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VERBAL WAYS AND MEANS OF MANIPULATIVE EFFECT IN THE DISCOURSE
OF THE REPUBLICANS ABOUT THE RUSSIAN-UKRAINIAN WAR

0. I. Nazarenko*, O. Ye. Nesterenko™

The article deals with investigating the speech ways of the realization of a manipulative effect in
the discourse of the Republicans about the Russian-Ukrainian war.

The intensive development of political technologies, ever-increasing role of mass media, the
acuteness of the problem of language manipulative potential encourage the increase in attention of
society to the theory and practice of usage of special ways which favour the realization of the
political discourse main functions. The defining feature of political discourse is struggle for power,
which provides for bringing the greatest possible number of supporters to their side, that is why the
subjects of politics should create such a discursive reality which would meet the needs, interests
and expectations of their audience. Description is not an aim of political discourse, its aim is to
persuade a recipient, arouse certain intentions and induce to act.

Political activity has a lot of manifestations, and one of them is war. So, war is part of politics
and, respectively, accepts all its features and characteristics. We consider that war discourse is an
integral component of political discourse. Discourse of the militaries about war, discourse of
politicians about war, discourse of mass media which highlights military operations are classified
as war It’s a well-known fact that war is a continuation of politics with the help of violent means
and is connected with the shift of relationships between the subjects of politics. So, it is obvious that
the war discourse of the aggressor state politicians as well as the discourse of the states which are
the allies of the aggressor state and of those who are interested in waging this war are unduly
manipulative.

Any manipulation is realized by using the certain speech means in particular by speech effect.

Speech effect is the use of the peculiarities of the language system and functioning which have
an increased capability of the effect on the consciousness and conduct of the recipient or recipients
of a message.

American politicians, the representatives of the Republican party, use the following lingual ways
and means to realize the manipulative effect on the audience in their discourse about the Russian-
Ukrainian war: "labelling", stereotypes, comparisons, repeats, coinages, suppression of information
which appears in concealing the certain topics or in their partial presentation.
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BEPBAABHI IIASIXH TA SACOBH MAHIIIYASITHBHOI'O BIIAHBY B
AHUCKYPCI AMEPHKAHCBKHX ITOAITHKIB-PECITYBAIKAHIIB ITPO
POCIACBKO-YKPAIHCBKY BIUHY.

Hazapenxo O. I., HecTepenxo O. €.

Y ecmammi docnidxeHo MOBMEeHHESL WAXU ma 3acobu peanizayii MAaHINYASIMUBHO20 8NUBY 8
OUCKYPCL AMEPUKAHCOKUX NOAIMUKI8-pecnybNIKAHUI8 PO POCIliCbKO-YKPAiHCbKY SIUHY.

InmencugHUllT po38UMOK NOAIMUUHUX MexXHONo02il, saxuea poas 3MI, zocmpoma npobremu
MAHINYSIMUBHO20 NOMEHYIANY MO8U CNPUSIIOMb 3POCMAHHIO Ye8azu cycninbecmsa 0o meopii ma
NpaKmuKu BUKOPUCMAHHSL CNeyiaNbHUX 3acobig, SKL CNpusiiome peanizayii OCHOBHUX (QYHKUILU
nosimuuHozo ouckypcy. BusnauanbHow xapaxkmepucmukow noaimuuHo20 OUCKYPCY € 3MA2AHHSL 30
8nady, ke nepedbauae 3anyueHHs sikomoza 6160l KilbKOCMI NPUXUNbHUKIE Ha ceill b6ik, came
momy cyb’ekmu noaimuku MmaMb cmeopreamu maky OUCKYPCUBHY peanbHicmb, sKa 6
3a0080abHANIA nompebu, iHmepecu ma ouikysaHHs ayoumopii. Memow noaimuuHozo OUCKypcy € He
onuc, a nepeKkoHaHHs adpecama, BUKAUKAHHS Ne8HUX HAMIPI8 Ma CNOHYKAHHSL 00 Oii.

