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Abstract. Political discourse plays a critical role in shaping ideologies, influencing
public perception, and reinforcing power structures across different political systems. This
article examines the rhetorical strategies, framing techniques, and ideological constructs
that political figures use to transmit ideologies and maintain control. Through a comparative
discourse analysis of political speeches and government communications from various global
contexts, this study investigates how political discourse shapes public perception and social
control. The research also identifies the most commonly employed rhetorical strategies and
discusses how political discourse functions as a tool for persuasion and identity formation in
both democratic and politically centralized systems. The findings highlight the dynamic and
influential nature of political discourse in shaping political realities, contributing to debates
on language and power in contemporary societies.
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MNOJUTUYECKHA TUCKYPC KAK SHAYMMAS OBJIACTD
JIMHI'BUCTHYECKHUX UCCIIEJOBAHUHA

Annomayus. Ilonumuueckuii OUCKypc uepaem Kaouegyro poib 8 (poOpMupo8aHuu Uoeonio2utl,
BIUAHUU HA 00U eCMBEHHOe 80CNpUAmMuUe U YKpenieHuu 61ACMHbIX CIMPYKMYP 6 PA3IUYHbIX
nonumuyeckux cucmemax. B cmamve paccmampusaromcs pumopuyeckue cmpameuu,
MexHuKY Gpetimunea U uoeoiocuiecKkue KOHCMpPYKYuu, Komopvle NOoNumuyeckue oesameinu
UCnoNbL3yIOm 0Jis1 nepeoadu uoeono2utl U nodoepicanus Koumponus. Illymem cpagnumenbHozo
AHAU3A NOTUMUYECKUX BLICMYNACHUN U NPABUMENbCMBEHHBIX KOMMYHUKAYUL 8 PA3TUYHBIX
MUPOBLIX KOHMEKCAX UCCTIedYemcsl, KaK NOAUMU4ecKull OUCKypc hopmupyem ooujecmeentoe
gocnpusimue U CoYuanbHbli KOHmpoaws. Mcciedosanue maxoice vlsagisiem Hauboniee uyacmo
Ucnonb3yemvle pumopuyeckue cmpamecuu u oocyxcoaem, Kak NOIUMUHECKUL OUCKYDC
QyuKyuoHupyem 6 xaiecmee UHCMPyMenma yoexrcoenus u GopMuposanus UoeHmudHoCmu
KaK 8 0eMOKpamu4ecKux, max u 6 NOIUMuYecKu YeHmpaiu3o8autvlx cucmemax. Pezynomamoi
NOOYEPKUBAIOM  OUHAMUYHLIL U GIUAMENbHBIU XapaKkmep NOIUMUYecKoeo OUCKypca 6
Gopmuposanuy NOIUMUYECKOU pPealbHOCMU, 8HOCS 8KAAO 8 OUCKYCCUU O A3bIKE U GACMU 8
cospemeHHOM obujecmae.

Kniouegvle cnosa: nonumuueckuti OUCKYpc, NCUXOTUHBUCUKA, PUMOPpUYecKUe Cmpamezu,
CpasHUmMenbHblll OUCKYPC-aHANU3, 00UjecmeeHHoe gocnpusmue, peumune, noIumuyecKas
KOMMYHUKAYUSL.

SIYOSIY DISKURS LINGVISTIK TADQIQOTNING MUHIM SOHASI
SIFATIDA

Annotatsiya. Siyosiy diskurs turli siyosiy tizimlarda ideologiyalarni shakllantivishda,
jamoatchilik fikriga ta sir ko rsatishda va hokimiyat tuzilmalarini mustahkamlashda muhim
rol o ‘ynaydi. Ushbu maqgolada siyosiy yetakchilarning o ‘z siyosiy qarashlarini yetkazishda
fovdalanadigan ritorik strategiyalari, freyming texnikalari va mafkuraviy konstruktsiyalari
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tahlil qgilinadi. Dunyoning turli hududlarida siyosiy nutqlar va hukumatning jamoatchilik
bilan alogalari giyosiy tahlil qilinadi va shu asosda, siyosiy diskurs jamoatchilik fikri va
ijtimoiy nazoratni qanday shakllantirishi ko ‘rib chigiladi. Tadgiqotda, shuningdek, eng
ko ‘p qo llaniladigan ritorik strategiyalar batafsil yoritib beriladi hamda mazkur siyosiy
diskursning ham demokratik, ham siyosiy jihatdan markazlashgan tizimlarda ishontirish va
yetakchilarning o ‘zini namoyon etish vositasi sifatida qanday ishlashi muhokama qilinadi.
Natijalar siyosiy diskursning siyosiy haqiqatlarni shakllantirishdagi dinamik va tasirchan
xarakterga ega ekanligini aniq misollar orqali ko ‘rsatib beradi va zamonaviy jamiyatda til va
hokimiyat bo ‘yicha muhokamalarga uchun muhim ilmiy asos taqdim etadi.

