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Abstract. Political discourse is considered from the point of view of the theory of
political cognition which unites individual uniqueness, types of political discourse
and representatives of political groups and institutions being basic parts of different
levels forming the political domain. Semantic and pragmatic categories of political
discourse taking into account the theory of mental and context models are analyzed.
Triggers as a technique used by politicians to convey information and influence the
target audience are studied. Ways to interpret triggers as well as the classification of
their types proposed by Russian and foreign linguists are considered. Triggers used
by the president of the Russian Federation V.V. Putin and the ex-president of the
USA D. Trump in interviews to TV channels and news agencies are analyzed. Types
of triggers, their mental and context models, the target audience and functions of
triggers in political discourse are identified and compared. The conclusion is made
that four of five context models which were identified are similar but the frequency
of their use by political leaders is not the same. Different variants of the fifth context
model in the examined fragments of political discourse can be explained with the
help of one of semantic and pragmatic categories, namely the image of the Russian
president and the ex-president of the USA affected by their personal traits of
character.
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AHHoTanus. B pabore paccmarpuBaercs MOJUTHYECKUN TUCKYPC C TOUYKH 3pEHHS
TEOPHH TOJUTUYECKOTO CO3HAHUS, OOBETUHSIOMIEH OTAENBHBIX IMOJUTHKOB, THITBI
MOJUTHYECKOTO JUCKYypCa M IPEACTaBUTENICH MOIMTHYECKUX TPYNI U UHCTUTYTOB,
KOTOpBIE JIEKAT B OCHOBE pA3JIMYHBIX YPOBHEM IOJUTUYECKOTO JOMEHA.
[Ipoananu3upoBaHbl  CEMAHTUKO-IIPArMaTMYECKUE  KATErOPUU  ITOJIMTHYECKOTO
JUCKypCa C y4E€TOM TE€OpUU MEHTAJIbHBIX M KOHTEKCTYaJIbHBIX Mozeneil. BHumanue
oOpamraercsi Ha UCTIOJIb30BaHHE MOJUTHUYECKUMU JACATEISIMU TPUTTEPOB KaK criocoda
nepefadd MHGOPMALUU U OKa3aHMs BIUSHMS Ha LEJIEBYIO ayJUTOPUIO, HA KOTOPYIO
HampaBleH Tpurrep. PaccMOTpeHBl BapuaHThl HHTEpIpPETAlMU TpUITEpa W
KJaccu(UKalys €ro THUIIOB, IPEUIOKEHHAs OTEYECTBEHHBIMH U 3apyOekKHBIMU
quHrBuctamu. lIpoBeneH aHaiM3 TPUITEPOB, HCIIOIB30BAHHBIX B HHTEPBBIO
TEJICBU3UOHHBIM  KaHaJlaM M  HOBOCTHBIM  areHTCTBaM  Ipe3uIeHTOM PO
B.B. [TytuneiM u 6p1BmmM npesuneaTom CIIA JI. TpamnoMm. beimn BeIAeEHBI THITHI
TPUITEPOB, UX MEHTAJIBHBIE U KOHTEKCTYyaJbHbIE MOJECIIHU, LIEJIEBBIE AYIUTOPUU U
(YHKLIMH, BBINOJHSIEMbIE MEPBBIMU B IMOJUTUYECKOM JTUCKYpPCE, U IPOBEIAEHO MX
cpaBHeHHe. (CnenaH BBIBOJ O CXOJACTBE YETHIPEX W3 BBIIEICHHBIX IISTH
KOHTEKCTyaJbHBIX MOJIEe C akKLEeHTUpOBaHHMEM (aKkTa O pa3HOM dYacToTe
ynoTpebaeHus 3TUX MojeNiell MOJIMTUYECKHMMHU JHAepaMu. Pa3nuuHble BapuaHThHI
NPEJCTaBICHUS MATOM MOJEIM B PacCMOTPEHHBIX (parMeHTax IUCKypca MOXKHO
OOBSICHUTh OJHOM M3 CEMAHTUKO-IPAarMaTMYeCKUX KaTeropuil TUCKypca, a UMEHHO
umupkeM npesuaeHta PO u ObiBmiero mpesugenta CIIIA, Ha KOTOpPBINA BIHSIOT
JIUYHOCTHBIE YEPTHI XapaKTepa.