Ionimuuna OdisinbHicme mae bazamo popm ma nposieis, OOHUM 13 AKUX € 8iliHA, mMobmo eiliHa €
YACMUHOI0 NONUMUKU i, 8i0N08I0HO, npuilimae e&ci ii enacmusocmi ma xapaxkmepucmuxu. Mu
88AKAEMO, ULO0 BOEHHULL OUCKYPC € He8l0’eMHOI0 CKIad08010 NOoAiMmuuHozo ouckypcy. o kamezopii
B0€HHO20 OUCKYpPCY Hanexams OUCKYPC BIiliCbKO8UX NpO BilHY, NOJAIMUKI8 Npo e6iliHY, OUucKkypc
3acobig macoeoi iHopmauii, SKi suceimatorome 8ilicbkosl 0ii. Sk 8i0omo, 8illHA € NPOOOBIKEHHAM
NONIMUKU HACUAbHUUBLKUMU 3a.c06amu Ui no8’a3aHa 3i 3MIHOIW0 8I0OHOCUH MK cyb’eKmamu noaimurxu.
OuegudHum € moil paxkm, wWo 80€HHUI OUCKYPC NONIMUKIE 0eprkasu-azpecopa, a maKox OUCKYpcC
noimuKie 0epaKas-cor3HUKI8 KpaiHU-azpecopa ma mux, Xmo 3auyiKkasnieHull Yy eed0eHHi yiei giliHu, €
8Kpail MAHINYJASIMUBHUM.

Byov-sska maHinyasyist 30ilUCHI0EMbCS AUUE UWSIXOM 8UKOPUCMAHHSL NeSHUX MO8HUX 3acobis,
mobmo wWsiIXoMm M08H020 eniugy. MosHuUll enue — ye suKopucmaHHs ocobiusocmeti cucmemu ma
PYHKUYIOHYBAHHSL MOBU 0J151 CMBOPEHHSL NOBIOOMIEHb, KL MAOMb Ni08UUWEHY 30amHiCMb 8NAUBY HA
cgidomicms ma nogediHKyY peyunieHma abo peyunieHmis no8i0OMAEHHSL.

AMEepUKAHCbKL noimuKu-pecnybaikaHyi 3acmocogyoms maki JiH28AIbHI WASXU Ma 3aco0uU ONs
peanizayii MaHiNYAsimueHo20 8NauU8Y HA ayoumopiro Yy c8oemy OUCKYPCL NPO POCiliCbKO-YKpPaiHCbKy
BIlUHY: "HABIUWYBAHHS APAUKIE', cmepeomunu, No8mopu, NOPIBHAHHS, HEON02I3MU, 3AMOBUYBAHHS
IHpopMauii, WO BUSBAIEMBCSL 8 NPUXOBYBAHHI NEBHUX mem abo suwe 8 IXHbOMY uacmrKosomy
BUCBIMIeHHL
Knrwuoei cnoea: MaHinyasmueHUll 8NAU8, NOJIMUUHUL OUCKYPC, 80EHHUI OUCKYPC, OUCKYpC
NoNIMuUKi8 npo 8iliHYy, "HABILLYBAHHS APAUKIE", cmepeomunu, NOPIBHSIHHSL, NOBMOPU, HEOSI02IBMU.

Introduction. The image of war is goals of people so that they correspond
always constituted discursively, that is to the vector of interests of the
why it is appropriate to study war by manipulators. The successful application
studying military discourse. Politicians' of manipulative strategies and tactics
discourse about war is an important will determine the attitude of the people
component of war discourse, as to this war, which will lead to the
politicians  shape their audience's success or failure of certain political
attitudes toward war through their forces.
speeches, comments, and statements. The relevance of the study of the
That is why politicians resort to various manipulativeness of the politicians'
ways of managing mass consciousness, discourse about the war is determined by
namely, communicative tactics of the increased attention of the world to
manipulation and linguistic influence. the russian-Ukrainian war and to the
This influence, as a rule, is aimed at ways and methods of its coverage by
changing the thoughts, motives and politicians all over the world, as well as
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the insufficiency of the research of the
above-mentioned ways and methods in
the war discourse, and especially in the
politicians' discourse about the war.