Kalit so zlar: siyosiy diskurs, psixolingvistika, ritorik strategiyalar, qiyosiy diskurs tahlili,
Jjamoatchilik fikri, freyming, siyosiy mulogot.

Introduction. Political discourse is a significant and specialized field within linguistic studies,
reflecting the growing recognition of the role that language plays in shaping, transmitting,
and reinforcing political ideologies and power structures. As a subfield of discourse analysis,
political discourse focuses on how political actors, including politicians, governments, and
political institutions, use language to influence public opinion, legitimize authority, and
consolidate power. Central to this field is the recognition that political language is deeply
intertwined with processes of social control and ideological transmission [22].

This article explores how political discourse operates as a tool for transmitting ideologies
and maintaining social control across different political systems. Specifically, this research
investigates how political actors use language to encode their ideologies, shape public opinion,
and maintain power in various global contexts. By examining the role of rhetorical strategies,
framing techniques, and ideological constructs within political discourse, this paper employs
a comparative discourse analysis methodology, analyzing key political speeches, media
discourse, and government communications from various political systems to uncover the
strategies political figures use to shape public opinion. In particular, the study addresses two
central questions: first, how political discourse shapes public perception and social control
across different political systems; and second, what rhetorical strategies political figures
commonly use to influence public discourse.

The objective of this article is to provide a comprehensive understanding of political
discourse as a tool for social influence and persuasion, while also identifying the variations in
discourse strategies employed in different political systems. Furthermore, this study draws on
theoretical frameworks from critical discourse analysis (CDA), s0c1011ngulst1cs and rhetorical
studies to provide a comparative analysis of political discourse in varying global contexts.

Literature Review. The study of political discourse emerged from broader linguistic
traditions, particularly within the fields of critical discourse analysis (CDA) and sociolinguistics.
Foundational work by scholars like Michel Foucault [11] and Norman Fairclough [9] laid
the groundwork for understanding discourse as a means through which social power and
dominance are produced and reproduced. Foucault’s theory of discourse emphasizes that
language is not just a reflection of reality but a tool for constructing it, a perspective that has
proven critical in analyzing how political figures use language to shape ideological narratives
[11]. Building on this foundation, Fairclough’s critical discourse analysis further elucidated
the relationship between dlscourse power, and ideology, focusing on how political actors use
language to establish hegemony [10] Political discourse is thus seen not only as the language
of politicians but also as a mechanism through which power relations in society are reinforced
and challenged. A prominent Dutch scholar Teun A. van Dijk expanded these ideas, focusing
specifically on how elites use language to maintain power, with his work forming the basis for
much of the contemporary study of political discourse [21], [22].
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and ‘emotional processes that political discourse triggers in the public. George Lakoft’s work
on framing (2016) has been instrumental in this area, emphasizing how political actors use
specific language frames to influence how issues are perceived and understood by the public.

In this work, Lakoff argues that metaphors and frames are not just rhetorical devices but are
central to shaping cognitive structures, affecting how voters process information and make
political decisions [14]. Further exploring the psychological dimensions of political discourse,
Charteris-Black’s (2014) work on rhetoric and leadership examines how politicians use
metaphor and rhetoric to evoke emotional responses from voters. His analysis of political
speeches shows how leaders use language not only to communicate policies but to create
emotional bonds with their audiences, influencing voter behavior through carefully crafted
emotional appeals [5]. This growing intersection of psycholinguistics and political discourse
analysis reflects a broader trend in the field, with researchers increasingly focusing on the
emotional and cognitive impact of political language on audiences. Another contemporary
focus is the manipulative and deceptive aspects of political discourse, particularly in the context
of disinformation and fake news, which have become prevalent in the digital age. Kreidlin’s
(2014) work explores how polltlcal actors deliberately obscure truth or distort information to
shape public opinion. This is especially relevant in structured political regimes, where state
control over media and discourse is used to maintain political dominance. Kreidlin’s analysis of
manipulative speech and its prevalence in media discourse underlines the critical need to study
how political language can obscure reality and shape ideological narratives in undemocratic
systems [13].