KuroueBsie caoBa: MHTepBhio; KoHTEeKCTyanbHas Monens; [lonutuyecknii TUCKypC;
CemaHTHKO-ITparMaTuueckas kareropus; Tpurrep
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Introduction Gialabouki, Pavlidou, 2019;

Albalat-

A study of political discourse is a
research area which is closely connected with
peculiarities of political structures, processes
and politicians that are the subject of many
scientific works (Reyes, Ross, 2021; Katsara,
2016; Koteyko, 2006; Tsoumou, 2020;

Mascarell, Carrio-Pastor, 2019). It is argued
that the former is usually examined with the
help of the micro-political analysis whereas
the latter require the analysis at the macro-
level. This problem can be solved with a
theory of political cognition as it might unite
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individual uniqueness, type of political
discourse and representatives of political
groups and institutions (van Dijk, 2002). It is
stated that in general, the political domain
consists of different levels: the basic one
includes political actors with their ideas,
beliefs and interactions stipulated by political
situations; the next level involves political
groups and institutions and their discourse;
the top level is comprised of political systems,
various types of discourse and processes
which relate to policy, culture and history
(ibid.). It should be noted that these levels are
interconnected as a political actor can give a
speech expressing his own ideas but at the
same time he/she represents some political
party which is part of the political system of
the country as well. It is believed that the
micro-level behaviours are in fact types of
linguistic action (discourse) and macro-level
institutions are kinds of discourse with
peculiar characteristics (Chilton, 2004). To
facilitate the interaction and communication
of these levels a variety of techniques is used
such as arguments, persuasion, manipulation,
threats etc. (Jones, 1994).

It is interesting to note that some
linguists associate communication within any
political process only with two things, i.e.
persuasion and bargaining (Miller, 1991). It is
also pointed out that decisions made with the
help of the Ilatter become authoritative
implying force or the threat of force (Hague et
al., 1998).

K. Kenzhekanova distinguished the
most common features of political discourse
which relate to its semantic and pragmatic
categories:

1) the author'’s image (the influence of
the author’s personal characteristics on the
communication process he/she is involved in
as well as the use of personal and professional
experience which effects the choice of
language means). In this regard T. van Dijk
claims that the experience of the participants
of political discourse is represented in mental
models which have several categories
depending on actions and people’s roles.
These models are considered to be “the

personal interpretation (knowledge and
opinion)” of different events, forming the
“cognitive basis of all individual discourse
and interaction” and uniting personal and
social information (van Dijk, 2002: 209);

2) addressee / recipient ability (all
participants of political discourse can be
divided into those who create a discourse, i.e.
speakers, and those who receive it and try to
understand it, i.e. recipients; mental and
communicative abilities of both are quite
important; it should be noted that speakers
have some priority in this case although much
depends on the situation);

3) informational content (it depends on
the goals of a discourse; it is essential that
political discourse is aimed at the suggestion
of proper political actions on the part of
recipients);

4) intentionality  (the  speaker’s
intentions guide his/her choice of linguistic
means to convey the information to
recipients);

5) estimation (the speaker selects the
appropriate verbal behaviour in order to
encourage recipients to act in the way he/she
wishes);

6) conventionality (the ability to express
ideas in such a way that they can be
understood and interpreted properly; speakers
can use cliches or specific terminology);

7) emotiveness/expressivity (the use of
emotional expressions that can help achieve
the goals set by the speaker);

8) modality (it is connected with the
speaker’s attitude to reality, the possibility or
probability,  desirability — or  obligatory
conditions of some political events and
actions);

9) inter-textuality (various types of
information or texts can be included into one
universal text thus showing their relationship
and the ability to serve the speaker’s aim);

10) socio-cultural context (the use of
recipients’ knowledge of socio-cultural
contexts to effect the former);

11) form of communication;

12) means of communication (the
choice of verbal or non-verbal
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communication, oral or written etc.)
(Kenzhekanova, 2015).

It is evident that speakers producing
political discourse refer to different tools to
succeed in their activities and reach set
objectives. Turning to the theory of mental
models we must highlight the fact that
linguists suppose that speakers begin with
“their personal mental model of an event or
situation” which effects a speaker’s beliefs
and ideas about this situation (van Dijk, 2002:
211). Then some parts of these models are
expressed in discourse with the help of
linguistic and discursive strategies although
the former represent small pieces of
information which is important for the
discourse produced. Thus, other participants
of the discourse can agree with the speaker
and accept his models or disagree and create
their own models based on their personal
knowledge (ibid.).