Analysis of previous research. A
number of works by such prominent
scientists as T. van Dijk, R. Wodak, N.
Fairkloof, A. Vezhbytska, and N.
Chomsky are devoted to the problem of
studying and analyzing verbal means
used to obtain a manipulative influence
on the consciousness of recipients.

Ukrainian philologists, namely O. V.
Dmytruk, V. V. Zirka, O. G. Ruda, also
pay considerable attention to the study
of this problem. A. Hodges, V. Pogonets
in their = works investigate the
peculiarities of military discourse and
the discourse of politicians about war as
its integral component.

The aim of the article. The aim of
this work is the analysis and research of
verbal ways and means used to exert
manipulative influence on the audience
in the discourse of American Republican
politicians about the russian-Ukrainian
war.

Results and Discussion. Modern
scientific research is characterized by the
growth of an interdisciplinary approach
to the study of the problem, and political
linguistics is no exception. Since political
activity is reflected in the mass media,
political discourse should be studied by
taking into account a variety of political
phenomena. Currently, in the
information space, considerable
attention of the audience is focused not
only on individual political leaders, but
also on the coverage of their actions and
deeds in the mass media.

As a result, politics has become one of
the most important elements of the
functioning of modern society, designed
to regulate the relations of people within
this society, as well as to guarantee the
stability of social processes. The
characteristic  features of political
communication are its openness,
orientation in one direction (from the one
who transmits information to the
recipient), heterogeneous and unstable
composition of the audience. The
intensive  development of political
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technologies, the ever-growing role of the
mass media, the acuteness of the
problem of the manipulative potential of
language contribute to the growing
attention of society to the theory and
practice of using special means that
contribute to the realization of the main
functions of political discourse.

T. A. van Dijk characterizes political
discourse as a unity of genres of the
political domain and insists that the
main category for distinguishing political
discourse should be the context, and
notes that certain social categories
constitute the context for the functioning
of a certain text as a political discourse
[4: 127].

In addition, one of the main criteria
for distinguishing political discourse
from other types of discourse is its focus
on the performance of some specific

functions in the political process or
action.

R. Wodak sees political discourse as a
polysemantic phenomenon, in the

formation of which various cultural
spheres are integrated, namely the mass
media, group professional environment,
multilingual communities, systems of
individual assessment [9: xvi]. Thus, she
expands the concept of political
discourse, emphasizing that participants
in political discourse are not only

politicians, but also other recipients
involved in communication, such as
political communities and ordinary
citizens.

The main features of political

discourse are its institutionality (political
subjects are representatives of various
institutions), conventionality (clichés,
idioms, a number of political terms) and
intertextuality (the property of creating
political texts within the scope of
expressing a certain ideology, socio-
cultural norms and values). And it is
these features that determine its basic
functions.

G. Seidel singles out the following
functions of  political discourse:
persuasive, argumentative, persuasive-
functional, and the function of group
association [7: 51].
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The main function of political
discourse can be considered its use as a
tool of political power (struggle for power,
seizure of power, its preservation,
protection and support, stabilization or
redistribution).

The defining characteristic of political
discourse is the competition for power,
which involves attracting as many
supporters as possible to their side,
which is why political actors should
create such a discursive reality that
would satisfy the needs, interests and
expectations of the audience. In addition,
political discourse should be
characterized by simplicity of
understanding in order to be accessible
to everyone.

The effectiveness of political discourse
consists in convincing the addressees -
citizens of a certain society - of the need
for politically correct actions and
conclusions. In other words, the purpose
of political discourse is not description,
but persuasion of the addressee, evoking
certain intentions and prompting to
action.

But political activity has many forms
and manifestations, one of which is war.
According to the famous Prussian
commander, military reformer, theorist
and historian, whose work "On War"
became decisive for the development of
the foundations of military science, Carl
von Clausewitz, "war is not something
else, but the continuation of politics by
other ways and means" [3: 361 |. That is,
war is a part of politics and, accordingly,
takes on all its properties and
characteristics.

