeatedly. We saw it with our own eyes [ibid]. Joe
Biden presents negative information about Trump’s activities as a well-known fact
that everyone knows about, because many people saw it with their own eyes. To do
this, he uses lingual markers we knew the truth, we saw it with our own eyes, it was
on television. This technique effectively manipulates the consciousness of the
audience, since if the mentioned fact is generally known, there is no point in
doubting it.

To further emphasize the negativity and danger of the situation, Biden further
uses the tactic of opposition, comparing the real criminal actions of the
insurrectionists who violently attacked the Capitol and the actions of the
hypothetical “normal” protesters who express their indignation without breaking the
law: Trump’s mob wasn'’t a peaceful protest. It was a violent assault. They were
insurrectionists, not patriots. They weren’t there to uphold the Constitution, they
were there to destroy the Constitution [ibid.].

This attack on Donald Trump continued with condemnation of Donald
Trump's inhuman behavior when he laughed at a man who threatened to smash the
skull of Paul Pelosi, the husband of Nancy Pelosi, the speaker of the United States
House of Representatives, with a hammer. Earlier, an attacker, William DePape,
broke into Pelosi’s house and inflicted severe traumatic brain injuries on Paul Pelosi:

You know, Trump and his MAGA supporters not only embrace political violence,
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but they laugh about it. At his rally, he jokes about an intruder, whipped up by the
Big Trump Lie, taking a hammer to Paul Pelosi’s skull and echoing the very same
words used on January 6th: “Where’s Nancy?” And he thinks that’s funny. He
laughed about it. What a sick... My God. I think it’s despicable, seriously — not
just for a president, for any person to say that. But to say it to the whole world
listening... [ibid]. Biden expresses a sharply negative assessment of the actions of
Donald Trump and notes that such behavior is unacceptable under any circumstances
for anyone, and especially for the president, who is the face of the country in the
international arena.

Joe Biden resorts to the tactic of impersonal accusation warning the nation
about the dangers of supporting Trump without mentioning him by name: And yet
history tells us that blind loyalty to a single leader and a willingness to engage in
political violence is fatal to democracy [97]. The markers of the tactic of impersonal
accusation are the lexical units with negative connotation (blind, violence, fatal).

In his speech on the occasion of the murder of Alexei Navalny, Biden again
noted the connection between the former American president and the Russian
dictator. Biden exposes Trump’s shocking remarks about some NATO countries: All
of us should reject the dangerous statements made by the previous president that
invited Russia to invade our NATO Allies if they weren’t paying up. He said if an
Ally did not pay their dues, he’d encourage Russia to, quote, “Do whatever the
hell they want” [110]. Through the tactic of exposure, Biden reveals Trump’s radical
plan to abandon, if attacked, those NATO countries that do not make a fair share of
contributions to the benefit of the alliance. Biden also quotes one of Trump’s most
scandalous phrases regarding this problem Do whatever the hell they want, which
strengthens the audience’s confidence in the stated facts. In the following statements,
Biden condemns such actions as unacceptable for a president: But let me be clear:
This is an outrageous thing for a president to say. / can’t fathom. I can’t fathom
[ibid]. The lingual marker of the tactic of condemnation is the phrase This is an

outrageous thing...
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CONCLUSIONS TO CHAPTER 3

The analysis of Joe Biden’s speeches has helped to uncover the
communicative strategies and tactics that are employed to manipulate the audience.
In the aspect of pragmalinguistics, Joe Biden’s political discourse is
characterized by the dominance of the image creation strategy which is used by

speakers to create a positive image of themselves as devoted, fair and determined
leaders. Within this strategy Biden applies the tactic of explicit positive assessment

of his work and his administration, which constitutes the majority in the framework
of this tactic, tactic of identification or solidarity, tactic of reference to authority,
tactic of presenting personal experience and the tactic of group identification.

The strategy of persuasion involves employing various techniques to
influence audience’s actions or decisions through convincing arguments. This
strategy is realized through the tactic of argumentative evaluations, tactic of pointing
to the future (predicting the development of events, the expression of strategic goals,
etc.), promise tactic and the tactic of call to action.

Biden frequently resorts to the strategy of formation the emotional mood that
is realized by tactics of appealing to the emotions and tactics of taking into account
a set of moral values of the addressee. They help to establish a connection with the
listeners on a personal level as well as to influence public opinion by framing issues
in a way that resonates emotionally with the audience.

The strategy of discrediting is employed by the President to undermine the
credibility or legitmacy of opponents or opposing viewpoints. To effectively weaken
his adversaries’ positions and bolster his own, Biden uses the tactics of accusation,
“all-encompassing truth,” tactic of exposure, impersonal accusation, threat, order,

condemnation and insult.
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CONCLUSIONS

The pivotal role of language as a an ever-evolving tool of communication has
gained immense significance over time, particularly in an increasingly
interconnected global landscape where national boundaries are gradually blurring.

In this research, we examined the views of foreign and Ukrainian
scholars on the concept of discourse. Inlinguistics, discourse is a connected speech
or writing within specific contexts, emphasizing its cohesion and continuum from
brief remarks to extensive texts. It is important to stress the social significance of
discourse, it cannot be divorced from society, culture, and politics, as it reflects the
socio-cultural environment.

In the 21st century, the political arena stands out as one of the most influential
domains. Political discourse is characterized as a multifaceted communicative
phenomenon with a pragmatic dimension, aiming to shape public opinion and assert
power through verbalized texts and sociocultural contexts. In today’s globalized
world, political discourse plays a crucial role in shaping both internal and external
perceptions of countries, with politicians’ language personality being a significant
factor. While some scholars view political discourse primarily as communication by
political figures, others like Ruth Wodak expand its scope to include citizens,
demonstrators, and voters, reflecting a broader participatory approach.

In the process of this research, scientific literature covering language
portraiture was studied, on the basis of which the concept “language portrait” was
studied, and this concept was distinguished from a related concept “language
personality”. Scholars have proposed diverse interpretations of language
personality, ranging from O. Selivanova’s focus on linguistic and communicative
competence to S. Avramenko’s emphasis on linguistic thinking and practical
activity. Additionally, F. Batsevych highlights the role of individual abilities and
characteristics in text creation and interpretation, while L. Struganets underscores
the significance of linguistic knowledge and responsibility in language use. In

contrast to the language personality, which is realized in dynamics, the language
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portrait is a reflection of features in a certain time period. This research covers the
years 2021-2024.

Creating of the language portraits of politicians involves analysis of their
speech patterns on lexical, grammatical, stylistic, and pragmatic levels. The
selection of words, sentence structures and stylistic devices is primarily driven by
communicative objectives and goals. Moreover, in political discourse, the
personality of a leader manifests through various communicative strategies and
tactics employed to achieve desired outcomes.

Based on the research, we can conclude that Joe Biden tries to create a socially
approved image of an active public figure, positioning himself as a reputable
professional capable of solving large-scale problems both within the country and
abroad. At the lexical level, this aim is realized through the use of terminology from
socio-political, economic, military, medical and legal domains. The representation
of terminology in the language portrait of Joseph Biden contributes to a better
understanding of the essence of the issue under discussion, reduces losses in the
perception.

The language portrait of Joe Biden is represented by a number of evaluative
lexical units, and there is a dominant tendency for the politician to use positive
evaluative vocabulary. In our opinion, it is due to the desire to to project a hopeful
and optimistic image to inspire confidence and trust among the public. Positive
words convey a sense of progress and unity aligning with Biden’s overarching
strategy renewal.

Joe Biden positions himself as an equal to ordinary Americans and empathetic
to the nation. To do this, the politician uses the technique of simulating dialogue as
well informal expressions when addressing the audience to create the atmosphere of
a friendly conversation. Moreover, an important feature characterizing the language
portrait of the US President is colloquillization, represented by lexical units used to
designate persons and their qualitative characteristics, lexical intensifiers, phrasal
verbs, abbreviations and exclamations. These linguistic means contribute to

connecting with electorate on a personal level.
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At the same time, Biden makes communication mistakes represented by slips
of the tongue and speech errors, which negatively affects his image and language
portrait, formed in the perception of the audience. This is due to the negative impact
of the aging process on cognitive functions, in particular a decrease in the speed of
information processing and a decrease in the amount of working memory.

Joe Biden’s communicative style is aimed at motivating and rallying support
while projecting strength and resolve. In grammatical aspect, this is achieved
through the use of modal verbs of epistemic and deontic modality. Biden frequently
employs modal verbs “will,” “can,” and “would” to express intentions, promises,
abilities, and obligations. Biden strategically combines epistemic and deontic modal
verbs to emphasize both capability and obligation, urging action and fostering a
sense of unity and purpose.

At the stylistic level, the language portrait of Joe Biden is represented
primarily by metaphors. By drawing parallels between abstract political ideas and
concrete, relatable imagery, Biden can ensure that his message resonates with people
from diverse backgrounds and levels of political engagement.

We described various typologies of communication strategies and tactics in
American political discourse. It was found that the language portrait of Joe Biden is
characterized by the dominance of the strategy of image creation that includes the
tactic of explicit positive assessment of his work and administration (in particular,
this is realized through the use of vocabulary with positive semantics, numerals and
the Present Perfect Tense); tactic of solidarity is realized through the use of the
inclusive personal pronouns to create a sense of unity with the country, Biden’s
administration and democratic countries; tactic of reference to authority is used to
form a positive image evoking respect and confidence; tactic of presenting of
personal experience is employed in order to dispel perceptions of being insincere,
thereby fostering a stronger bond with the audience; the tactic of group identification
Is based on the opposition “I/we” versus “they” and helps to form a positive attitude

towards the members of Biden’s group and negative attitude towards his opponents.
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The strategy of persuasion is realized through the tactic of argumentative
evaluations, tactic of pointing to the future, tactic of contrastive analysis, tactic of
promise and tactic of calling for action. These tactics work together in the speeches
of Joe Biden to present compelling arguments, evoke emotional responses, and
motivate individuals to align with the persuader’s objectives.

