SSOAR

Open Access Repository

Images of Russia in American Political Discourse:

Verbal Representations

Stepanova, Ekaterina; Shaheen, Hamdy

Verdffentlichungsversion / Published Version
Zeitschriftenartikel / journal article

Empfohlene Zitierung / Suggested Citation:

Stepanova, E., & Shaheen, H. (2024). Images of Russia in American Political Discourse: Verbal Representations.
Paradigms of Management, Economics and Law, 1, 7-15. https://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:de:0168-ssoar-94319-9

Nutzungsbedingungen:

Dieser Text wird unter einer CC BY-NC-ND Lizenz
(Namensnennung-Nicht-kommerziell-Keine  Bearbeitung) zur
Verfligung gestellt. Ndhere Ausklinfte zu den CC-Lizenzen finden
Sie hier:
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/deed.de

gesis

Leibniz-Institut
fiir Sozialwissenschaften

Terms of use:

This document is made available under a CC BY-NC-ND Licence
(Attribution-Non Comercial-NoDerivatives). For more Information
see:

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0

Mitglied der

Leibniz-Gemeinschaft ;‘


http://www.ssoar.info
https://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:de:0168-ssoar-94319-9
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/deed.de
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0

NMONMNTUYHECKOE YIMNPABJIEHUE

POLITICAL MANAGEMENT

VIIK 81'33:327(470)

OBPA3 POCCUN B AMEPUKAHCKOM MNMOJIMTUYECKOM OUCKYPCE:
BEPBAJIbHbIE PEMNPE3EHTALUU

Exarepuna Bragumuposna Crenanosa
Bonrorpaackuit uactutyt ynpasiaenus — punuan PAHXul'C,
r. Bosrorpan, Poccuiickas ®@eneparus

Xamau Hlaxun
Yuusepcurer Onp Mancypsl, Mancypa, Eruner

AHHOTauuA. Beedenue. B cTaTbe MPOBOJUTCS aHATN3 KAYECTBEHHBIX BEpOAIbHBIX perpe-
3eHTaIui oopa3a Poccuu B aMepruKaHCKUX MOJTUTHYECKUX BBICTYIUICHUSIX B mepuo ¢ ¢eBpans 2022
o ¢eBpans 2024.

Memoost. O6bem n3ydeHHoro marepuaia coctasmi 200 000 3HaKoB W BKIFOYA 0K0Jo S50
MyOJIMYHBIX BBICTYIJICHUH U TPAHCKPHUIIIHI MTpecc-KOH(EepEHIIN TOTUTHUYECKOTO K BOSHHOTO PYKO-
BOJICTBa. B mccienoBaHny KUCIOJIb30BATUCH CPABHUTEINIbHBIN, HHTEPIPETAIIMOHHBINA, KOHIIETITYalIb-
HEII U OIACATEIbHBIA METOIBI.

Ananu3z. B ananuzupyeMoM maTepuaie BbISBICHbI TUIIWYHbBIC, TIOBTOPSAIOIINECS KOHIICTITHI,
cBs3aHHbIE ¢ Poccuell, KoTopble BCTPEUaroTCsl BO BCEX pacCMAaTPUBAEMBbIX TEKCTaX; MEpeAaloT Hera-
TUBHBIN 00pa3 Poccuu B sI3bIKOBOM CO3HAHUU aMEPUKAHCKOW JIMHTBOKYJIBTYPBI; ObUIH TaK)Ke BbISIB-
JIEHBbI HOBBIE 00pa3bl, CBA3aHHbBIE C TEKYIIEH MOJTUTUIECKOM MOBECTKOM THSI.

Pezynomamepl. ABTOPBI MPEACTABISAIOT PE3YNIbTAaThl U3YUEHUS MAHUITYJISATUBHBIX TaKTUK U
BEepOATBHBIX CPEJCTB UX peaIU3allii B paMKax perpe3eHTallly KOHIIEeNTyalbHoro oopaza Poccuu B
COBPEMEHHOM aMEPUKAHCKOM IMOJIMTUYECKOM JUCKypce. Bblo ompeneneHo, 4to cpeacTBa HOMUHA-
UM W BepOalbHBIC pEMpe3cHTAIMH JeTePMUHUPOBaHbl KoHIentamu «NO freedom of speechy,
«corruptiony, «weak evil enemyy, «appalling tyranny», «human rights violations», «authoritarian na-
ture», «totalitarian state», «threat to democracy», «axis of evily, «inevitable defeat» Taxxe ucmoss-
3YIOTCS IPUEMBI MAHUTTYTHPOBAHUS, BKIIFOUAIOIIME HUBEIMPOBAaHNE (PAKTOB U MPOTUBOIIOCTABICHUS
3HAYCHUH.