Therefore, taking into account the
above, we believe that the discourse of
war is an integral part of the political
discourse.

No war is possible without broad
public support, and politicians win this
support by finding the right approaches
to their audiences.

Military discourse characterizes the
use of language and social interaction as
a mediating element in the initiation,
conduct and discussion of a political
armed conflict. War, as an organized and
purposeful form of group action, depends

108

in some way on the organizational
capacity of discourse to create integrity
and strengthen support in one's own
community and to clearly define the
enemy group and direct the struggle
against it, to legitimize the use of lethal
weapons (actual or potential) in the eyes
of its  citizens and international
community.

According to Adam Hodges, the key
elements of military discourse are the
rhetoric of a call to arms, a clear
discursive delineation of social identities,
and the creation of linguistic means to
legitimize and heroize military actions
and the use of arms [6: 1].

As Pogonets V. V. notes. "by military
discourse we understand the text as a
communicative subsystem of speech in
combination with non-speech -
pragmatic, socio-cultural, psychological
and other factors" [2: 68]. Military
discourse examines war in both its
historical and contemporary forms.

The category of military discourse
includes the discourse of the military
about the war, politicians about the war,
and the discourse of mass media
covering military operations. The content
of the discourse is centered around the
basic concept, which is the topic of the
discourse (for example, the discourse of
the Second World War, and now we can
talk about the discourse of Russia's war
with Ukraine). Analyzing its linguistic
and extra-linguistic components together
enables us to systematically investigate
and describe the various structures and
strategies that are typical and
characteristic of military discourse.

"War is a socio-political phenomenon,
which is one of the forms of resolution of
socio-political, economic, ideological,
national, territorial, religious and other
contradictions between states, peoples,
nations, classes, social groups by means
of armed violence. War is a continuation
of politics by violent means and is
associated with a change in relations
between political subjects." [1: 4: 57].
Thus, it is obvious that the war
discourse of the politicians of the
aggressor state, as well as the discourse
of the politicians of the allies of the
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aggressor state and those who are
interested in waging this war, is
extremely manipulative.

Any manipulation is carried out only
through the use of certain language

means, that is, through Ilinguistic
influence.
Linguistic influence is the use of

features of the language system and
functioning in order to create messages
that have an increased ability to
influence  the  consciousness and
behavior of the recipient or recipients of
the message.

T. A. van Dijk considers manipulation
as a versatile phenomenon. The scientist
believes that manipulation is a
communicative and interactive practice,
which suggests that the manipulator,
acting in his own interests, should
establish control over other people,
usually against their will. The main
property of manipulation is abuse of
power. A manipulator who pursues his
own goals and interests forces people to
commit certain actions that are in the
sphere of the interests of the
manipulator and contradict the interests
of those who are being manipulated [S:
364].

From the point of view of R. Wodak

"Manipulation is a peculiar form of
persuasion. The difference is that
persuasion implies the fact that

interlocutors have the opportunity to
think and act according to their own
views and opinions, based on which they
accept or not the arguments of the
person who is persuading them.
Manipulation, in turn, makes victims of
those who are manipulated, who are
deprived of the  opportunity to
understand the true intentions and
designs of the manipulator, and who are
not aware of the real consequences that
will entail the actions and views that the
manipulator imposes on them" [8: 393 |.
T. A. van Dijk notes the presence of
legitimate and illegitimate social
practices. Legitimate ones involves
informing, and illegitimate ones consist
of all forms of interaction that are in the
addressee's interests and against the
recipients' interests. Manipulation,
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according to T. A. van Dijk, is an
illegitimate social practice that creates
inequality in any democratic society [5:
379].

The basic features of the military

discourse of politicians are
aggressiveness, pressure,
persuasiveness, audacity, emotionality,

persistence, advocacy of one's own point
of view, which entails the use of the
whole range of linguistic manipulative
strategies and tactics.

American Republican politicians are
notorious for their negative attitude
towards Ukraine and support for putin's
russia in the war against Ukraine, and it
is their war discourse on this topic that
is characterized by a high level of
manipulativeness.