Joe Biden often activates a wide range of emotional responses among the
audience through the tactics of appealing to emotions and tactics of taking into
account a set of moral values of the addressee which represent the strategy of
forming the emotional mood. Biden skillfully uses descriptive language and presents
emotional scenes to the audience which makes his speeches more memorable.

The analysis revealed that the speaker implements the strategy of discrediting
in English-language political discourse through the following tactics: the tactic of
accusation, impersonal accusation, exposure, ‘“all-encompassing truth,”
condemnation, threat, order, insults and opposition. Discrediting as one of the
powerful conflict strategies is used by the American president, since the theme of
aggression/violence on the part of the Russian Federation as well as Donald Trump
and his supporters in speeches should give grounds for counteraction, in particular
verbal, on the part of the United States.

To sum up, in modern fast-paced political arena, attaining and maintaining
power demands ever greater efforts. Public speaking emerges as key instrument for
manipulating public opinion. Hence, the selection of linguistic means forms the
distinctive language profile of political figures, reflecting the individual style in their
speech. Each politician selects and uses the communicative strategies and tactics that
align with his/her preferences and goals.

The study does not cover all aspects of the topic under investigation. Further
work involves conducting a comprehensive analysis of the linguistic features of
contemporary American politicians in order to create comprehensive language

portraits of various politicians in the US.
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ABSTRACT

In the contemporary world, where political discourse shapes societal norms
and influences public opinion, understanding the intricate relationship between
language and politics becomes paramount. This master’s thesis delves into the
language personality and political discourse of Joseph Biden, the 46th President of
the United States, aiming to construct a comprehensive language portrait of the
politician and decipher the strategies and tactics employed in his political
communication,

The research is grounded in the theoretical frameworks of political discourse
analysis and linguistic personality studies. By examining Biden’s speeches, totaling
117,546 tokens, this study employs observational and descriptive methods alongside
content and intent analyses.

Findings indicate Biden’s preference for positive lexical units and use of
modal verbs to convey commitment to his work. The President employ sophisticated
stylistic devices including metaphor, rhetorical questions, parallelism, paronomasia,
epizeuxis, antithesis to enhance the persuasiveness of his discourse.

Additionally, the research elucidates the communicative strategies and tactics
employed by Biden. The study reveals his adeptness at image creation through
positive assessment and solidarity tactics, alongside persuasive techniques like
argumentative evaluations and emotional appeals. Biden’s diplomatic approach to
criticism and conflict resolution is also analyzed.

Overall, the research underscores Joe Biden’s strategic approach to
communication, emphasizing consensus-building and emotional connection with the
audience. The findings contribute to the understanding of political discourse and can
inform future studies.

Keywords: political discourse, language personality, language portrait,
language preferences, political communication, communication strategies,

rhetorical devices, Joe Biden, United States of America.
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AHOTAIISA

VY cydacHOMy CBITi, A€ MOJITHYHUN AUCKYpC (PopMye coliayibHI HOPMHU Ta
BITUBAE HA TPOMAJICHKY AYMKY, PO3YMIHHS CKJIQJHOTO B3a€EMO3B’ 3Ky MIK MOBOIO
Ta TOJIITUKOIO Ha0yBae MepmopsiHoi HeoOxigHocTi. [ MaricTepchka aucepraris
MPUCBSIYEHA MOBHIA OCOOMCTOCTI Ta MOMITHYHOMY Juckypcy Jlkoseda baiinena,
46-ro ipesunenta Crnonyuenux [llTaTiB, 3 METOIO CTBOPUTH KOMIUIEKCHUH MOBHUMN
MOPTPET MOITHKA Ta IPOAHATI3yBATH CTPATEr1i Ta TAKTUKH, IKI BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS
y MOro MOJITUYHOMY CH1JIKYBaHHI.

JlocniKeHHsl TPYHTYEThCSI Ha TEOPETHUUHMX 3acajax aHaji3y MOJITUYHOTO
JTUCKYpCY Ta JIOCHIIKEHHS MOBHOI ocoOucTOoCTi. MatepiaaoMm Il AOCIIIKEHHS
BUCTYIIWINA MPOMOBH balijieHa, 1110 HaniuyroTh 3arajioM 117 546 cmiB. VY 1 poboTi
BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS METOJ CITOCTEPEIKEHHS, ONMMMCOBUA METOJ, a TAaKOX KOHTEHT-
aHaJi3 Ta IHTEHT-aHaIi3.

Pesynbratm moka3yrooTh, 1m0 balileH Hagae 1mepeBary IMO3UTUBHHUM
JEKCUYHUM OJMHUIIIM 1 BHUKOPHUCTOBYE MOJANIbHI JII€CIOBA I BUPAKECHHS
BIITAHOCTI poOOTI. Y TNPOMOBaXx BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS CKJIAQJHI CTHIIICTHYHI
npuiloMH, Taki K Metadopa, PUTOPUYHI MHUTAHHS, Mapaieni3Mm, MapoHOMas3if,
CII3EKCHC, aHTUTE3a, 1100 MiABUIIUTH MEPEKOHIUBICT TUCKYPCY.

KpiMm TOro0, AOCHIIKEHHS MPOJIMBAE CBITIO HA KOMYHIKAaTHBHI CTpaTerii Ta
TaKTHKH, K1 BAKOPUCTOBYIOThCS y ipoMoBax JIxko baiinena. JlociimkeHHs BUSBIISIE
HOro 3/IaTHICTh CTBOPIOBATH IMIK 3 JOIMOMOTIO IO3UTHBHOI OIIIHKH BJIACHUX
JIOCSITHEHb Ta TAaKTUKW COJIJApPHOCTI, a TAKOXX TaKUX METOJIB MEPEKOHAHHS, 5K
apryMEHTOBaH1 OI[IHKH Ta EMOIliHH1 3aKJIUKH. TaKoX aHATI3yEThCS TUTIIIOMATUYHUN
niaxin baiiieHa 10 KpUTUKY Ta BUPIIIEHHST KOH(IIKTIB.

3arajioM JIOCTIKEHHS HaroJoly€e Ha cTpareriunoMy miaxoni [xo baiinena
70 CHUJIKYyBaHHSA, IO TIIKPECTIOE JTOCSTHEHHS KOHCEHCYCy Ta BCTAHOBIICHHS
€MOIIIITHOrO 3B’SI3Ky 3 ayauTopiero. OTpuMaHi pe3ysbTaTh CHPUSIOTh PO3YMIHHIO
MOJIITUYHOTO JTIUCKYPCY, 30KpeMa aMEepPUKaHCKOTO, Ta MOXYTh CTaTH OCHOBOIO JIJIS

MaNOyTHIX JOCIIKEHb.
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Knwo4oBi cioBa: MOMITHYHUN AMCKYpC, MOBHa OCOOUCTICTb, MOBHHIA
MOPTPET, MOBHI YIOA0OaHHS, TMOJITUYHA KOMYHIKAIlisl, KOMyHIKaTUBHI CTpaTerii,

putopuuHi npuitomu, [Ixo baitnen, Cnonyueni lltatn Amepuxu.



100

LIST OF LITERATURE

. ABpamenko C. M. MoBneHHeBa 0COOUCTICTh MallOyTHBOTO BUMTENS B aCHEKTI
tonepantHocTi / C. M. ABpamenko // IlpoGiemMu miATOTOBKH Cy4acHOTO
Buntens. — 2010. — Ne 2. — C. 138—143.

. Axinunns H. T'. Tlomituunmii nuckypc SK O0’€KT HAYKOBOTO aHaJi3y
[Enextponnwmii pecypc] / H. I'. Axiruuis // Kynerypa HapooB [TpraepHOMOpBSI.
- 2007. - C. 72-76. — Pexum jpgoctymy 10  pecypcy:
http://dspace.nbuv.gov.ua/handle/123456789/54472.

. bateuy ®. C. OCHOBM KOMYHIKATHBHOI JIHTBICTUKH : [MiIAPYyYHHK]| /
®. C. bauesnu. — K. : Akanemis, 2004. — 344 c.

. Bamyk T. M. [omitTnuanii tuckypc K 00’ €KT JIHTBICTUYIHOTO JOCITIKCHHS /
T. M. Bamyk // Bicauk JKuToMuUpCchbKOTO AEp>KaBHOTO YHIBEpCUTETY iM. [BaHa
®panka. — 2007. — Ne 33. — C. 182—185.

. Bycuk I'. M., Antontok O. B. CyyacHuil NOMITUYHUNA TUCKYPC SIK OO0 €KT
miHrBicTHyHUX gocuixkenb / I'. M. Bycuk, O. B. Anrtoniok // BicHuk
CTyAeHTChbKOro HaykoBoro ToBapuctBa JlonHY imeni Bacuns Cryca. — 2020.
— Tom 2, Ne 1. — C. 213—217.

. Taimymin O.  O. TlomiTHuHMII JUCKYpC SK MPaKCioJoriyHa CKJajoBa
noJiitosoriyHoro HaBuanus / O. O. Tadaymnin // Matepianun Beeykp. Hapamu
3aBiyOunX Kad. coIllialbHO-TyMaHiTapHUX  aucuuiuiin  [«CormianbHo-
ryMaHiTapHa ocBiTa YKpaiHu Ta nuisxu ii po3oynosu»]. — Kuis : ['enesa, 1997.
—C. 23-25.

. T'onmy6oBscbka 1. O., Opnoa T. B. ITlomiTuyHuii JUCKypC SK 1HCTPYMEHT
MaHiMyJIytoBaHHs cBigoMicTio enekrtopaty / I. O. ['omy6orceka, T. B. Opiosa //
Studia Linguistica. — 2017. — Ne 11. — C. 9—28.