Besides mental models context models
must be focused on. They deal with the
information contained in these models and
underline pragmatic relevance, i.e. structures
of communicative situations used by
participants of political discourse (Sperber
and Wilson, 1986).  Constructing these
models speakers and recipients of political
discourse can have different emotions that
will stipulate the choice of various
communicative  strategies and language
means. Therefore, emotion or emotiveness as
K. Kenzhekanova calls it is an essential
element in context models (Roseman et al.,
1986).

T. van Dijk claims that mental models
form the core part of the discourse while
context models regulate both what is being
expressed and how it is done. Thus, cognitive
processes which are included into production
and use of mental and context models are
considered to be strategic and can vary at
different levels at the same time in such a way
that it is sometimes necessary to correct them,
especially when recipients misunderstand
some situation or interpret it in the wrong way
(van Dijk, 2002). One of the main roles in this
case is played by language itself, i.e the

appropriate use of language means as they
allow people to share their ideas and beliefs.
If they are alike it is possible to encourage
people to do any acts whether they are
positive or negative from the political point of
view.

S. Levinson described the following
stages of any communication situation:

“1) the utterer makes an assertion about
a future event e of which (s)he is the agent;

2) the utterer sincerely intends to
execute e;

3) the utterer believes (s)he is capable
of executing e;

4) e is not believed to be likely to
happen as a matter of course;

5) the receiver of the promise desires ¢;

6) the utterer intends to put (her)
himself under an obligation to execute e”
(Levinson,1983: 238).

It should be added that speakers
producing political discourse can follow these
stages if they participate in some political
debate or make a speech before the audience
and in this case they intend to do something
themselves in order to make their recipients
believe them and vote for them or elect them.
But there are a lot of communication
situations when speakers’ goal is to make
others execute something and shoulder
responsibility for this. In all the situations the
key part is ‘credibility’ that the speaker has or
doesn’t have (Fetzer, 2002).

So politicians can apply various tools
including language means to convey the
information they want. The success of their
communication act(s) will depend on those
factors that are mentioned above. Paying
attention to the fact that political discourse
involves different techniques we would like to
focus on one of them, the so-called triggers,
identify their types and analyze the use of
triggers in American and Russian political
discourse.

The interpretation of ‘trigger’ in
political discourse. Types of triggers

The definition of the term ‘trigger’ is
connected mostly with psychology although it
is used in many scientific areas nowadays.
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From the point of view of psychologists, «a
trigger is a stimulus such as a smell, sound or
sight that triggers feelings of trauma”
(goodtherapy.org). So it can remind a person
of some trauma in the past and cause feelings
of sadness, anxiety or panic (ibid.).
Cambridge dictionary gives the following
interpretations of the term: 1) “an event or
situation, etc. that causes something to start”
and 2) “something that causes someone to feel
upset and frightened because they are made to
remember something bad that has happened
in the past” (Cambridge dictionary). Thus, it
can be said that on the one hand, the meaning
of the word ‘trigger’ is associated with
negative emotions and on the other hand, it
may be something that simply launches
further acts and behaviours.

Within the framework of political
discourse, a trigger is defined by N.
Ruzhentseva et al. as any oral or written
utterance of a politician which causes a
negative reaction of the public (Ruzhentseva
et al., 2020). The pragmatic framework of a
trigger corresponds to some extent to
pragmatic and semantic categories of political
discourse mentioned above and can be
represented as follows:

- addressee (a representative of political
authorities, e.g. a politician, a deputy etc.);

- recipient (any person or a group that
receives information);

- intention (the expression of personal
opinions, ideas, beliefs concerning some
political problem etc.);

- the target of the trigger (a person,
various social groups or even fields of
activity);

- reaction (the communicative
behaviour of authorities, politicians, public
etc.) (ibid.)

In our opinion, it is dubious that triggers
are applied only to cause negative emotions as N.
Ruzhentseva et al. claim. Therefore, a detailed
study is needed to clarify the problem. But some
progress has already been made regarding
language means which can be used as triggers
(Kotwica, 2020; Ardila, 2019; Coesemans, De
Cock, 2017; Elder, Jaszczolt, 2016).

As for the classification of triggers it is
also based on the sphere these triggers are
used in. T. Roeper states there are four types
of triggers depending on the mechanism of
their interpretation: “1) a deductive trigger;
2) a hardwired trigger; 3) a cognitive trigger;
4) a neurological trigger” (Roeper, 1987).

