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Abstract: 

Political linguistics in English has evolved a precise apparatus—semantic clarity, 

structural conciseness, pragmatic force, and interdisciplinary scope—to analyze 

how language shapes political realities. This article reviews key terminological 

features (e.g., “coalition government,” “snap elections,” “Brexit”), then applies 

them to the Russia–Ukraine crisis, examining euphemisms like “special military 

operation,” delegitimizing labels such as “Kyiv regime,” and ideological frames 

like “denazification.” Drawing on discourse-historical CDA (Fairclough 1995; 

van Dijk 1998) and Ustyuzhanina’s four-sector typology, it illustrates how 

semantic precision, compound formations, emotional valence, and cross-sector 

overlaps enable actors to legitimize authority, manipulate perceptions, and 

mobilize audiences. 
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Introduction  

The rapid proliferation of political communication has transformed English into 

a high-precision tool for influence and persuasion (Fairclough, 2003). Political 

linguistics now relies on a specialized terminology to convey discrete concepts—

“coalition government,” “economic sanctions,” “snap elections” (Chilton, 

2004)—while structural devices (acronyms, neologisms) and pragmatic coloring 

(positive vs. negative connotations) shape audience reception. This article first 

surveys the core apparatus of political terminology—its semantic, structural, 

pragmatic, and interdisciplinary features—then demonstrates its application to 
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the ongoing Russia–Ukraine crisis, highlighting how strategic lexical choices 

frame actions and ideologies in contemporary conflic 

 

Semantic Clarity 

Political terms in English aim for one-to-one mapping between form and concept. 

Examples include: 

• Coalition government: a cabinet formed by multiple parties. 

• Economic sanctions: commercial/financial penalties imposed by one state 

on another. 

• Snap elections: polls called earlier than scheduled. 

In the Russia–Ukraine context, semantics are deliberately skewed: 

• Special military operation replaces “invasion” to minimize perceived scale 

and severity. 

• Denazification appropriates a post-WWII term to falsely justify aggression. 

Such semantic reframing both conceals true intentions and mobilizes domestic 

support. 

 

Structural Conciseness 

English political discourse often relies on compounding and acronyms for 

brevity: 

• NATO, EU, Eurozone—standard abbreviations that instantly evoke 

institutional frames. 

• Neologisms like Brexit or wokeism capture complex phenomena in single 

tokens (Crystal, 2003). 

Conflict-specific formations illustrate rapid lexical innovation: 

• Kyiv regime delegitimizes Ukraine’s government by recasting it as transient 

or illegitimate. 

• Hybrid warfare condenses multiple tactics—cyber, propaganda, covert 

action—into one strategic term. 

These compact structures accelerate message diffusion and cement discursive 

frames. 

 

Pragmatic Influence 

Political terms carry overt and covert evaluative power (van Dijk, 1997): 

• Regime vs. government: “regime” connotes authoritarianism. 
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• Annexation vs. reunification: the former implies aggression, the latter 

suggests historical justice. 

• Peacekeeping forces vs. liberators: shifting between neutral and heroic 

valences masks underlying coercion. 

In Russian narratives: 

• Peacekeepers in Donbas frame troop deployments as stabilizing, not 

invasive. 

• Collateral damage sanitizes civilian casualties. 

Such pragmatic coloring steers public sentiment and justifies contested policies. 

 

Interdisciplinary Applicability 

Political terminology intersects economics, law, and sociology. For example: 

• Liberalization spans political reform and market deregulation (Lakoff, 

2004). 

• Constitutionalism entails both legal frameworks and normative values. 

During the Ukraine crisis: 

• Sanctions discourse blends economic levers with moral condemnation. 

• Information warfare invokes cybersecurity, media studies, and 

psychological operations. 

This systemic overlap underscores the need for cross-disciplinary literacy when 

analyzing political texts. 

 

Case Study: Russia–Ukraine Crisis Examples 

Applying the above apparatus illuminates contemporary propaganda tactics: 

1. Euphemism & Obfuscation 

o Special military operation masks the reality of war. 

o Peacekeeping forces reframes occupation as humanitarian. 

2. Delegitimization & Othering 

o Kyiv regime strips Ukraine’s leadership of legitimacy. 

o Infidels or foreign puppets dehumanize opponents in extremist messaging. 

3. Ideological Frames 

o Denazification resurrects WWII imagery to evoke moral righteousness. 

o Hybrid warfare normalizes multi-domain aggression as a standard tactic. 
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4. Emotive Valence 

o Annexation vs. reunification toggles between criminality and historic 

rectification. 

o Collateral damage diminishes civilian suffering to a technical footnote. 

These examples showcase how strategic terminology shapes conflict narratives 

and audience alignment. 

 

Conclusion 

A nuanced grasp of political linguistics—semantic precision, structural agility, 

pragmatic impact, and interdisciplinary reach—is essential for decoding modern 

discourse and countering manipulative framing. Through targeted examples from 

the Russia–Ukraine crisis, we see how specific terms function as levers of power, 

steering perception and legitimizing contestable actions. Enhanced media literacy 

and interdisciplinary collaboration will be vital to recognize and resist the covert 

ideological operations embedded in everyday political language. 
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