KrnioueBble crnoBa: mojauTHYECKHd JUCKYpPC, KOHIENTyalbHbIe 00pa3bl, 00pa3 Poccum,

Bep6aJ'ILHLIC peIpe3CHTaI 1.
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Abstract. Introduction. The article analyzes qualitative verbal representations of the image
of Russia in American political speeches from February 2022 to February 2024.

Methods. The volume of the studied material amounted to 200,000 characters and included
about 50 public speeches and transcriptions of press conferences of the political and military leader-
ship. The study used comparative, interpretive, conceptual and descriptive methods.

Analysis. The analyzed material reveals typical, recurring concepts associated with Russia,
which are found in all the texts under consideration; convey a negative image of Russia in the lin-
guistic consciousness of American linguistic culture; New images related to the current political
agenda were also identified.

Results. The authors present the results of a study of manipulative tactics and verbal means
of their implementation within the framework of the representation of the conceptual image of Russia
in modern American political discourse. It was determined that the means of nomination and verbal
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representations are determined by the concepts “no freedom of speech”, “corruption”, “weak evil
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enemy”’, “appalling tyranny”, “human rights violations”, “authoritarian nature”, “totalitarian state”,
“threat to democracy”, “axis of evil”, “inevitable defeat”, manipulation techniques are also used, in-
cluding leveling facts and contrasting meanings.

Keywords: political discourse, conceptual images, image of Russia, verbal representations.

Introduction

Studying political discourse in the context of public speeches of the leaders of US military in
the period of 2022-2024 is of significance in current conditions and contributes to the development
of concept studies, linguistic pragmatics, and communication theory [3], [10].

The political texts are of particular interest for the study of verbal strategies, manipulation
tactics and stylistic features of creating images of some States, since their goal is not only to convey
relevant information about countries, their actions but also to build certain attitudes, provoke an emo-
tional response, and encourage a certain behavior in recipients [2].
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Dynamics of linguistic and cultural features of conceptual images of Russia at the pragmatic,
ideological, and information levels in the political speeches of the US leadership has particular fea-
tures typical the American narrative related to an enemy state. Pragmatic specificity of political dis-
course is of particular interest from a linguistic and cultural point of view [9]. The texts of political
discourse are aimed at persuading the addressee based on existing patterns in his ideas and linguistic
means of implementation corresponding to the goals, which are correlated with contextual expecta-
tions [10]. Primarily, linguistic means of the lexical level are used to broadcast an information mes-
sage, as well as to form certain key concepts in the cognitive structure of political discourse aimed at
a context-determined way of interpreting information and the deployment of value settings of the
message [5].

Materials and Methods

The representation of the image of Russia in American political speeches has not been suffi-
ciently studied in current situation of special military operation from pragmatic, communicative and
cognitive perspective in linguistics. The purpose of the article is to consider some linguistic and prag-
matic feature of the representation of Russia in public political speeches in the English language based
on the discourse of the American military leadership in 2022-2024. The authors also study the lin-
guistic and pragmatic strategies as well as manipulative tactics used in the texts. The volume of the
studied material amounted to 200,000 characters and included about 50 public speeches and tran-
scriptions of press conferences of political and military leadership. Comparative, interpretive, con-
ceptual, and descriptive methods were used in the study.

Analysis

The addressee’s ideas are part of certain linguistic reality, therefore the effectiveness of the
impact of the transmitted message is determined by the choice of linguistic means that translate or
rely on existing patterns in the consciousness [1], [5]. Thus, in order to determine the most significant
concepts and semantic components for the recipient, verbalized by language units in the type of text
under study, it is necessary to study the context and pattern of use of some language units, their
synonymous series, compatibility options, taking into account the functional orientation of the broad-
cast message.

The image of a state in political speeches impacts public perception, cultural superstructures
and ideas. The study of public political speeches in the context of the images of states they form in
different time periods acquires significance in current conditions and contributes to the development
of communication theory, and rhetoric.