Analysis and Discussion. Political discourse is distinct in that it is inherently persuasive
and performative. Politicians and political actors carefully craft their language to influence
public opinion, garner support, and legitimize policies. Rhetoric, or the art of persuasion,
plays a central role in political discourse, with political figures frequently employing rhetorical
strategies such as framing [8], metaphor [15], and emotional appeals to shape public perception
and discourse. Moreover, political discourse often reflects ideological positioning. Politicians
encode their worldviews and values into their language choices, subtly shaping the way
issues are understood by their audiences. For example, terms like «freedom » «security,» or
«democracy» are often strategically employed to evoke emotional responses and align the
public with certain political ideologies [6]. This makes political discourse not only a reflection
of individual beliefs but also a tool for constructing collective social realities.

Political Discourse in Latin America

In Latin America, political discourse has played a critical role in both consolidating and
challenging power. Particularly in countries like Venezuela under Hugo Chavez, political
discourse was characterized by mass-oriented political rhetoric that sought to establish a
direct connection between the leader and the masses. Chavez frequently used anti-imperialist
rhetoric, portraying the U.S. and local elites as the enemies of the people. His use of binary
oppositions—such as «the people» versus «the oligarchy»—was a central feature of his
discourse, aimed at galvanizing support for his Bolivarian revolution [3]. Studies on popular
political movements in Latin America show that Chavez’s speeches often employed rhetorical
simplification, reducing complex social issues to dichotomous conflicts [ 7]. This mass-oriented
political discourse was not only emotionally charged but strategically framed to create a sense
of urgency and collective struggle.

In Brazil, political discourse has similarly been marked by popular political movements,
particularly under Jair Bolsonaro. Bolsonaro’s discourse has often utilized nationalist rhetoric
combined with attacks on political correctness and «fake news.» He employed language
strategies to portray himself as an outsider fighting against a corrupt establishment, which
resonated with his voter base [18]. These examples from Latin America illustrate how political
leaders use discourse to craft national identity and consolidate their power, often relying on
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emotional and mass-oriented political rhetoric appeals to create strong connections with their
audiences.

Political Discourse in Africa

Moving to Africa, political discourse often revolves around themes of nation-building
and legitimization of authority, particularly in post-colonial contexts. In countries like South
Africa, political discourse during and after apartheid serves as a key example of how language
can be used both for restrictive measures and liberation. Under apartheid, the South African
government employed language to legitimize segregation and systemic inequality. The use of
terms like «separate development» was designed to cloak the realities of limiting policies in
more neutral or even positive terms [20].

However, the post-apartheid era saw a shift in political discourse, particularly under leaders
like Nelson Mandela. Mandela’s discourse was grounded in the language of reconciliation,
unity, and nation-building. His speeches frequently invoked the ideas of a «rainbow nationy,
emphasizing inclusivity and hope for a shared future. This rhetorical strategy was essential
in maintaining social peace and stability in a nation marked by deep racial divisions [2]. The
language of reconciliation and nation-building in South African political discourse demonstrates
how discourse can be used to heal historical wounds and construct new national identities.

In Kenya, political discourse has been heavily influenced by ethnic tensions, with leaders
often framing their language in ways that appeal to specific ethnic groups. During elections, for
example, political leaders have historically used ethnic identity as a mobilizing tool, exacerbating
divisions to gain electoral support [19]. In response to this, civil society organizations have
been promoting a shift towards more inclusive political dlscourse encouraging leaders to use
language that unites rather than divides the population.