One of the most common manipulative
techniques is "labeling". This technique
consists in choosing unmotivated,
biased, offensive, emotionally colored
characteristics to denote a person, an
idea or any social phenomenon. Such
"labels" cause a negative attitude of the
audience to the subject being discussed.

Madison Cawthorn a former member
of the US House of Representatives from
the Republican Party, had the following
to say about our country and its
President shortly after russia's full-scale
invasion of our territory: "Remember that
Zelenskyy is a thug. Remember that the
Ukrainian government is incredibly
corrupt and it is incredibly evil and
has been pushing WOKE ideologies'
[1]. The use of powerful negative axioms,
such as '"thug" to characterize the
Ukrainian president, "incredibly corrupt
and incredibly evil", "WOKE ideology"
(ideology of racial hatred) to characterize
the government of Ukraine, is aimed at
forming a negative attitude towards our
country in the mass American audience
at a time when we desperately need
support of our partners in the fight
against the enemy.

Lauren Witzke, a former candidate for
the Senate from the Republican Party,
notorious for her extreme right-wing
views, also resorts to "labeling": "I'm kind
of confused why they're telling us to
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stand with Ukraine when it seems that
everybody affiliated or standing with
Ukraine is either transgender, a
Satanist, or a straight up Nazi' [2] . In
this statement, the role of "labels" is
played by negatively colored nominative
units such as "transgender", "Satanist",
"a straight up Nazi", which are used to
discredit in the eyes of the average
American the rival party, namely the
Democrats, who support Ukraine.

The  manipulative technique of
"labeling" is quite common among radical
Republicans, this is how the American
political blogger and activist, a member
of the right wing of the Republican Party
Candace Owens defines the activities of
our President: "President Zelensky is a
very bad character who is working
with globalists like Soros and Clinton
against the interests of his own people"
[3]. Calling President Zelensky a "bad
hero", the blogger accuses him of
cooperating with globalists, knowing that
the American everymen see globalism as
the destruction of their economy. Thus,
the use of these negative language units
is aimed at deepening distrust both in
the leaders of our state and in
discriminating against world leaders who
support us.

Steven Bannon, a businessman and
investment banker, the chief manager of
Donald Trump's election company, does
not shy away from the manipulative
technique of "labeling": "Every member
of Conservative Inc. that backs this
Ukraine war is a simp' [4]. This
politician calls every member of the
British ruling party, where everyone is
known to support Ukraine, ungrateful
and not sufficiently appreciative of the
long-standing support of Britain by the
United States.

Another manipulative technique that
can often be found in the speeches and
statements of Republicans are
stereotypes. A stereotype is a simplified
idea accepted in society about anything
that is not based on a person's own

experience. These ideas have such
characteristics as emotionality, stability,
axiomaticity, evaluability and,

accordingly, can influence the behavior
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and judgment of people under certain

circumstances, and thus have a
sufficiently high potential for
manipulativeness.

This is what Roger Stone, an American
political consultant, lobbyist, member of
the right wing of the Republican Party,
says about the United States' aid to
Ukraine: "There are in fact bio labs in
Ukraine  funded by our tax
dollars...Putin is acting defensively. Why
are we funding this? " [5]. Since the
collapse of the USSR, putin's russia has
consistently accused the United States of
funding biological weapons laboratories,
which, as they say, are located on the
territory of the former republics of the
Soviet Union. Americans have refuted
this information many times, presenting
convincing evidence, but a Republican
politician uses this stale stereotype to
negatively influence American society
regarding aid to Ukraine.

The odious Tucker Carlson, a
Republican, a conservative political
propagandist and a TV host, a justifier of
Russian fascism and putinism, declared
in one of his programs: "While members
of both parties in Washington rail against
Russian President Vladimir Putin, it is
China that is on its way to
controlling the world" [6]. Exploiting
the fears of ordinary American voters
that the US will lose its superpower
status to China, its perennial economic,
military and scientific rival, he uses the
old stereotype of China's aspirations for
world leadership to distract his audience
from the threat of aggression and
tyranny from putin's russia , which hung
over all of Europe.