. Hepenuyk H. B. MoBHUI mOpTpeT Cy4acHOT0 YKPaiHCHKOTO MOJIITHKA : JTUC. ...
kanauaaTa ¢inon. Hayk: 10.02.01 — Ykpaincbka MoBa. — CX1IHOEBPONIEUCHKHIA

HaIllOHATBHUH yHIBepcuteT iM. Jleci Ykpainku. — JIynpk, 2018. — 228 c.


http://dspace.nbuv.gov.ua/handle/123456789/54472

101

9. Jlepenuyk H. B. MoBHUI MOPTPET CY4YCHOTO YKPAiHCHKOIO MOJIITHUKA: JIUC. ...
kaHg. ¢inon. Hayk : 10.02.01. / depenuyk Hatania BikropiBaa. — JIympk, 2018. —
228 c.

10. Hdineaxo M. O. IlomiTu4yHMiA BUCTYN K TUI TEKCTY (Ha MaTepialii BUCTYIIIB
HIMETIPKUX TOMITUYHUX Ais9iB KiHI 20 cTOMITTSA) @ aBTOped. auc. Ha 3700y TTS
HayK. CTyneHs kKauj. ¢inoin. Hayk: 10.02.04. / M. O. dinenko. — O., 2001. — 19
C.

11. €pmonenko C. 4. Hapuicu 3 yKkpaiHChKOiI CIOBECHOCTI: CTUIIICTUKA Ta KYJIbTypa
moBu / C. 5. €Epmonenko. — K. : [Tosipa, 1999. — 431 c.

12. TmmypatoB A. T. Tepmin. dimocodchkuii EHIUKIONEANYHUN CIOBHHUK /
A. T. lmmmyparos, B. L. llunkapyk. Kuis : A6puc, 2002. — 742 c.

13. Kmumenko 1.B. Teopetwuni 3acaad JiHTBICTHYHOTO aHANI3y MOJITUYHOTO
nuckypey / 1. B. Knumenko // JIiHrBicTHYHI CTY I : 30. HayK. pailb. — JlOHeLbK
: JouHY, 2009. — Ne 19. — C. 182—186.

14. Konaparenko H.B. VYkpaiHChKHil MOMITHYHHA JTUCKYpC: TEKCTyami3amis
peanbHocTi : [MoHOTpadis] / H. B. Konaparenko. Oxeca : Yopaomop’s, 2007. —
156 c.

15. Kocenko 1O. B. OchHoBu Teopii MOBHOI KOMyHikalii : [HaB4. moci0.] /
FO. B. Kocenko. — Cymu: Cymcbkuit gepxaBuuii yHiBepcutet, 2011. — 187 c.
16. Koctiok HO.M. VkpaiHchbka CyCHITBHO-TIONITUYHA JIEKCHMKa B I1HTEpHET-
Bunanuax 2012-2017 pp. Jlekcuka Ha TMEpeTWHI HAYKOBUX Mapaurm
[Monorpadis] / FO. M. KocTiok. — Tepromine: @OIT FO. B. Ocanna, 2018. — 212

C.

17. Mamwko JI. I. MoBHa ocobucticts Tapaca IlleBuenka sik anHHUK (popMyBaHHS
HatioHasbHOI 1i1eHTHYHOCTI / JI. 1. Marsko // HaykoBi 3anucku HartionansHOTO
yHiBepcuteTy «OcTtpo3bka akaaemis» Cepis «®dinonoriunay. — 2014, —
Ne 50. — C. 8—15.

18. Iletmouenko K. B. Xapusmarnka MOBU 1 AUCKYpCY: MOBHAa OCOOMCTICTH 1
nomtuaHui guckypce: [Monorpadis] / K. B. [lermouenko. — TepHominib, 2008. —

124 c.



102

19. Ilerpenxo 1. 1. TlomiTuunuii gUCKypc: 3MICT, ocoOimBOCTi, (QyHKIT /
I. I. TTerpenxko // Bicauk KuiBchbkoro HallioHaJIbHOTO YHIBepcuTeTy iMeHi Tapaca
[IeBuenka. dinocodis. [Momironoris. — 2010. — Nel100. — C. 54—57.

20. Ilpoxkonenko b. B. IlepenBuGopumii amMepuKaHCHKHI HCKYpC: TOJIOBHI
OCOOJIMBOCTI Ta CEMAaHTUYHO-CTPYKTYpHI Ta MparMaTudHO-KOMYHIKaIliiH1
xapaktepuctuku / b. B. IIpokonenko. — Xapkis, 2008. — 72 c.

21. Pomanuenko A. II. JlinrBictuuyHa mepcoHOJOrIs: O0’€KT Ta icTOpis
dbopmyBannsi / A. II. Pomanuenko / [«Tradifie si inovare 1n cercetarea
stiingifica»], (29 Bepecus 2016 p.).— bBenbii | bBenpupkuii  aepkaBHUAN
yHiBepcuteT imeHi Aneky Pycco, 2017. — C. 68-73.

22. CenuBanoBa E. A. OcCHOBBI JIMHTBUCTHYECKOW TEOpUU TEKCTa MU
KOMMYHUKaIuu : [MoHOTpaduueckoe yueoHoe mocodue] / E. A. CennBaHoBa. —
Kues : bpama, 2004. — 336 c.

23. CeniBanoBa O. O. CydacHa JIIHTBICTHKA: HAIIPSIMKA Ta POOJIEMH . [MiApyIHHK ]
/ O. O. CeniBanosa. — Iloarasa : JJoskimisg-K, 2006. — 716 c.

24. Cepaxum K.C. JIuckypc SK COIIIOJIHTBaJbHE SBUINE: METOIOJIOTIA,
apXITEKTOHIKa, Bap1aTUBHICTH (Ha MaTepiaiax cy4acHOi ra3eTHOi myOIIUCTUKH )
: [Mmonorpadis] / K. C. Cepaxxum. KuiB : [HcTuTyT *ypHanictuku KHY im. T.
IlleBuenka, 2002. — 392 c.

25. CnaBoBa JI.JI. MoBHa OCOOHUCTICTh TOJITHKA: KOTHITHBHO-TUCKYpPCHUBHUMN
acriekt: [MoHorpadis] / JI. JI. CnaBoBa. — XXutomup : XKV im. 1. ®panka, 2010.
—358c.

26. CJIOBHUK OCHOBHHMX TEPMiHIB KOTHITUBHO-IUCKYPCHUBHOI JIHIBICTUKU [yKIIa.
A. Maprtuniok]. — X. : XHY imeni B. H. Kapasina, 2011. — 196 c.

27. Craunbka JI. O. Ilpo Tepmin imionext / JI. O. CraBunpka // YkpaiHCbKa
MmoBa. — Kuis, 2009. — Ne 4. — C. 3-17.

28. Crpyrasnens JI. B. Kynerypa moBu. CnoBuuk TepminiB / JI. B. Ctpyranens. —

Tepnonunb : HapuansHa kaura, 2000. — 88 c.



103

29. Crota I'. M. MoBHu#l mOpTpeT y KOHTEKCTI CYYaCHHUX JIIHTBOCTHUJIICTUYHUX
nocrimxkensb / I'. M. Crota // YV Bumipax cioBa : 30ipHUK HayKOBHX CTaTeH. —
Xapkis, 2009. — C. 32—39.

30. CroraI'. M. MoBHi nopTpeTu nositukis 1 xypHanictiB / . M. Ciota // KyneTypa
cioBa. — 2015. — Ne 82. — C. 139—141.

31. XaputonoBa JI. JI. VYkpaiHChKMIl TMOJITHYHUNA JUCKYpPC: KOTHITHBHO-
CEMaHTHUYHI Ta TParMakOMyHIKaTUBHI BUMIPH: JHC. ... KaH[. ¢piioi. H. : 10.02.01
/ XaputonoBa Jlap’st ImutpiBHa. — Kuis, 2018. — 212 c.

32.Yopna B. A. CrtBopeHHs 00pa3y COIIaJbHOTO JIijiepa MOJITUYHOTO PyXy
IHCTpyMeHTaMu cTpateriii komyHikaiii / B. A. Yopaa. — Kwuis, 2009. — Ne 7. —
C.55—86 c.

33. leBuyk 3. C. [loHATIIHO-TEpMIHOIOTIUHE TIOJIE JOCTIKEHHS iepapXii ‘“MOBHA
ocobucticth — MoBHMI Toptper” / 3. C. llleBuyk // Onecbkuid JTIHTBICTUYHUN
BicHuk. — 2014. — C. 305—308.

34. SlmenkoBa O. B. OcHOBH Teopii MOBHOT KOMYHIKaIIil : [HaBUAIbHUHN TOCIOHUK |
/ O. B. flmenkoBa. — KuiB : BugaBuuunii 1ientp «Axagemis», 2010. — 312 c.

35. Baldick Ch. The concise Oxford dictionary of literary terms [Electronic source]
/ Ch. Baldick. — Oxford University Press, 1996. — Access mode:
http://armytage.net/pdsdata/%5BChris_Baldick%5D_The Concise_Oxford Di
ctionary_of L(BookFi.org).pdf

36. Blommaert J., Bulcaen C. Critical Discourse Analysis / J. Blommaert,
C. Bulcaen // Annual Review of Anthropology. — 2000. — Vol. 29. — P. 447—
466.