Relations between the US and Russian are characterized by conflicting political interests, Cold
War history; over the past few years, tensions have intensified, which is reflected in the conceptual
images of Russia broadcast in political discourse and the linguistic means applied. The reflection of
topics related to Russia in political speeches and the image being formed are associated with certain
stereotypical ideas, implemented at the formal level with the help of cultural associative ties.

According to E. I. Sheigal, when implementing social institutional interaction, two directions
of communication can be distinguished: from institution to society and from society to institution

[11], [6].
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This study examines the first direction through the prism of examining the emerging conceptual
images of Russia in public political speeches in American foreign policy. This type of communication
is aimed at an internal loyal audience with similar values to form, maintain or change conceptual ideas
about Russia in order to satisfy existing or newly emerging needs and requests [7], [11].

Research outcome

It should be noted that the verbal representation of Russia in the political discourse of the
American leadership during the entire period under review from the beginning of 2022 to 2024 is
carried out in an exclusively negative manner. In the analyzed material, typical, repeating concepts
associated with Russia were identified which are found in all the texts under consideration; they con-
vey a negative image of Russia in the linguistic consciousness of American linguistic culture; new
images related to the current political agenda were also identified.

As a result of the study, the following concepts can be attributed to the first linguistic and
cultural category of conceptual images of formed with the help of associative verbal fields: no
freedom of speech — 24 cases (“Ukraine will never be victories for Russia, for free people refuse to
live in a world of hopelessness and darkness”. “Russian efforts to suppress freedom of expression
and peaceful assembly are a matter of deep concern to us and the international community”. “Rus-
sian and Belarusian nationals complicit in hindering the work of independent media”), corruption
— 14 cases (“They share the corrupt gains of the Kremlin policies and should share in the pain as
well”. “Russia and its 'corrupt billionaires". “Share in the corrupt gains of Russian policies”); hu-
man rights violations — 18 cases (“Russia has engaged in activities which are — we believe are
contrary to international norms”. “Inquiry investigates Russia’s violations and abuses of human
rights in Ukraine”. “Russia has shamelessly violated the core tenets of the United Nations char-
ter...”); authoritarian nature — 12 cases (“China and Russia represent the central axis of expansive
authoritarianism”, “autocrat” Vladimir Putin was right to say that relations were at their lowest
point”, “coordinate policy changes that can contain rampant authoritarian aggression”); totalitarian
state — 14 cases (“Our ally democracies are under attack from terrorists, from tyrants, from totali-
tarianism”. “US seeks to counter the authoritarian pull of Russia”, “...totalitarian mindset inherited
from the Soviet Union”, “reasonable these days to describe Russia as a totalitarian state”); threat
to global democracy — 13 cases (“We must act now to fight terror, protect civilians, and maintain
democracy in Israel, Gaza, Ukraine, and Taiwan” “...threats from Russia, Iran, North Korea, and to
stand up for democracy and human rights”, “to defend their homelands, and to safeguard democratic
ideals™); axis of evil — 11 cases (“There's an axis of evil in the world: China, Russia, North Korea”.
“China has engaged in activities that Russia and many other activities that — that others have en-
gaged in in terms of intimidation and dealing with other countries”); inevitable defeat — 11 cases
(“Putin has already lost this war”. “Russia will never defeat Ukraine”. “There is “no possibility” of
Russian President Vladimir Putin winning the war in Ukraine”. “Russia has already lost. It cannot

meet its original objective which it stated. It's not possible™).
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It should also be noted the following conceptual images of Russia, which were found in the
general array of political speeches no more than twice: despotism, excessive centralization, unac-
countable management system, opaque state, low tolerance to the opposition, propaganda. Thus,
the described concepts associated with Russia are universal for American political discourse and
are found in all the texts studied.

The type of concepts demonstrates a reactionary view of Russia as an autocracy, legitimizes
the identity of the United States as a leader of democracy and freedom in opposition to a repressive
and undemocratic Russia, and reflects concerns about militarism and the strengthening of statehood.
Russia is portrayed as a mirror image of the American system in a significantly simplified and unfa-
vorable form. It should be noted that the concepts partially coincide with the ideas of the Cold War,
which are relevant for a significant part of American linguistic culture.