This politician also uses repetition in
his statements. Repetition of the same
maxims draws the audience's attention
to them, and thereby fixes this
information in the minds and memories
of the recipients. Thus, the audience is
under both linguistic and psychological
pressure. "Here's the weird thing. By any
actual reality-based measure, Viadimir
Putin is not losing the war in
Ukraine. He is not losing the war in
Ukraine and Joe Biden looks at that and
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says we won't stop until you offer an
unconditional surrender” [7].

Marjorie Taylor Greene, an American
far-right  politician, a  Republican
candidate for the US House of
Representatives in the 2020 elections,
also resorts to repetition in her
comments. "You see Ukraine just kept
poking the bear, poking the bear,
which is Russia, and Russia invaded.
And the hard truth is that Russia is being
very successful in their invasion" [8].
Repeating the phrase "poking the bear"
(playing with fire) and russia, the author
shifts the blame for the start of the war
to Ukraine, manipulating the
consciousness of her readers, she
distorts reality, painting a completely
opposite picture.

Right-wing Republicans also use
comparisons in their speeches and
comments. Comparison allows the

author to establish similarities between
two objects, even if they are completely
different. Comparison is additional
emotional information that expresses the
author's subjective assessment and
evokes in the mind of the addressee a
number of associations that are
beneficial for the manipulator.

Here is one of the statements of Stu
Peters, a far-right media person, a
Republican, in one of his radio shows:
"The ethnic Russians in Ukraine are
like our Jan. 6 protesters and the deep
state wants to crush them for the same
reason they want to crush the Jan. 6
protesters” [9]. Comparing ethnic
russians living in Ukraine to the illegal
mobs of Donald Trump supporters who
stormed the White House after his 2020
presidential defeat, the host casts reality
in a distorted light, noting that ethnic
russians in Ukraine are subjected to
such the same oppression and
punishments as criminals in the USA.

Speaking about linguistic techniques
and means of manipulation, it is worth
mentioning neologisms. Neologisms are
new words or phrases that are coined to
denote some new, previously unknown
object or phenomenon, which is why all
participants in communication feel the
unusualness of such a word or phrase.
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Neologisms are  emotionally-colored
units, with high expressive potential,
which always attract the attention of the
audience, and that is why they are quite
a popular tool for manipulators.

Here is one of the statements of the
above-mentioned Marjorie Taylor Greene:
"NATO has been supplying the neo-Nazis
in Ukraine with powerful weapons and
extensive training on how to use them.
What the hell is going on with these
#NATONazis? " [10]. The neologism
“NatoNazis” is used by a politician, who
is a member of the Republican Party, to
discredit the NATO member states for
their support of Ukraine in its fair fight
against the aggressor for its
independence.

A common manipulative tool is also
the silencing of information, which is
manifested in the concealment of certain
topics or only in their partial coverage.
Such silencing is used for the purpose of
actual deception by deliberately ignoring
some facts and their consequences.

It is worth considering one of the
statements of Donald Trump, the leader
of the Republican Party and an ardent
supporter of good relations with russia:
"putin is taking over a country for
two dollars worth of sanctions. I'd say
that's pretty smart” [11]. In this case,
there is a purposeful silencing the fact
that Western sanctions have dealt a
devastating blow to the russian economy,
the consequences of which will intensify
over the next decades and may very well
cause the complete economic collapse of
the russian federation.

Conclusions and Perspectives.
Politicians' discourse about war, as a
type of political discourse, is highly
manipulative because politicians are
interested in winning over as large an
audience as possible. This is exactly the
discourse of American Republican
politicians about the Russian-Ukrainian
war, which is aimed at convincing their
voters of the need to support Russia in
this war by tarnishing Ukraine and
devaluing its role in protecting the whole
of Europe from an arbitrary aggressor.
This manipulation is implemented
through linguistic influence when using
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certain verbal techniques and tools, various types of discourse concerning the
which are described in this article. We implementation of manipulative
can see the prospects of researching the influence in them by using all possible
problem in the further analysis of linguistic methods and means.
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