Taking into account the intentional basis
N. Ruzhentseva et al. focus on such types of
triggers as: 1) triggers-opinions of politicians,
deputies; 2) triggers-propositions of power
representatives; 3) triggers-reactions to the
expressed  opinions and  propositions
(Ruzhentseva et al., 2020).

This classification is relevant to our
study so it is necessary to characterize each
group of triggers. The first type is closely
connected with the meaning of the term
‘opinion’. According to Cambridge dictionary
opinion is: 1) “a thought or belief about
something or someone”; 2) “the thoughts or
beliefs that a group of people have”; 3) “a
judgment about someone or something”
(Cambridge dictionary). From the
philosophical point of view an opinion is a
very complicated term as it relates to the
problem of interpreting the notion ‘truth’. If a
person expresses his/her opinion, he/she
thinks that it is true. But there can be a great
difference between what people consider to
be true and what is really true (Pritchard,
2006). Still this is a man’s opinion and if he
thinks that it is true he will use all means to
prove it. Besides, the opinion served as a
trigger may lead to predictable or
unpredictable actions on the part of recipients
who will accept or reject the expressed point
of view.

It should be added that triggers-opinions
also differ in accordance with their target,
which can be a state, a particular group of
people or fields of activity (Ruzhentseva et
al., 2002).

The second type of triggers is based on
the term ‘proposition’ and its interpretation. It
is defined as: 1) “a statement or problem that
must be solved or proved to be true or not
true”; 2) “a suggestion or statement for
consideration” (Cambridge dictionary). It is
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stated that propositions are associated with
the speaker’s intentions and  wishes
concerning recipients and their actions
whether  they will be replacement,
modification of a behaviour or reinforcement
and alteration of a belief. Three kinds of
propositions are distinguished: propositions of
fact, value and policy. It is pointed out that “a
proposition of fact is a statement regarding
the truth or falsity of a supposed fact”, “a
proposition of value is a statement concerning
a value judgment” and “propositions of policy
advocate the acceptance of a particular course
of action” (Eisenberg, Gamble, 1991: 205). It
is clear that all these kinds of prepositions can
be used as triggers in political discourse
performing their own functions.

The third type of triggers is linked with
the term ‘reaction’. It is interpreted as: 1)
“behaviour, a feeling or an action that is a
direct result of something else”; 2) “a type of
behaviour or opinion that is produced or held
with the intention of being different from
something else”; 3) “a change that opposes a
previous opinion or behaviour” (Cambridge
dictionary). So reactions can be different, they
may be either positive or negative. In political
discourse people often disagree with most
politicians what is proved by P. Fries and M.
Gregory who argue that “disagreement is the
usual not the exceptional reaction to an
initiating opinion” (Fries, Gregory, 1995: 44).
This type of triggers follows the previous two
types. Politicians can express their opinions
or propositions as reactions to the ones of
their opponents or colleagues thus using them
as triggers aimed at their target audience. It is
interesting to point out that reactions are often
negative but it is not compulsory that
recipients will accept them in the same way.
The reactions of the latter may be contrary to
those expected by speakers. Furthermore, it
can be said that triggers-opinions and
triggers-propositions  usually deal with
persuasion and bargaining while triggers-
reactions may imply force or its threat.

Our study is aimed at the analysis of
triggers used by the president of the Russian
Federation V.V. Putin and ex-president of the

United States of America D. Trump as the
political leaders of two largest countries in the
world who represent not only individual
political actors but political parties and
political systems of their countries. The
analysis is based on interviews of the
presidents to TV channels and news agencies.
It is necessary to identify and compare
triggers and context models of triggers used
by V. Putin and D. Trump, the targets and
functions of the former.

The analysis of triggers in Russian
political discourse

In the interview to the TV channel
“Russia” answering the question about the
epidemic situation in Russia and the world the
president of the Russian Federation said:

“V nac, 6 oowem, oocmamouno MHO20
3abo0nesuiux nooetl, Ho Yy HAC 0OUH U3 CAMbIX
HU3KUX 6 mupe noxasameneu no
CmepmHocmu. H 3mo ne umo UHOE, KakK
nposaeéieHue 2omoeHocmu Haweil cucmemul
30pa300xpanenuﬂ, 603MOICHOCIMU MOOUIU-
3auuu u C60e6pemMeHHoOcmu nPpUHUMAEMbLX
pewenuti no kynupoeanuio yepo3” (The
interview to the TV channel “Russia” of
27.08.2020, 2020).