Another group of ideas about Russia is implemented at the formal level with the help of lin-
guistic and cultural associations with the current political agenda and vary over different periods of
time. Previously, one of the main associative images of Russia in the political discourse of the US
leadership was cyber threat and interference in the American elections. However, in the studied ma-
terial those issues were seldom mentioned (“Russia's aggressive actions — interfering with our elec-
tions, cyber-attacks, poisoning its citizens — are over”. “The budget helps us counter the belligerence
we see from Russia, particularly in the cyber realm”). The topic was replaced with new perspective
of threat to economy of the Nord Stream (“this pipeline is a Russian geopolitical project intended to
divide Europe and weaken European energy security”).

Thus, in 2022-2024, the following conceptual images of Russia can be attributed to this group
of linguistic and cultural categories: unprovoked aggressor, weak evil enemy, and appalling tyranny.

Based on the principle of frequency, in the American political discourse of 2022—-2024, asso-
ciative-verbal fields of the conceptual image of an inept weak enemy were identified, which we also
divided into two groups. The first group included images that describe the current situation: signifi-
cant military casualties — significant military losses — 29 cases, failed offensive — 17 cases, zero prob-
ability of Russian victory — 31 cases, lost war — 14 cases, indiscriminate shelling — 7 cases. The second
group includes negative descriptions of the general state of the Russian army: poorly trained and
equipped — 27 cases, low discipline and moral — 22 cases, lack in leadership — 19 cases, poor defense
industry — 9 cases.

Linguistic means at the lexical and grammatical level are highly emotional due to repetitions
(“So the troops that are manning those Russian lines are poorly trained, poorly equipped”), epithets
(““...the Russians lack in leadership, they lack will, the morale is poor, and their discipline is erod-
ing... but Russian leadership miscalculated”), paraphrases (“Russia right now is on its back™), hy-
perbole (“Russia has made one of the greatest strategic errors Russia's ever made”).

To achieve the established pragmatic objectives of creating an image of weakness and inepti-
tude, manipulative techniques are widely applied including levelling facts (“...the Russians have
failed every single time”. “Ukraine repels Russian aerial attacks”. “Russia achieving its strategic ob-

jectives of conquering Ukraine...”). Another manipulative tactics is the distortion and omissions of
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information (“So the Russian situation is not very good, even though they’ve been fighting a fight
because of the minefields. ...demoralized the Russian military”), opposition of “democracy — tyr-
anny” (“liberate their country’s sovereign territory from Russian occupation”. “Russia has been wag-
ing a cruel and reckless war of choice against its peaceful and democratic neighbor. Ukraine is de-
fending freedom against Russian tyranny”).

Qualitative verbal representations and means of nomination of various population groups are
expressed through the opposition of concepts, including lexical oppositions (the wars we see in Israel
and Ukraine are part of an existential struggle between fascism and freedom, despotism and democracy,
might and right; dictator can wake up one day and decide to annex the property of his peaceful neighbor;
Russia’'s illegal and immoral invasion seeks to subjugate an independent nation and oppress a free peo-
ple; Ukraine is defending freedom against Russian tyranny; Russia has been waging a cruel and reckless
war of choice against its peaceful and democratic neighbor. The use of the antithesis technique in the
given examples allows us to qualitatively contrast the essential characteristics of population groups
whose verbal representations are built on the mutually exclusive meanings of the concepts of freedom
and despotism, peace and war, law and lawlessness, democracy and terror. By creating an emotional
image through the use of units with the meaning of opposition, confrontation, the addresser emphasizes
the conflict, contradiction of the characterized groups and the described events.

Conclusion

The speeches of the American political leadership are determined by the pragmatic goals of
achieving loyalty in the domestic arena through an active foreign policy position, as well as promoting
a sound foreign policy. The representation of the image of Russia at the end of 2022 is carried out
exclusively in a negative way on the basis of dehumanization; manipulative tactics of exaggeration,
distortion, leveling of facts, agonistic and mixed speech strategies, evaluative verbal means are used,
constructing the image of an aggressor professing values opposed to the Western audience, as well as
significant military threats — in the early 2024 in terms of discussion and answers to questions from
political leaders.

Prospects for further research of the topic include identifying a broader list of verbal represen-
tations, as well as systematizing the manipulative tactics used and verbal means of their implementation
in American political discourse; carrying out an in-depth comparison of quantitative and qualitative
indicators, involving the identification of a wider list and subsequent classification of the linguistic
means used to designate different groups in different chronological periods.
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