37. Boller, P.F. Presidential Campaigns. From George Washington to George
W. Bush/P. F. Boller. — Oxford : Oxford University Press, 2004. — 496 p.
38. Caesar, J. W. The Rise of Rhetorical Presidency [Electronic source] / J. W.
Caesar, G. E. Thurow, J. Tulis, J. M. Bessette // Presidential Studies Quarterly.
— 1981. - Ne 11(2). - P. 158-171. - Access mode:

https://nationalsecurity.gmu.edu/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Rhetorical-

Presidency.pdf



http://armytage.net/pdsdata/%5BChris_Baldick%5D_The_Concise_Oxford_Dictionary_of_L(BookFi.org).pdf
http://armytage.net/pdsdata/%5BChris_Baldick%5D_The_Concise_Oxford_Dictionary_of_L(BookFi.org).pdf
https://nationalsecurity.gmu.edu/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Rhetorical-Presidency.pdf
https://nationalsecurity.gmu.edu/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Rhetorical-Presidency.pdf

104

39. Chilton P. A., Schaffner C. Politics as Text and Talk: Analytic Approaches to
Political Discourse / P. A. Chilton, C. Schaffner. — Amsterdam : John
Benjamins Publishing Company, 2002. — 246 p.

40. Coons, C. Manipulation: Theory and practice [Electronic source] / C. Coons,
M. Weber. — New York : Oxford University Press, 2014. — 270 p. — Access
mode: https://dokumen.pub/manipulation-theory-and-practice-1nbsped-
0199338205-9780199338207.html

41. Crump, J. What happened to Joe Biden’s father? President references his dad’s
unemployment in inaugural address [Electronic source] / J. Crump. — 2021. —
Access mode: https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/us-election-
2020/joe-biden-dad-father-inauguration-speech-b1790296.html

42. Deuxiéme Cours de linguistiqgue générale / [F. de Saussure, E. Komatsu,
A. Riedlinger, Ch. Patois]. — Oxford, New York, Tokyo : Pergamon, 1909. —
192 p.

43. Dictionary.com. [Electronic source]. — Access mode:

https://www.dictionary.com/browse/discourse

44. Duignan B. Joe Biden: President of the United States [Electronic source] /
B. Duignan Il Britannica. — Access mode:

https://www.britannica.com/biography/Joe-Biden

45, Ealy S. Communication, Speech and Politics / S. Ealy. — Washington, D.C. :
University Press of America, 1981. — 244 p.

46. Entous A. The Untold History of the Biden Family [Electronic source] /
A. Entous. — 2022. — Access mode:
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2022/08/22/the-untold-history-of-the-

biden-family

47. Farmer, D. Portraits de jeunes migrants dans une école internationale au Canada
/ D. Farmer // La revue internationale de I'¢ducation familiale. — 2012. —
Ne 31(1). Ne P. 73—94.,


https://dokumen.pub/manipulation-theory-and-practice-1nbsped-0199338205-9780199338207.html
https://dokumen.pub/manipulation-theory-and-practice-1nbsped-0199338205-9780199338207.html
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/us-election-2020/joe-biden-dad-father-inauguration-speech-b1790296.html
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/americas/us-election-2020/joe-biden-dad-father-inauguration-speech-b1790296.html
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/discourse
https://www.britannica.com/biography/Joe-Biden
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2022/08/22/the-untold-history-of-the-biden-family
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2022/08/22/the-untold-history-of-the-biden-family

105

48. Bligh, M. Finding Her Voice: Hillary Clinton Rhetoric in the 2008 Presidential
Campaign [Electronic source] / M. Bligh, J. Merolla, J. R. Schroedel, R.
Gonzalez // Woman’s Studies. — 2010. — Ne 39 (8). — P. 823-850. — Access
mode: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/254295892 Finding_Her_Voic

e Hillary Clinton's Rhetoric in the 2008 Presidential Campaign

49. Foucault M. Madness and Civilization: A History of Insanity in the Age of
Reason / M. Foucault. — London, New York : Psychology Press, 1961. — 282
p.

50. Fowler F. Language in the News. Discourse and lIdeology in the Press /
F. Fowler. — London : Routledge, 1991. — 254 p.

51. Gass, R. Aggressive Communication in Political Contexts / R. Gass //
Arguments, Aggression, and Conflict: New Directions in Theory and
Research. — 2010. — P. 217—240.

52. Graber D. Handbook of Political Communication / D. Graber, 1981.

53. Graber D. Political Languages : Handbook of Political Communication /
D. Graber. — Beverly Hills, London : Sage Publications, 1981. — 320 p.

54. Harris Z. Discourse analysis / Z. Harris // Language. — 1952. — Vol. 28. — Ne
1.—P.1—-30.

55. Hart, R. P. Political Tone. How Leaders Talk and Why / R. P. Hart, J. P.
Childers, C. J. Lind. — Chicago, IL : The University of Chicago Press, 2013. —
304 p.

56. Hauser G. A. Introduction to Rhetorical Theory [Electronic source] /
G. A. Hauser. — lllinois : Waveland Press, 2002. — 320 p. — Access mode:
https://www.academia.edu/88806754/Introduction_to_rhetorical theory

57. Howarth, D. Discourse / D. Howarth. — Philadelphia : Open University Press,
2000. — 176 p.

58.1goe, K. J. Who Was Joe Biden’s Mom Catherine “Jean” Biden Who Profoundly
Influenced His Life? [Electronic source] / K. J. Igoe. — 2020. — Access mode:


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/254295892_Finding_Her_Voice_Hillary_Clinton's_Rhetoric_in_the_2008_Presidential_Campaign
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/254295892_Finding_Her_Voice_Hillary_Clinton's_Rhetoric_in_the_2008_Presidential_Campaign
https://www.academia.edu/88806754/Introduction_to_rhetorical_theory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Open_University_Press

106

https://www.marieclaire.com/politics/a33793001/joe-biden-mother-catherine-

[ean-biden/
59.Immelman A. The personality profile and leadership style of U.S. president

Donald J. Trump in office [Electronic source] / A. Immelman, A. Griebie. —
Berlin, 2020. — 71 p. — Access mode:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/343400256_The Personality Profile
and_Leadership_Style of US President Donald J Trump_in_Office

60.Italie, K. Biden and Irish poets: “Hope and history,” a lifelong love [Electronic
source] / H. Iltalie. — Access mode: https://apnews.com/article/biden-ireland-
seamus-heaney-poetry-yeats-d87aa6c0b3e9a53464faaf8d5fdalc7b

61.Joe Biden. The President [Electronic source]. — Access mode:

https://www.whitehouse.gov/administration/president-biden/
62.Khalid, A. How Joe Biden’s Faith Shapes His Politics [Electronic source] /
A. Khalid. — 2020. — Access mode: https://www.npr.org/2020/09/20/913667325/

how-joe-bidens-faith-shapes-his-politics

63.Kdrner, R. How the Linguistic Styles of Donald Trump and Joe Biden Reflect
Different Forms of Power [Electronic source] / R. Kérner, J. R. Overbeck, E.
Korner, A. Schitz // Journal of Language and Social Psychology. — 2022. — Ne
41(6). — P. 631—658. — Access mode:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/359908015 How_the Linguistic_Styl
es_of Donald Trump_and Joe Biden_Reflect Different Forms_of Power

64.Levingston S. Joe Biden: Life Before The Presidency [Electronic source] /

S. Levingston. — Access mode: https://millercenter.org/president/biden/life-

before-the-presidency

65.Martel M. Political campaign debates / M. Martel. — New York, London :
Longman Publishing Group, 1989. — 193 p.

66.Metcalf A. Presidential voices: speaking styles from George Washington to
George W. Bush / A. Metcalf. — Boston : Houghton Mifflin, 2004. — 352 p.


https://www.marieclaire.com/politics/a33793001/joe-biden-mother-catherine-jean-biden/
https://www.marieclaire.com/politics/a33793001/joe-biden-mother-catherine-jean-biden/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/343400256_The_Personality_Profile_and_Leadership_Style_of_US_President_Donald_J_Trump_in_Office
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/343400256_The_Personality_Profile_and_Leadership_Style_of_US_President_Donald_J_Trump_in_Office
https://apnews.com/article/biden-ireland-seamus-heaney-poetry-yeats-d87aa6c0b3e9a53464faaf8d5fda1c7b
https://apnews.com/article/biden-ireland-seamus-heaney-poetry-yeats-d87aa6c0b3e9a53464faaf8d5fda1c7b
https://www.whitehouse.gov/administration/president-biden/
https://www.npr.org/2020/09/20/913667325/%20how-joe-bidens-faith-shapes-his-politics
https://www.npr.org/2020/09/20/913667325/%20how-joe-bidens-faith-shapes-his-politics
https://millercenter.org/president/biden/life-before-the-presidency
https://millercenter.org/president/biden/life-before-the-presidency

107

67.Mithun, M. On the Relativity of Irreality [Electronic source] / M. Mithun //
Modality in Grammar and Discourse. — 1995. — P. 367. — Access mode:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284574739_On_the Relativity of Irr

eality
68.Ngwoke R. I. Pronouns and Metaphors in Obama’s and Trump’s Inaugural

Speeches: A Comparative Analysis through Critical Discourse Analysis.
[Electronic source] / R. I. Hgwoke, O. ThankGod Igiri, J. Onyekachi Awa,
M. Chukwuemeka Ogayi. — Awka, 2020. — Vol. 21. Ne 2. — Access mode:
https://www.academia.edu/104429091/Pronouns_and_Metaphors_in_Obama_s

and Trump s Inaugural Speeches A Comparative Analysis through Critic

al Discourse Analysis?uc-g-sw=4371020

69.Norman, K. What Are President Joe Biden’s Favorite Books? [Electronic source]

/ K. Norman. — Access mode: https://earlybirdbooks.com/joe-biden-favorite-

books
70.0lson, M. The logic of collective action: Public goods and the theory of groups /
M. Olson. — Cambridge, MA : Harvard University Press, 1971. — 186 p.
71.0xford Learner’s Dictionaries.

https://www.oxfordlearnersdictionaries.com/definition/english/folk 1

72.Pillai, R. Does leadership matter in the political arena? Voter perceptions
ofcandidates’ transformational and charismatic leadership and the 1996 U.S.
presidential vote / R. Pillai, E. A. Williams // The LeadershipQuarterly. — 1998.
—Ne 9. — P. 397—416.