The highlighted sentence is V. Putin’s
opinion about the healthcare system in the
Russian Federation and its readiness to face
all threats and overcome difficulties. The
mental model presented here is based on the
knowledge about the healthcare system in
Russia and the information accumulated
during some period of time and spring and
summer 2020 in  particular  about
opportunities and possibilities of the system
to solve current problems. The context model
includes simple sentences which help to
express the president’s intention to convey
this information to the public and reassure
recipients that everything will be all right. So
the target is the wide audience of Russia and
the world. This trigger as aimed at
encouraging further advances in the medical
sphere and raising people’s belief in Russian
medicine and the victory over the pandemic.

In the same interview there is the
following fragment:

HAYYHBIHN PE3Y/IBTAT. BOITPOCHI TEOPETUYECKO! Y IMTPUKJ/IAZJHOW JIMHTBUCTUKH
RESEARCH RESULT. THEORETICAL AND APPLIED LINGUISTICS



Korolyova L. Yu. Comparative analysis of triggers in Russian and American political discourse
Koponesa JI. FO. Cpasnumenbhblii aHaiusz mpuzeepos 6 pyCCKOM U AMEePUKAHCKOM ...

84

“A ewé paz c eocxuweHuem xouy
ckazams 0 pabome Hauiux meoukos. Booouje
amo 6 mpaouyusax ecex Hapooos Poccuu,
PYCCKo20  Hapooa u Opyeux Hapooog —
MOOUNUZ0BLIBAMBCS, KO2OA NPUXOOUM KAKASL-
mo obwas yeposa. Tax u noaryyunrocsL Ha
smom pa3. Ho nado omoamv oonxcnoe u
opzanam enacmu u Ha ¢hedepanvHom
ypoeHe, U HA PeCUOHATbHOM, 0OCHAMOYHO
ovicmpo yoanoce Mobunuz0eamo
HeoOXxo0umble pecypcel U CKOHUEHmpU-
poeamv ux Ha peuwieHuu OCHOBHBIX 3a0au’’
(The interview to the TV channel “Russia” of
27.08.2020, 2020).

The highlighted utterance is the
president’s point of view on the work of
Russian authorities of all levels. The mental
model is created with the help of the
information about the behaviour of Russian
authorities in extreme conditions. V. Putin
evaluates the activity of the latter very
positively triggering their future actions in the
same direction with the same progress. Thus,
the trigger-opinion is aimed at Russian
authorities and expresses the president’s
emotions as well. The context model contains
simple sentences and the modal word <uaoo>
usually used in colloquial speech instead of
the more formal word <my:xHo>.

One more fragment of the interview:

“IHa, coeepwenno eepno. Tax eom,
Ko20a yoaémcs ckazamo nyonuurno. H ceituac
xouy ¢ pascoeope ¢ Bamu obpamumobca K
HawuM 2paxcoanam u RnONPOCUMb  UX,
HecmMompsa Ha Kakue-mo Heyooodcmea, 6cé-
maxku umems 6 6udy, YMmo eupyc HuUKyoa He
oenca. Hmemv 33mo 6 6udy u no

603MOXCHOCIMU,  KOHEuUHO,  COOnIoamo
ozZpanudumenvHyle Mmepul, Komopbule
npeonazarom Ham coonrwoams

cneyuanucmer” (The interview to the TV
channel “Russia” of 27.08.2020, 2020).

The highlighted sentence presents the
president’s proposition. It is clearly addressed
to citizens of the Russian Federation. The
mental model includes the knowledge of the
fact that people can feel relaxed and stop
following doctors’ requirements concerning
means of individual protection that can result

in the exacerbation of the epidemic situation.
So the trigger-proposition even contains some
threat and V. Putin uses repetition <ecé-maxu
umemsv 6 6uody>, <HUmemwv smo ¢ eudy> 10
warn recipients and prevent them from doing
wrong things.

Let us consider one more fragment of
the interview to the Russian news agency
TASS:

“Ho 2/1a6HbLI nooyoumenvHulil
Momue, npednioz 66e0CHUA CAHKUUIL NPOMUE
«Cegepnozo nomoxa — 2» 3akawyanca 6
mom, u4mo HYICHO obecneuumso mpan3um
yepes Ykpauny. Bom mwul ceituac ¢
Ykpaunou noonucanu MpaH3umHsLil
002060p. Tak, uezo menepo nyxcno?” (The
interview to TASS of 11.03.2020, 2020).

