EduVision: Journal of Innovations in Pedagogy and

iy Educational Advancements
Volume 01, Issue 06, June, 2025
BRIGHT MIND brightmindpublishing.com

PUBLISHING

ISSN (E): 3061-6972
Licensed under CC BY 4.0 a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License.

THE ROLE OF EUPHEMISMS IN POLITICAL DISCOURSE
Diyora Jalilovna Narimanova
Jizzakh Branch of the National University of Uzbekistan
1st-Year Master’s Student in Linguistics: English Philology

Abstract

Euphemisms, or indirect and less offensive substitutes for harsh or sensitive terms,
play a crucial role in political discourse. Politicians and governments often employ
euphemisms to frame controversial actions more favorably, mitigate negative
public reactions, and navigate socially delicate issues. These rhetorical devices
soften the perception of events and policies, thereby shaping public understanding
and opinion. However, euphemisms also raise ethical concerns because they can
obscure reality, manipulate public perception, and undermine democratic
transparency. This paper explores the diverse functions of euphemisms in political
language, examining how they operate as both a diplomatic tool and a means of
potential deception. Examples and scholarly literature are analyzed to highlight the
complexities of euphemistic language in political contexts.
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Introduction

Political discourse is a complex interplay of language, power, and social dynamics.
In this context, euphemisms—milder expressions replacing direct or blunt terms—
serve as an important linguistic tool. Euphemisms are used to mask uncomfortable
truths, avoid direct confrontation, and project a sense of diplomacy. In politics, their
significance goes beyond politeness; they help shape public perception, manage
dissent, and construct narratives that align with political agendas.

Understanding Euphemisms and Their Functions

Euphemisms originate from the human tendency to soften uncomfortable or taboo
subjects. They provide psychological comfort to both speakers and listeners by
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reducing emotional intensity. In political contexts, however, euphemisms also act
as mechanisms for persuasion, control, and framing of complex realities.

For instance, describing military bombings as “air strikes” or “precision
operations” conveys a sense of targeted and justified action rather than
indiscriminate violence. Similarly, labeling economic crises as ‘“market
corrections” rather than “financial collapse” reduces alarm and suggests a natural
process rather than policy failure.

Key Functions of Euphemisms in Political Discourse

1.Minimizing Negative Reactions

Euphemisms help politicians downplay the severity of controversial policies or
events. This tactic enables them to avoid direct criticism and reduce public
backlash. For example, “collateral damage” is commonly used to refer to civilian
deaths during military conflicts. By reframing civilian casualties as unintended
consequences, political leaders can deflect moral scrutiny.

2.Promoting Political Correctness and Social Sensitivity

In multicultural and democratic societies, political language must respect diverse
norms and values. Euphemisms help speakers address delicate issues—such as
poverty, race, and inequality—without appearing insensitive. Terms like
“economically marginalized” or “socially disadvantaged” avoid direct references
to “poor” or “underclass,” which may be seen as stigmatizing.

3.Framing and Shaping Narratives

Euphemisms are central to framing: the strategic emphasis of particular aspects of
an issue to influence interpretation. For instance, governments often refer to
controversial laws as “reforms” to imply progress and improvement, regardless of
their actual social impact. Similarly, wars are labeled “humanitarian interventions”
or “peacekeeping missions” to create an image of benevolent intent.

4.Enhancing Legitimacy and Authority

Euphemisms can lend an air of legitimacy to political decisions. Referring to
surveillance programs as “national security measures” instead of “spying” suggests
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necessity and protection rather than intrusion. This bolsters public acceptance and
reduces resistance.

Examples of Euphemisms in Modern Political Language

Today’s political landscape is filled with examples of euphemisms that illustrate
their wide-ranging influence:

“Enhanced interrogation techniques” rather than “torture,” to describe harsh
interrogation tactics.

“Quantitative easing” to refer to economic policies that may risk currency
devaluation.

“Correctional facility” instead of “prison,” to soften perceptions of punitive
measures.

“Urban revitalization” rather than “gentrification,” to downplay displacement of
lower-income residents.

Each of these examples highlights the dual role of euphemisms in softening
language while shaping political narratives.

Criticisms and Ethical Concerns

While euphemisms can maintain social harmony and politeness, their excessive use
in politics has serious ethical implications. George Orwell’s seminal essay, Politics
and the English Language (1946), argued that euphemistic and vague language
allows governments to mask the truth, manipulate citizens, and erode democratic
accountability.

Critics contend that euphemisms in politics often distort reality, dull moral outrage,
and inhibit genuine debate. By masking uncomfortable facts, euphemistic language
can prevent citizens from fully understanding the impact of policies. This weakens
democratic participation and empowers those who control the narrative.

Balancing Diplomacy and Honesty

Not all euphemisms are inherently deceptive. In some situations, they serve
legitimate diplomatic functions—such as easing tense negotiations or respecting
cultural sensitivities. However, ethical concerns arise when euphemisms are used
to deliberately obscure the truth or manipulate public opinion.
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Responsible political communication requires a balance: while respectful language
can foster cooperation, transparency and honesty must remain central to democratic
discourse. Journalists, scholars, and engaged citizens play a vital role in holding
politicians accountable and questioning euphemistic language that may conceal
harmful realities.

CONCLUSION

Euphemisms occupy a central position in political discourse, functioning as both
instruments of social harmony and tools of political manipulation. They help
politicians frame issues, mitigate negative perceptions, and maintain legitimacy.
However, when misused, euphemisms can obscure the truth and weaken
democratic processes. Recognizing and critically evaluating euphemistic language
1s essential for fostering transparent and informed political dialogue. In a world
where language shapes reality, the role of euphemisms in political communication
demands careful scrutiny and responsible use.
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