73.Portner, P. Modality / P. Portner. — Oxford : Oxford University Press, 2009. —
304 p.

74.Putnem M. Modern Public Address/ M. Puthem. — Arlington, Texas : UTA Press,
2008. — 182 p.

75.Quinn A. Figures of Speech / A. Quinn. — Salt Lake City, Utah : Gibbs M. Smith,
Inc., 1982. — 103 p.


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284574739_On_the_Relativity_of_Irreality
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/284574739_On_the_Relativity_of_Irreality
https://www.academia.edu/104429091/Pronouns_and_Metaphors_in_Obama_s_and_Trump_s_Inaugural_Speeches_A_Comparative_Analysis_through_Critical_Discourse_Analysis?uc-g-sw=4371020
https://www.academia.edu/104429091/Pronouns_and_Metaphors_in_Obama_s_and_Trump_s_Inaugural_Speeches_A_Comparative_Analysis_through_Critical_Discourse_Analysis?uc-g-sw=4371020
https://www.academia.edu/104429091/Pronouns_and_Metaphors_in_Obama_s_and_Trump_s_Inaugural_Speeches_A_Comparative_Analysis_through_Critical_Discourse_Analysis?uc-g-sw=4371020
https://earlybirdbooks.com/joe-biden-favorite-books
https://earlybirdbooks.com/joe-biden-favorite-books
https://www.oxfordlearnersdictionaries.com/definition/english/folk_1

108

76.Rubenzer, S. J. Assessing the U.S. presidents using the revised NEOPersonality
Inventory / S. J. Rubenzer, T. R. Faschingbauer, D. S. Ones // Assessment. —
2000. — Ne 7. — P. 403—420.

77.Savoy J. Trump’s and Clinton’s style and rhetoric during the 2016 presidential
election [Electronic source] / J. Savoy // Journal of Quantitative Linguistics. —
2016. — N 25(2). — P. 168—189. — Access mode:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/311588853 Trump's_and_Clinton's_S

tyle and Rhetoric During the 2016 Presidential Election

78.Second amendment [Electronic source] / Wex Definitions Team // Legal
Information Institute. — Access mode:

https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/second amendment

79.Simonton, D. K. Presidential style: Personality, biography, and performance /
D. Simonton // Journal of Personality and Social Psychology. — 1988. — Ne 55.
P. 928—936.

80.Slatcher R. B. Winning words: Individual differences in linguistic style among
U.S. presidential and vice presidential candidates / R. B. Slatcher, C. K. Chung,
J. W. Pennebaker, L. D. Stone // Journal of Research in Personality. — 2007. —
Ne 41, — P. 63—75.

81.Stubbs M. Discourse Analysis: The Sociolinguistic Analysis of Natural
Language / M. Stubbs. — Chicago : University of Chicago Press, 1983. — 272
p.

82.ten Brinke L. Theories of power: perceived strategies for gaining and
maintaining power [Electronic source] / L. ten Brinke, D. Keltner // Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology. — 2022. — Ne 122 (1). — P. 53—72. —
Access mode: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/344302136_Theories

83. van Dijk T. A. Discourse and Manipulation / T. A. van Dijk // Discourse and
Society. — 2006. — Ne 17. — P. 359—383.

84. van Dijk T. A. Discourse Studies: A Multidisciplinary Introduction / T. A. van
Dijk. — London : Sage, 2011. — 432 p.


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/311588853_Trump's_and_Clinton's_Style_and_Rhetoric_During_the_2016_Presidential_Election
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/311588853_Trump's_and_Clinton's_Style_and_Rhetoric_During_the_2016_Presidential_Election
https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/second_amendment
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/344302136_Theories

109

85.van Dijk T. A. What is political discourse analysis [Electronic source] /
T.A.Van Dijk. - 1997. - 43 p. —  Access mode:
https://el.unifi.it/pluginfile.php/909651/mod_resource/content/1/Van%20Dijk%
20Waht%20is%20political%20discourse%20analysis.pdf.

86.van Dijk, T. A. News as Discourse [Electronic source] / T. A. van Dijk. —

Hillsdale : Lawrence Erlbaum, 1988. — 200 p. — Access mode:
https://discourses.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/Teun-A.-van-Dijk-1988-

News-As-Discourse.pdf
87.Wales K. A Dictionary of Stylistics / K. Wales. — 3rd ed. — New York :
Routledge, 2011. — 478 p.

88.Wei, N. Exploring Semantic Preference and Semantic Prosody across English

and Chinese: Their Roles for Cross-Linguistic Equivalence [Electronic source] /
N. Wei, X. Li // Corpus Linguistics and Lingustic Theory. — 2014. — Ne 10 (1).
— P. 103—138.

89.Wenman, M. Agonistic Democracy: Constituent Power in the Era of
Globalisation / M. Wenman. — Cambridge : Cambridge University Press,
2013. — 334 p.

90.Winter, D. G. Leader appeal, leader performance, and the motive profiles of
leaders and followers: Astudy of American presidents and elections /
D. G. Winter // Journal of Personality and Social Psychology. — 1987. — Ne 52.
— P. 196—202.

91.Wodak R. Critical Discourse Analysis: History, Agenda, Theory, and
Methodology / R. Wodak; M. Meyer // Methods for Critical Discourse Analysis.
London : Sage, 2009. — P. 1—33.

LIST OF ILLUSTRATIVE MATERIALS

92.Remarks by President Biden on the Third Anniversary of the January 6th Attack
and Defending the Sacred Cause of American Democracy, 5 January, 2024.


https://el.unifi.it/pluginfile.php/909651/mod_resource/content/1/Van%20Dijk%20Waht%20is%20political%20discourse%20analysis.pdf
https://el.unifi.it/pluginfile.php/909651/mod_resource/content/1/Van%20Dijk%20Waht%20is%20political%20discourse%20analysis.pdf
https://discourses.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/Teun-A.-van-Dijk-1988-News-As-Discourse.pdf
https://discourses.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/Teun-A.-van-Dijk-1988-News-As-Discourse.pdf

110

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

remarks/2024/01/05/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-third-anniversary-of-

the-january-6th-attack-and-defending-the-sacred-cause-of-american-

democracy-blue-bell-pa/

93.Remarks by President Biden and President Zelenskyy of Ukraine in Joint Press

Conference, December 13, 2023. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-

room/speeches-remarks/2023/12/13/remarks-by-president-biden-and-president-

zelenskyy-of-ukraine-in-joint-press-conference-2/

94.Remarks by President Biden Ahead of the One-Year Anniversary of Russia’s
Brutal and Unprovoked Invasion of Ukraine, February 21, 2023.

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

remarks/2023/02/21/remarks-by-president-biden-ahead-of-the-one-year-

anniversary-of-russias-brutal-and-unprovoked-invasion-of-ukraine/
95.Remarks by President Biden on Fighting the COVID-19 Pandemic, September

9, 2021. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-
remarks/2021/09/09/remarks-by-president-biden-on-fighting-the-covid-19-
pandemic-3/

96.Remarks by President Biden on the School Shooting in Uvalde, Texas, May 24,

2022. https://www.whitehouse.qgov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2022/05/24/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-school-shooting-in-

uvalde-texas/
97.Remarks by President Biden on the Continued Battle for the Soul of the Nation,

September 1, 2022. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2022/09/01/remarks-by-president-bidenon-the-continued-battle-for-

the-soul-of-the-nation/

98.Remarks by President Biden on the United States’ Response to Hamas’s Terrorist
Attacks Against Israel and Russia’s Ongoing Brutal War Against Ukraine,
October 20, 2023. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2023/10/20/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-unites-states-response-



https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/01/05/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-third-anniversary-of-the-january-6th-attack-and-defending-the-sacred-cause-of-american-democracy-blue-bell-pa/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/01/05/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-third-anniversary-of-the-january-6th-attack-and-defending-the-sacred-cause-of-american-democracy-blue-bell-pa/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/01/05/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-third-anniversary-of-the-january-6th-attack-and-defending-the-sacred-cause-of-american-democracy-blue-bell-pa/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/01/05/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-third-anniversary-of-the-january-6th-attack-and-defending-the-sacred-cause-of-american-democracy-blue-bell-pa/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/12/13/remarks-by-president-biden-and-president-zelenskyy-of-ukraine-in-joint-press-conference-2/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/12/13/remarks-by-president-biden-and-president-zelenskyy-of-ukraine-in-joint-press-conference-2/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/12/13/remarks-by-president-biden-and-president-zelenskyy-of-ukraine-in-joint-press-conference-2/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/02/21/remarks-by-president-biden-ahead-of-the-one-year-anniversary-of-russias-brutal-and-unprovoked-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/02/21/remarks-by-president-biden-ahead-of-the-one-year-anniversary-of-russias-brutal-and-unprovoked-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/02/21/remarks-by-president-biden-ahead-of-the-one-year-anniversary-of-russias-brutal-and-unprovoked-invasion-of-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/09/09/remarks-by-president-biden-on-fighting-the-covid-19-pandemic-3/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/09/09/remarks-by-president-biden-on-fighting-the-covid-19-pandemic-3/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/09/09/remarks-by-president-biden-on-fighting-the-covid-19-pandemic-3/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/05/24/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-school-shooting-in-uvalde-texas/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/05/24/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-school-shooting-in-uvalde-texas/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/05/24/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-school-shooting-in-uvalde-texas/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/09/01/remarks-by-president-bidenon-the-continued-battle-for-the-soul-of-the-nation/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/09/01/remarks-by-president-bidenon-the-continued-battle-for-the-soul-of-the-nation/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/09/01/remarks-by-president-bidenon-the-continued-battle-for-the-soul-of-the-nation/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/10/20/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-unites-states-response-to-hamass-terrorist-attacks-against-israel-and-russias-ongoing-brutal-war-against-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/10/20/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-unites-states-response-to-hamass-terrorist-attacks-against-israel-and-russias-ongoing-brutal-war-against-ukraine/