In this part of the political discourse the
Russian president employs the interrogative
sentence <Tak, uwezo meneps Hy»scHO2?> 10
express his incomprehension of the situation
described in this part of political discourse. It
can even be considered to be a rhetorical
question. The question presents a reaction to
the behaviour of western partners regarding
their reasons to introduce sanctions against
the construction of “Nord Stream-2” and it
serves as a trigger to make western politicians
explain their actions and take responsibility
for them. It is interesting to note that the
question is constructed in an informal way
with the help of the pronoun <uezo> typical
for informal language instead of the more
formal variant <umo> to add emotiveness to
the implied connotation.

This is V. Putin’s reply to the
journalist’s question about Nagorno-Karabach
in one more interview:

“Omo — mpazedusn, mbl oOueHd
nepescueaem. Ilomomy umo u
A3zepbaiioncan, u Apmenusn, Hazopuotii
Kapabax - 3mo ecé meppumopuu, na
Komopbelx npoodicuearom He uydicue Ham
a00uU ee. Koneuno, mo  ocpomnasn
mpazeous. Jlioou eubHym, donvuiue nomepu ¢
obeux CNMOPOH. Muor Hadee/wcg, umo 6 camoe
onudicatiuiee epemsi Smom KOH@IUKmM Oyoem
npexpawén. Ho ecnu on ne 6yoem ucuepnan
OKOHYamenvHo, cyoa no 6cemy, 00 IMoz2o
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emé’ Oaﬂexo, HO 60 6CAKOm cjiyuae mbl
npusvigaem, u s ewié paz xouy 00 IMom
CKasambsv, npu3vléaem K npeKpauienHuro 02H.
H kax modxcHo Ovicmpee HYICHO IMO
coenams’”’ (The interview to the TV channel
“Russia” of 07.10.2020, 2020).

This is the case of using several triggers
in one part of political discourse. The
highlighted sentences at the beginning of the
president’s answer is a trigger-opinion. The
mental model is based on the information
about the situation regarding Nagorno-
Karabach and an armed conflict of two
countries Armenia and Azerbaijan there. V.
Putin expresses his opinion and states that it is
a tragedy. The context model is comprised of
the repetition to underline the president’s
emotions: <9mo — mpazeous>, <Koneuno,
amo ozpomnas mpazeous>. The trigger is
aimed at authorities of Armenia and
Azerbaijan as well as local citizens that must
do something to stop the war. In the second
part of this reply a trigger-proposition is used.
The president clearly points out that Russia
calls for ceasefire which is the responsibility
of two countries. The context model is based
on the repetition again to draw recipients’
attention to the given message: <o 60
6CAKOM Clyyae Mol npusvieaem>, <u 1 eujé
pas xouy 00 Imom CKazamb, npu3vleaem K
RPEeKpaweHuI0 02HA>.

The same context model can be seen in
one more fragment of the same interview:

“Mvi  Haoeemca nHa mo, UMO
eoccmanosumcA HOpM(lJleblﬁ OeMOKpamu-
yeckuil  noaumuueckuui  npouyecc. M,
nosmopro emé pa3, KaxKk MOir)iCHO 6blcmpee
amo Oonxcno npousoumu. Iloemopro ewé
pas, paccuumaoleaem, umo ece
SGHympunojiumuiecKue npoyeccol, Komopbsie
Mbl HaOI00aem cez2o0HsA, OHU 3aAKOHUAMCA,
U 3aKoHuamca 0vicmpo, 0e3 KakKux-auoo
nomeps” (The interview to the TV channel
“Russia” of 07.10.2020, 2020).

V. Putin employs the technique of
repeating phrases to convey the information
he wants: <noemopio_euté paz, KaxK MONICHO
ovicmpee MO  00JIHCHO  BPOUOUMU>,
<Iloemopro _ewié pa3, paccuumovliéaem,>,

<OHU 3AKOHYAMCA, U 3AKOHUAMCA 6btcmp0>.
The mental model in this fragment of political
discourse is different. It involves the
information about the situation in Kyrgyzstan
but the trigger-proposition is the same as in
the previous fragment of the discourse. The
Russian president calls for the stabilization of
the situation in the country.