Political Discourse in Southeast Asia

In Southeast Asia, political discourse varies widely across regimes, from the more open
democratic spaces in countries like Indonesia to more highly centralized political systems
in countries like Thailand. In Indonesia, political discourse often revolves around themes of
nationalism and religious identity. During elections, politicians frequently invoke Pancasila, the
official state philosophy that emphasizes unity and diversity, to align themselves with national
ideals [1]. However, the rise of political movements with Islamic values in recent years has
also brought religion to the forefront of political discourse, with some leaders using religious
rhetoric to mobilize support while framing opponents as un-Islamic or against religious values
[12].

In Thailand, political discourse is marked by the tension between highly centralized political
system and democratic aspirations. Since the military coup in 2014, political discourse has
been tightly controlled by the government, with terms like «national security» and «stability»
used to justify restrictions on freedom of expression [17]. The Thai government has also
invoked royalist discourse to legitimize its authority, framing opposition groups as threats
to the monarchy and, by extension, national unity. This illustrates how political discourse in
Highly centralized political systems often employs nationalistic and security-oriented rhetoric
to maintain control over the population.

In contrast to the Latin American, African, and Southeast Asian contexts, political discourse
in CIS states such as Russia and Uzbekistan has historically focused on the legitimization of
centralized power. In Russia, for instance, Vladimir Putin has used nationalist and security-
oriented rhetoric to frame his leadership as essential for maintaining stability in a post-Soviet
world. His discourse frequently emphasizes Russia’s need to resist Western influence and
maintain its sovereignty, employing the metaphor of Russia as a “fortress under siege” [16].

In Uzbekistan, political discourse has transitioned from the structured and formalized
political language of Islam Karimov to a more reform-oriented and modernizing approach
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under Shavkat Mirziyoyev. Under Karimov, discourse was marked by strong nationalistic
themes and a focus on the protection of Uzbek sovereignty. In the new phase, there has been
a gradual shift toward openness, with political discourse highlighting economic development
and international collaboration.

The following visual representation illustrates the relative influence of framing, metaphors,
emotional appeals, nationalist rhetoric, and religious rhetoric in political discourse in these
regions. This chart helps to conceptualize how different rhetorical strategies shape political
discourse globally, based on regional context (Figure 1).

Rhetorical Strategies and Influence in Political Discourse
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The examples from Latin America, Africa, Southeast Asia, and the CIS states illustrate
the diversity of political discourse strategies across global contexts. In democratic regimes,
discourse tends to focus on public persuasion, identity formation, and national unity, often
invoking emotional and mass-oriented political rhetoric appeals to build connections with
voters. In Highly centralized political systems, discourse frequently revolves around
legitimizing authority, national security, and control, with political actors using language to
maintain power and suppress dissent. By incorporating global case studies, this article provides
a more comprehensive understanding of how political discourse functions as a tool of social
control, persuasion, and identity construction in different political systems. Moreover, in the
context of global political instability and polarization, understanding the psycholinguistic
impact of political discourse has become crucial. Scholars are increasingly focusing on how
political language influences cognition and emotional responses, shaping voter behavior and
societal values [14]. This is especially relevant in times of crisis, where political leaders often
rely on fear appeals or solidarity rhetoric to navigate public sentiment and maintain control [4].
These matters of this field will be discussed further in the future works as our research goes on.

Conclusion. The study of political discourse remains highly relevant in today’s globalized
world, where political language is disseminated not only through traditional media but also
through digital platforms and social networks. The rise of social media has significantly
transformed political communication, enabling politicians to bypass traditional media filters
and speak directly to their audience. This shift has introduced new challenges for political
discourse analysis, as language becomes more fragmented, interactive, and prone to strategically
used rhetoric.

Education and innovative research 2024 y. Ne 9
Ne 9-123




Obpaszosanue u unHosayuonuvie uccieoosanus (2024 200 Ne 9) K/’/K’Tg

The analysis confirms that political discourse serves as a powerful tool for shaping public
perception, legitimizing authority, and influencing social control in diverse political systems.
The findings contribute to broader discussions on how language constructs political realities
and reinforces power structures, highlighting the importance of political discourse as a dynamic
and influential area of study in linguistic, psychological, and sociological contexts.

In summary, political discourse, being a dynamic and influential aspect of language study
that intersects with various domams including psychology, sociology, and communication
studies, remains a crucial field for understandlng how language shapes political realities,
influences public opinion, and reinforces power structures, both globally and within speciﬁc
regional contexts.
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