111

to-hamass-terrorist-attacks-against-israel-and-russias-ongoing-brutal-war-

against-ukraine/

99.Remarks by President Biden in Meeting with the Supply Chain Disruptions Task

Force, December 22, 2021. https://www.whitehouse.qgov/briefing-

room/speeches-remarks/2021/12/22/remarks-by-president-biden-in-meeting-

with-the-supply-chain-disruptions-task-force/
100. Transcript: Joe Biden’s DNC speech.
https://edition.cnn.com/2020/08/20/politics/biden-dnc-speech-

transcript/index.html

101. Remarks by President Biden at the Summit on Fire Prevention and Control,

October 11, 2022. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2022/10/11/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-summit-on-fire-

prevention-and-control/

102. Biden spells out what's at stake in Ukraine as conflict marks 1 year (ABC

News), February 25, 2023. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0hO9aUlvies

103. Remarks by President Biden at the Inaugural Ceremony of the Ninth Summit

of the America, June 8, 2022. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-

room/speeches-remarks/2022/06/08/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-

inaugural-ceremony-of-the-ninth-summit-of-the-americas/

104. Remarks by President Biden on Hurricane Fiona Response and Recovery

Efforts, October 3, 2022. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2022/10/03/remarks-by-president-biden-on-hurricane-fiona-response-

and-recovery-efforts/

105. President Biden Delivers Remarks on International Women’s Day. — March
08, 2021. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TYqKwcquxz8

106. Remarks by President Biden at South Carolina State University’s 2021 Fall
Commencement Ceremony, December, 17. 2021.

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

remarks/2021/12/17/remarks-by-president-biden-at-south-carolina-state-

universitys-2021-fall-commencement-ceremony/



https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/10/20/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-unites-states-response-to-hamass-terrorist-attacks-against-israel-and-russias-ongoing-brutal-war-against-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2023/10/20/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-unites-states-response-to-hamass-terrorist-attacks-against-israel-and-russias-ongoing-brutal-war-against-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/12/22/remarks-by-president-biden-in-meeting-with-the-supply-chain-disruptions-task-force/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/12/22/remarks-by-president-biden-in-meeting-with-the-supply-chain-disruptions-task-force/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/12/22/remarks-by-president-biden-in-meeting-with-the-supply-chain-disruptions-task-force/
https://edition.cnn.com/2020/08/20/politics/biden-dnc-speech-transcript/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2020/08/20/politics/biden-dnc-speech-transcript/index.html
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/10/11/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-summit-on-fire-prevention-and-control/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/10/11/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-summit-on-fire-prevention-and-control/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/10/11/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-summit-on-fire-prevention-and-control/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ohO9aUlvies
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/06/08/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-inaugural-ceremony-of-the-ninth-summit-of-the-americas/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/06/08/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-inaugural-ceremony-of-the-ninth-summit-of-the-americas/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/06/08/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-inaugural-ceremony-of-the-ninth-summit-of-the-americas/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/10/03/remarks-by-president-biden-on-hurricane-fiona-response-and-recovery-efforts/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/10/03/remarks-by-president-biden-on-hurricane-fiona-response-and-recovery-efforts/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/10/03/remarks-by-president-biden-on-hurricane-fiona-response-and-recovery-efforts/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TYqKwcquxz8
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/12/17/remarks-by-president-biden-at-south-carolina-state-universitys-2021-fall-commencement-ceremony/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/12/17/remarks-by-president-biden-at-south-carolina-state-universitys-2021-fall-commencement-ceremony/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/12/17/remarks-by-president-biden-at-south-carolina-state-universitys-2021-fall-commencement-ceremony/

112

107. Remarks by President Biden at the Annual U.S.-ASEAN Summit. —
November 12, 2022. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-

room/speechesremarks/2022/11/12/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-annual-

u-s-asean-summit2/

108. Remarks by President Biden at a Pennsylvania Democratic Party Reception.

— October 28, 2022. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-

room/speechesremarks/2022/10/28/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-

pennsylvania-democraticparty-reception/
109. Remarks by President Biden at the Third Meeting of the White House
Competition Council. — September 26, 2022.

https://www.whitehouse.qgov/briefing-

room/speechesremarks/2022/09/26/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-third-

meeting-of-thewhite-house-competition-council/

110. Remarks by President Biden on the Reported Death of Aleksey Navalny,

February 16, 2024. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2024/02/16/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-reported-death-of-

aleksey-navalny/

111. Remarks by President Biden on the United Efforts of the Free World to
Support the People of Ukraine, March 26, 2022.
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-
remarks/2022/03/26/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-united-efforts-of-the-

free-world-to-support-the-people-of-ukraine/

112. Remarks by President Biden at a Campaign Event | Manchester, NH, March
12, 2024. https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2024/03/12/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-campaign-event-

manchester-nh/

113. Remarks by President Biden at a Campaign Event | Milwaukee, Wi, March

14, 2024. https://www.whitehouse.qgov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2024/03/14/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-campaign-event-

milwaukee-wi-march-13-2024/



https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/11/12/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-annual-u-s-asean-summit2/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/11/12/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-annual-u-s-asean-summit2/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/11/12/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-annual-u-s-asean-summit2/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/10/28/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-pennsylvania-democraticparty-reception/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/10/28/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-pennsylvania-democraticparty-reception/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/10/28/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-pennsylvania-democraticparty-reception/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/09/26/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-third-meeting-of-thewhite-house-competition-council/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/09/26/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-third-meeting-of-thewhite-house-competition-council/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speechesremarks/2022/09/26/remarks-by-president-biden-at-the-third-meeting-of-thewhite-house-competition-council/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/02/16/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-reported-death-of-aleksey-navalny/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/02/16/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-reported-death-of-aleksey-navalny/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/02/16/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-reported-death-of-aleksey-navalny/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/03/26/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-united-efforts-of-the-free-world-to-support-the-people-of-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/03/26/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-united-efforts-of-the-free-world-to-support-the-people-of-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/03/26/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-united-efforts-of-the-free-world-to-support-the-people-of-ukraine/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/03/12/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-campaign-event-manchester-nh/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/03/12/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-campaign-event-manchester-nh/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/03/12/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-campaign-event-manchester-nh/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/03/14/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-campaign-event-milwaukee-wi-march-13-2024/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/03/14/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-campaign-event-milwaukee-wi-march-13-2024/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2024/03/14/remarks-by-president-biden-at-a-campaign-event-milwaukee-wi-march-13-2024/

113

114. Inaugural Address by President Joseph R. Biden, Jr, January 20, 2021.

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

remarks/2021/01/20/inaugural-address-by-president-joseph-r-biden-jr/

115. Remarks by President Biden on Gun Violence Prevention, April 8, 2021.

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

remarks/2021/04/08/remarks-by-president-biden-on-gun-violence-prevention/
116. White House COVID-19 Response Team, February 9, 2021.
https://twitter.com/WHCOVIDResponse/status/1359195682888945665
117. Remarks by President Biden in Press Conference. — June 13, 2021.

https://www.whitehouse.qgov/briefingroom/speeches-

remarks/2021/06/13/remarks-by-president-biden-in-pressconference-2 /

118. Joe Biden Holds a Press Conference in Geneva. — June 16, 2021.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WUqgiD040O0Xqg

119. Interview with George Stephanopoulos of ABC News, August 9, 2021.

https://www.presidency.ucsh.edu/documents/interview-with-george-

stephanopoulos-abc-news-2
Statement on Terror Attacks in Afghanistan. August 26, 2021.

https://millercenter.org/the-presidency/presidential-speeches/august-26-2021-
statement-terror-attacks-afghanistan

120. Statement on Terror Attacks in Afghanistan. August 26, 2021.
https://millercenter.org/the-presidency/presidential-speeches/august-26-2021-
statement-terror-attacks-afghanistan

121. State of the Union Address. March 1, 2022.
https://millercenter.org/thepresidency/presidential-speeches/march-1-2022-

state-union-address
122. Remarks in Support of the People of Ukraine. March 26, 2022.
https://millercenter.org/the-presidency/presidential-speeches/march-26-2022-

remarks-support-people-ukraine


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.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/04/08/remarks-by-president-biden-on-gun-violence-prevention/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/04/08/remarks-by-president-biden-on-gun-violence-prevention/
https://twitter.com/WHCOVIDResponse/status/1359195682888945665
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefingroom/speeches-remarks/2021/06/13/remarks-by-president-biden-in-pressconference-2%20/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefingroom/speeches-remarks/2021/06/13/remarks-by-president-biden-in-pressconference-2%20/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WUgiD04O0Xg
https://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/documents/interview-with-george-stephanopoulos-abc-news-2
https://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/documents/interview-with-george-stephanopoulos-abc-news-2
https://millercenter.org/thepresidency/presidential-speeches/march-1-2022-state-union-address
https://millercenter.org/thepresidency/presidential-speeches/march-1-2022-state-union-address

114

123. Remarks by President Biden on the 100 Million Shot Goal, March 18, 2021.

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

remarks/2021/03/18/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-100-million-shot-goal/
124. Remarks by President Biden on the Safer America Plan, August, 30. 2022.