One more fragment of political
discourse from the interview to the Russian
news agency Tass:

“A ne max, ymoowt [Ipedcedamensv: « Tot —
npasswas napmus? 3ameuamenvro. byoeut
e30umv Ha BMW, a ece ocmanvuvie 6yoym
e3oumv Ha «3anopoxcye». Hem! Bce
O0JIIICHBL  OblMb NOCMAGICHBL 6 paenbvle
ycnosusn” (The interview to TASS of
17.03.2020, 2020).

The highlighted sentence is the trigger-
proposition. The mental model presented in
this fragment of the discourse is based on the
information about leading political parties of
the country and the privileges its members
have, for example, luxury cars in contrast to
other parties and their members who do not
have such opportunities. The Russian
president expresses his point of view on this
problem and claims that everyone must have
equal conditions. The target of the trigger is
the political elite and its representatives who
must understand that their rights do not differ
from the ones of other political actors. The
context model is comprised of the
intensifying pronominal particle <Hem!> and
the modal verb <ooaarcnur>.

In another interview to the Russian
news agency TASS Putin V. said:

“Mot mne cobOupaemca HU C Kem
eoesamv. Mol cobupaemca cozoamp ycioeus
0711 Mo20, YMoodbl HUKMO He OyMal C HAMU
e6oeseamo, umoovl ¢ 207106y HUKOM)Y He
npuwno” (The interview to TASS of
02.03.2020, 2020).

The given fragment of political
discourse is a trigger-reaction. The mental
model is based on the information about
Russia and its so-called aggressive behaviour
towards European countries and the USA.
Therefore, the trigger is a reaction to this
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information which is aimed at the countries
mentioned above. The Russian president
wants to make these countries, especially their
political leaders, understand that Russia is not
going to make a war with the former but to
arrange everything in such a way that none
could think of any war conflicts with it. The
context model contains antithesis: <Mwt He
cooupaemca>, <Mwvt cooupaemca>.It helps to
intensify the meaning of the expressed point
of view.

Let us consider one more fragment of
the same interview:

“Ana  meampa 3Imo, HaeepHoe,
npaesunvho. /Ina peanvHoul xncusHu 6 cghepe
oe3onacnocmu, 6 c¢epe  nonumuxu

HEeCKOIbKO O0pyzoe npasuio Oeiicmaeyent.
3naeme kakoe? QOHO @vicmpenrum, eciu
byoem eucemov monvko Ha ooHou cyene” (The
interview to TASS of 02.03.2020, 2020).

This is an example of a trigger-opinion.
The context model is comprised of simple
sentences and a rhetorical question <3unaeme
kakoe?>. The target is western politicians
who must think about their acts before doing
them.

Having analyzed 20 fragments of
political discourse we identified typical
context models used in triggers by the
president of the Russian Federation and
underlined those language techniques which
are peculiar to them except simple sentences.
The results are presented in Table 1.

Table 1.
Context models of triggers in Russian political discourse
Tabmuma 1.
KOHTCKCTyaJ'ILHBIe MOZICIHU TPUITCPOB B pOCCHI;'ICKOM IMMOJIMTUYICCKOM OUCKYPCC
No Context model Percentage of usage
1. Rhetorical questions 30%
2. Repetitions 40%
3. Intensifying pronominal particles 5%
4. Modal verbs or words 15%
5. Antithesis 10%

The analysis of triggers in American
political discourse

In the interview to Fox News Sunday D.
Trump said:

“Chris, that's because we have great
testing, because we have the best testing in
the world. If we didn't test, you wouldn't be
able to show that chart. If we tested half as
much, those numbers would be down” (Fox
News Sunday’ interview with president
Trump of July 19, 2020).

The highlighted fragment is a trigger-
opinion. The mental model is based on the
information about the volume of testing for
COVID-19 in the USA. The ex-president of
the USA wanted to encourage American

citizens to be optimistic about the epidemic
situation in the country as well as the whole
world that must be sure that the USA has the
best testing for this virus. The context model
contains repetition: <we_have great testing>,
<we have the best testing> and conditional
sentences of the second type: <If we didn't
test, you wouldn't be able to show that
chart>, <If we tested half as much, those
numbers would be down>.

In the same interview there is the
following part:

“But | don't say - I say flames, we'll put
out the flames. And we'll put out in some
cases just burning embers. We also have
burning embers. We have embers and we do
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have flames. Florida became more flame
like, but it's — it's going to be under control”
(Fox News Sunday’ interview with president
Trump of July 19, 2020).