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

remarks/2022/08/30/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-safer-america-plan/



https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/03/18/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-100-million-shot-goal/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2021/03/18/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-100-million-shot-goal/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/08/30/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-safer-america-plan/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/08/30/remarks-by-president-biden-on-the-safer-america-plan/

115

CAMEPI

MarictepcbKy JaucepTalil0 MPUCBAYEHO JOCTIHKEHHIO JIIHTBICTUYHOTO
npodinro 46-ro npesunenta CIIA Jxo3eda batinena. Y poGoTi aHami3yr0ThCs pi3HI
BepOanbHi 3aco0M (JIEKCHYHI, TpaMaTW4YHI W CHUHTaKCU4YHi), sKi (HOPMYIOThH
JIHTBICTUYHUN Mpo(d1UIb aMEPUKAHCHLKOTO IIOJITHKA, a TaK0XX BHUCBITIIOIOTHCS
0COOMMBOCTI peaiizaiii KOMYHIKATUBHUX CTpaTerii W TakTHUK B MOJITHYHOMY
HapaTHUBI MIPE3UICHTA.

OcTaHHIMH pOKaMH, 31 3pOCTaHHSM 3HAYEHHS TMOJITUKUA Y CYCHIIBCTBI, Y
JIHTBICTUYHUX JOCHIDKCHHSX Jefaal Oulbllle yBard HAJAEThCA MOJTITHYHOMY
JUCKYpCY. 3apa3 MOBO3HaBIll AaKTUBHO JOCIHIJKYIOTh TIOHSTTS «MOBHA
OCOOMCTICTH» U 30KpeMa Te, SIK MOJITUYHI JiAepH (POPMYIOTh HOPMH CIILIIKYBAHHS
Ta BIUIMBAIOTh HA IIUPIII €TUYHI, COLIaIbHI Ta KyJIbTYypHI CTAaHIAPTH.

AKTYaJIbHICTh JIOCHI/DKEHHS 3yMOBJIEHAa THUM, M0 IPOaHai30BaHHMA
Martepian sBisSE COOOK Cy4YacHy aHIUIIMCbKY MOBY, WIIO0 BHKOPHCTOBYETHCS
aMEPUKAHCbKUM TIPE3UJCHTOM Yy HOro BHUCTyMaX, a TaKOX HEOOXIJIHICTIO
MIPOBENICHHSI KOMIUJIEKCHOTO JIOCIIIKEHHs MOBHOro moptpeta Jlko3eda baiinena,
0 BKJIIOYA€ JIHTBICTUYHI OCOOJMBOCTI Ta BUKOPHCTAHHS MAHIMYJSATUBHHUX
CTpaTteriii Ta TakTUK. PeTenbHe BUBUECHHS TEHJEHIIIN, 10 (GOPMYIOTH MOJITUYHUIMI
nuckypce Jlxxo baiinena, mae BupimianbHe 3HAYEHHS JJIs1 ONTKUCY MOT0 JIIHTBICTUYHOTO
npodito.

Meta nociipKeHHS — CXapaKTepU3yBaTH JIIHTBICTUYHUN TIPO(DLITb CyuyacHOTO
aMmepukaHcbkoro mnomituka Jlxo baiiieHa: BUSBUTH OCOOJIMBOCTI MOTO MOBHOTO
CTHJIIO Ta METOJIB BIUIMBY Ha Jii Ta pillIeHHS ayIUuTOpii.

3aBaaHHA JOCTIHKEHHS:

- TOCJIIUTH TEOPETUYHI1 3aCaJli BUBUECHHS MOJITUYHOTO TUCKYPCY;
- BUBYUTH CHenu(piKy TOHITh «MOBHAa OCOOHUCTICTB» Ta «MOBHHUH TOPTPETY,
MIPOBECTH PO3MEKYBaHHS IIUX MOHSATh; PO3TISHYTH KOHKPETHI 3acagil CTBOPEHHS

MOBHOTO TIOPTpETA MOJITHKA;
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- BUSBUTH 1 mpoaHaiizyBatu ¢akTopu (GopMyBaHHS MOBHOI ocodOucrocti J[Ko
baiinena;

- MpoaHaJli3yBaTH  JIGKCUYHI, TpaMaTH4HI Ta  CTHJIICTHYHI  OCOOJHMBOCTI
iHauBiAyanbHoro ctuwiio JIxxo baiinena;

- TOCITIAUTH MaHIMyJIATUBHI CTPATErii i TAKTUKH Y TOJITHYHOMY AUCKYPCI;

- TIpoaHaIi3yBaTH MaHINYJISITUBHI CTpaTerii M TakTUkK y npomoBax J»ko baiineHa,
BUSIBUTH BepOaibH1 3ac00U iX peanizali.

IMepmmii po3aii NpUCBIYEHO BUBYEHHIO CKJIAIHOTO MOHSATTS «IOJITUYHUN
nuckypcey. [omiTuunnil nuckypce Mae 6araTorpaHHuil Xapaktep 1 IMO0KO BIUIUBAE
Ha cycninbCcTBO. [TOTITHUHMI TUCKYpPC XapaKTEPU3YEThCSI CBOEI0 KOMYHIKATHBHOIO
IPUPOIOI0, IHCTUTYLIMHICTIO Ta OpIEHTAlll€I0 Ha JUHAMIKY Biaau. Bin €
IHCTPYMEHTOM yTBEP/DKCHHS Biaad, (GopMyBaHHS TpPOMAJICHKOI JTyMKH Ta
MPOCYBAaHHS 1J€OJIOTIYHUX MporpaM. ATOHI3M, arpecis, TeaTpalbHICTh Ta
Opl€HTAaIlld Ha MaiilOyTHE — OJIHI 3 HOro BU3HAYAIBHUX PUC.

BuBuYeHHS MOHATTSI «MOBHOiI OCOOMCTOCTI» BKJIIOYAE JOCIIKEHHS 3B S3KY
MDK MOBOIO, KYJBTYpOIO Ta TOBEAIHKOIO JIIOJMHHM, TOro, SIK OCOOHMCTOCTI
(GbOopMYIOTBCS IMiJI BIJTMBOM MOB, SIKI BOHH BHKOPHUCTOBYIOTH 1 SIK BOHH cami ix
dbopmytoTb. MoBa He MOXe ICHYBaTH HE3aJEXKHO BiJ KyJbTypH, BOHH TJIMOOKO
MEePETUIETEHI 1 BIUIMBAIOTH OJIHE HA OJTHOTO.

Y cdepl MONMITUKK aHAI3 MOBHOI OCOOMCTOCTI 3HIHCHIOETHCS ILISXOM
BUBYCHHS MOBHHUX XapaKTEPUCTUK, PUTOPUYHUX CTHIIB 1 KOMYHIKATUBHHUX
CTparterii MoiTUKIB. Bix KoHCepBaTMBHOI 10O JIOEpalIbHOI PUTOPUKU MOJITUKH
BUKOPUCTOBYIOTh MOBHI 3acoOM [Jisi TepeAadl MOBIIOMJIEHb 1 BIUIUBY Ha
rpoMaJChKy TyMKy. OTHaK Ha COPUMHSITTS IOJIITUYHOT PUTOPUKH YaCTO BIUTUBAIOThH
30BHIIITHI YNHHUKH, TaKi SIK BUCBITIEeHHS y 3MI Ta iHAUBITyanbH1 yIIepeIKEHHS, 10
M1JKPECITIOE CKIAAHICTh ITHTEpIpeTalii MOBHOI OCOOMCTOCTI TPOMA/ICHKUX JTisI4iB.

Takosx OyJi0o MpoaHani30BaHO YMHHUKH, 10 BIUIMHYJIA (POPMYBaHHS MOBHOT
ocobucrocti [[xo0 balinena. MaitOyTHi¥ npe3ueHT 3pOCTaB y pOJIMHI, J¢ TaHyBaJa
aTMocdepa MmATPUMKH 1 B3a€MHOT T0TTOMOTH, 3aBAsku yomy J[xo baiinen otpuman

HABUYKH KOMAHJHOI pOOOTH, a TaKOX TaKl PUCH SK TOBAPUCBHKICTH 1 CITIBUYTTS.
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3riIHO 3 YHUCENBbHUMU JKepesiaMH, baiiieH 1iHye DyMKYy ycCiX JIIOJIed 1 mparHe
JOCATTH KOHCEHCYCY 3a JOMOMOTOI0 BIAKPUTOTO A1aJIoTy.

Jpyruii po3aiil MpuUCBSYEHO ITOCIIKEHHIO JIIHTBICTUYHUX OCOOJMBOCTEH
miarBictuyHoro mpodimo  Jxo baiinena. Ha nekcuuHomy piBHI  BiH
XapaKTEPU3yEThCS ~ HAcaMIlepe]  IMHUPOKOI0  MPEACTABJICHICTIO  CYCIIIBHO-
MOMITUYHUX, €KOHOMIYHHUX, BINCHKOBHUX, MEIWYHUX 1 NPaBOBUX TEPMIHIB, IO
3a0e3neuye e(HeKTUBHICTD CITUIKYBaHHS, Ta HU3KU OI[IHHUX JICKCUIHUX OJUHUIIB 13
MO3UTHUBHOIO Ta HETaTUBHOIO KOHOTarli€w. I[lepeBaxaroTh JIEKCMYHI OJIMHUIIL 3
MO3UTHBHOIO KOHOTAITI€I0, 110 CBIIYUTH PO OakaHHs aamiHicTpaiii [xo baiinena
KOHCTPYIOBAaTH MO3UTUBHUI 00pa3 iXHbOI poOOTH.

Y 1upOoMy JIOCHIDKEHHI TpaMaTUYHUN AaCMEKT JIHTBICTUYHOTO MPOQLIIO
MOJTITUKA aHAJI3YEThCSA Yepe3 MPU3MYy MOJAIBHOCTI. BUKOpHWCTaHHS MOJATBHHUX
niecniB no3Bossie Jlko balineHy BUpa3uTU rOTOBHICTH, BIJAHICTh 1 3IaTHICTh 0
i, [IpumiTHO, 1O MOJaIbHI JII€CTIOBA TEPEBAXXHO BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS B
NO3UTUBHUX (popMmax Il MIATPUMKH MO3UTHUBHOTO IMIDKY. JIEOHTHYHI MOJAIIbHI
JIECTIOBA, TaKl1 sIK «Will», 4acTo BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS JIJIsl TTepeiadi HaMipiB, OaxaHHs
Ta 3000B’s13aHb MPE3UJICHTA I0JI0 3allJIaHOBaHUX 1A y MOT0 MPOMOBaXx.

Metadopy chi BUIUIMTA SIK OAUH 3 HaWE(EKTUBHINIMX CTHUIICTUYHUX
3aco0iB y momiTH4HIM KomyHikamii Jlxo baiinena, skuii B OCHOBHOMY
BUKOPHUCTOBYETHCS JJISI TIO3UTUBHOTO YW HETAaTHBHOTO HABINTyBaHHS SPJUKIB 1
OIIIHKM OKpeMHX 0ci0, HaIliii a00 Moii SK MO3UTUBHO, TaK 1 HEraTUBHO. TaKoX, y
npoMoBax baliena npeacTaBieH! 1HII CTHIICTUYHI TPUMOMHU, TaKi K PUTOPUYHI
3aMMTaHHs, CHHTAKCUYHUN Napajieni3M 1 anadopa, 1o0 NOCUIIMTH BUPA3HICTh CBOIX
MIPOMOB 1 3a0e3meunTy 3aKapOyBaHHs y TaM’ sTi ayIuTopii KIFO4Y0BOi iH(OpMaIrii.
Kpim Toro, y mpomoBax baiinena Oyno BHSIBICHO MapOHOMAa3ilo, €Mi3eBKCHUC,
ajiTepaliito, Kl HaJalOTh MPOMOBAM PUTMIYHOCTI, JOMOMAararTh aKIICHTYBaTH
neBHy iHopMarlifo, IO poOUTh iX OUIBII TEPEKOHJIMBUMHU. AHTHUTE3A
BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS JJIsi CTBOPEHHS BIIUYTTS HAIIPYTH YU TEPMIHOBOCTI.

VY TperboMy po3aiji npoaHai30BaHO KOMYHIKATHBHI CTpATerii i TAKTHKHU B

nomtuaHoMy auckypei Jlxo baiinena. BusBneno, mo J0oMiHye cTpaTeris
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CTBOPEHHS IMIJKY. Y paMmKax ILi€i CTparerii 3aCTOCOBYETbCS TaKTHKa MPSMOT
MO3UTUBHOI OLIIHKK po0oTH aaMiHicTparii baiiena, o peanizyeTbes 3 10IOMOT OO
OILIIHHOI JIEKCUKHU 3 MO3UTHBHOIO KOHOTAIII€l0, 30KpEMa TaK 3BAaHUX «OIMCKYy4HMX
3arajbHOCTEW», YUCITIBHUKIB, a TAKOK BUKOpUCTaHHS yacy Present Perfect. TakTuka
COJIIIAPHOCTI, fKa 37eOUIBIIOT0 pPEealTi3yeThCs 3 JIONMOMOTOK 3aiMEHHUKIB
sa/mu/nawe (l/wefour), momomMarae nepenaTH BIAYYTTS €IHAHHS 1 CIUIBHOI METH,
3MIIHIOIOYH 3B’SI30K MPE3UACHTA 3 HApOJOM. TaKTHKa MOCHJIAHHS Ha aBTOPUTETU
MIJICUITIOE JTOBIPY JI0 3asB Ta iHiIIaTuB balineHna. 3acTOCOBYIOUYM TaKTUKY BUKJIATY
0COOMCTOTO JOCBIly IPE3UACHT HAOIMKaE ceOe 10 HapOy, BUKIMKAIOYH CIIBUYTTS
1 IOBipYy B ayIUTOPIi.

[Tomitruni npomoBu Jxko baiiieHa TakoX TIPYHTYIOTbCSI Ha CTparterii
nepeKoHaHHs. ApryMeHTaTUBHI OIIHKM y BHUcTymax J[>ko baiinena cimyxarb s
MOJIAHHSI IEPEKOHJIMBUX APTYMEHTIB Ta JJOKa31B, 0 MATBEPKYIOTh HOTO MO3HULIIIO.
BkasiBka Ha MalOyTHE 1 OOIISHKK mependavyaroTh (GopMytoBaHHS OaueHHs abo
IPOTHO3Y MOTEHUIWHUX pe3yJbTaTiB poOOTH anMiHicTpauii baiinena 3 MeToro
dbopMyBaHHS TMO3UTHUBHOTO BIJHOIIEHHS AyAUTOPIi JO CTpaTeriuyHUX IJIeH Ta
IIaHIB aaMmiHicTpalii. TakThka 3aKkiIUKy 10 Mii CTHUMYJIOE€ HErailHy peakilito
ayJIuTOpii, CHOHYKAIOUH i MPUHHATA KOHKPETHI pillieHHs. MU CXHJIbHI BBaXKaTH,
o npoMoBH J[>ko baiiieHa BitoOpakaroTh KOMIUICKCHHUH TIX1d 10 peanizamii i€l
KOMYHIKaTHUBHOI cTpaterii. Y mnomituyHux BucTtynax J[ko balinena He nwuine
BUKJIAJIAIOTHCS TOKJIAIHI TIJIaHU 11010 BUPIIIEHHS KPU30BUX CUTYAIlIH yCepeanHi Ta
3a MEKaMU KpaiHH, ajie TaKOX IMiJIKPECIIOEThCS MOCTIHHA MIITPUMKA BC1X BEPCTB
aMEpPUKaHCHKOTO CYCHJIbCTBA, BKJIIOUAIOYU PI3HOMAHITHI MEHIIIMHHU.

Takox y mpomoBax baiiieHa gacto ¢irypye cTpareris eMOIIiHOTO BILTUBY,
IO peali3y€eThCsl TAKTUKOIO AICIOBaHHS 0 €MOIN 1 TAKTHKOI 3BEPHEHHS JI0
KOMIUIEKCY MOpPaJIbHUX I[iIHHOCTeW. BOHM nomomaraioTh HalaroJuTH 3B S30K 3i
cllyxayaMd Ha OCOOMCTICHOMY PiBHI, a TaKOX BIUIMBATH Ha I'POMAJCHKY IYMKY,
dbopMyIIIOIOUM TOBIJOMJICHHSI TAKUM YHWHOM, 100 BUKJIMKATH CHJIBHY €MOIIAHY

peakKIlito.
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baiinen yac Bij yacy BAA€ThCA 10 CTpaTerii AUCKpeauTallii, mod epeKTuBHO
nocnabuTH TO3MII OMOHEHTIB 1 3MINHUTH cBoi. KoOH(QIIKTHa TakTUKa
3BUHYBA4Y€HHS BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS I IMyOJIYHOTO TMOBIIOMJICHHS Tpo (akT
BUMHEHHS TICBHUX HETAaTUBHUX i, BKa31BKM Ha BIAMOBIMAJIBHICTH ajpecara 3a
BUMHEHHS I1i€l. 3BUHYBAYCHHS OJATKOBO TOCHIIFOETHCS TAKTHKOIO BUKPUTTS
Hepo3KkpuToi 1HGOopMallii ad0 TAKTUKOI «BCEOXOMHOI MpaBaW» IS 3MIITHEHHS
noBipu 10 baiigena ¥ 3akpilJIeHHS HETaTUBHOTO CTaBJICHHA 10 00’€Ta
nuckpenuTaiii. He3pakaroun Ha Te, 1m0 baliieH yac Bijf yacy BJA€THCS 10 TAKTUK
oOpa3u ¥ TOrpo3u, TakTHKa 0€30C000BOr0 3BUHYBAYCHHS TaKOX HEPIJIKO
BUKOPHCTOBYETHCS 3 METOI0 KPUTHKHA TICBHUX il 0€3 TpsIMOTo 3TaayBaHHS
KOHKPETHUX 0Ci0 YW Oprasizaiii, M0 CBIIYUTH NPO AUIUIOMATHYHUN MIAXIJ 10
BUPILIEHHS CIIPHUX MMUTAHb.

3aranom [[xo baiiieHa MokHa oXapaKkTepu3yBaTH SIK Jiiepa 31 CTpaTeriyHuM
M1JXOJIOM JI0 CHUIKYBaHHS, IO MPUOPITU3YE TOCSTHEHHS KOHCEHCYCYy W aKTHUBHE
HaJaro/)KeHHs 3B’SI3KYy 3 HapOJIOM K Ha 1HTEJIEKTYaJbHOMY, TaK 1 HA €eMOLIIIHOMY
piBHi. /o Baliien HamaraeTbcst 30cepe/lKyBaTH BC1 CBOi 3yCHJUISI HA TOMY, 11100
aMEPUKAHChKE CYCIUJIBCTBO YCBIIOMUJIO ICHYIOUl MPOOJEeMHU Ta PO3yMIJO fAKi
KOHKPETHI1 1T HEOOX1AH1 JJ1s1 iX HETalHOTO BUPIIIIEHHS.

[{e mociimKeHHs] He OXOIUTIOE BCIX aCMIEKTIB OMUCY JIHTBICTUYHOTO MPOQ1IIO
aMepUKaHChKOro mnojiTuka. Ha ocHOBI 1i€i poOOTH MOKHA MPOBECTH MOJANBIILY
po3poOKy MoBHHMX mopTpeTiB pizHux nomitukiB CIIA. Hampuknan, pesynbratu
HAIIOTO JIOCTI/DKEHHS MOXYTh OYTH BHUKOPUCTaHI [IJI1 TIOPIBHSHHS CTHIIIO
cninkyBaHHs [[>ko BaiiaeHa 13 CTUISIMU 1HITUX TOJITUYHUX JI1s14iB a00 MonepeaHix

npesuaeHTis CIIA.