The presented part of political discourse
IS a trigger-opinion. The target is the same as
in the previous fragment — American citizens
and all countries of the world. The mental
model is based on the information about the
epidemic situation in different states of the
USA. D. Trump’s aim was to reassure his
people that they would have an upper hand
over the virus. The context model includes
repetition: <we'll put out the flames>, <we'll
put out in some cases just burning embers>;
<We _have embers>, <We also have burning
embers>. This technique helps to underline
some facts.

Let us consider one more part of the
interview:

“But you take a look, why don't they
talk about Mexico? Which is not helping us.
And all I can say is thank God | built most
of the wall, because if I didn't have the wall
up we would have a much bigger problem
with Mexico” (Fox News Sunday’ interview
with president Trump of July 19, 2020).

The fragment presents a trigger-opinion
again. The knowledge of the epidemic
situation in Mexico comprises the mental
model. The trigger is targeted at the same
recipients. The context model contains simple
sentences, a rhetoric question: <why don't
they talk about Mexico?> and the conditional
sentence of the second type: <if I didn't have
the wall up we would have a much bigger
problem with Mexico>.

In the interview to CNBC the American
president stated:

“There’s a lot of room. And we love
global, but we love home. We have to take
care of our home” (The interview to CNBC
of January 26, 2018).

This part of political discourse is a
trigger-opinion. The mental model is based on
the information about the relations of the
USA and other countries and the attitude of
Americans to ideas and things typical for the
world in general and the USA in particular.

The trigger is aimed at American citizens
whom the ex-president called for the careful
approach to their native country. The context
model includes repetition <but we love
home>, <We have to take care of our home>;
antithesis <And we love global, but we love
home> and the modal verb <We have to take
care of our home>.

One more fragment of the same
interview:

“I’ll give you a big story. I would do
TPP if we made a much better deal than we
had. We had a horrible deal. The deal was a
horrible deal. NAFTA’s a horrible deal,
we’re renegotiating it. 1 may terminate
NAFTA, | may not” (The interview to
CNBC of January 26, 2018).

This is again a trigger-opinion. It is
aimed at the same recipients as in the
previous fragment. The objective was to make
Americans believe in the strength and wisdom
of their political leader. The mental model is
centered around the facts regarding
relationships with other countries. The
context model contains repetition <we made a
much better deal> <We had a_horrible
deal>, <The deal was a_horrible deal>,
<NAFTA’s a horrible deal>, antithesis
<l may terminate NAFTA, | may not> and
the conditional sentence of the second type
<l would do TPP if we made a much better
deal than we had>.

In another part of the interview
D. Trump said:

“What we need is we need the wall, we
need security, we need security at the border.
We have to stop the drugs from coming in. We
need safety and we need a strong military”
(The interview to CNBC of January 26, 2018).

This is a trigger-proposition. The ex-
president wanted to encourage his people to
take actions and ensure security, safety etc. in
the country. The information about problems
with security and safety caused by citizens of
Mexico comprises the mental model. The
context model includes repetition <What we
need is we need the wall>, <we need
[security/>, <we need /security/ at the
border>, <We need safety>, <we need a
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strong military> and modal verbs <need>,
<have to>.

Let us consider one more part of
political discourse:

“I wouldn’t say that. I can’t say that at
all. It would be inappropriate. But they
would be making a big mistake if they
enriched” (Donald Trump’s interview with
Time on 2020 of June 20, 2019).

The highlighted sentences represent a
trigger-reaction. D. Trump expressed his point
of view on the problem of enriching uranium
by Iran. It is a threat in some way which is
addressed to Iran and its political authorities.
The context model is made up of the
conditional sentences of the second type <But
they would be making a big mistake if they
enriched>, <I wouldn’t say that>, <It would
be inappropriate>.

One more fragment of this interview:

“No, I don’t think we have any
problems. |1 have a good group of people
now. | have people that | want. And we have
some terrific people, and no, that’s not a
problem. But what is a problem is that the
United States takes care of the world, and the
world doesn’t take care of the world”
(Donald Trump’s interview with Time on
2020 of June 20, 2019).

This is a trigger-opinion based on the
ex-president’s belief in his team and the
knowledge of the facts that prove it. The

Table 2.

trigger is targeted at Americans in order to
make them believe in the superiority of the
USA. The context model contains repetition
<l have a good group of people>, <I have
people>, <we have some terrific people>,
antithesis <the United States takes care of the
world, and the world doesn’t take care of the
world>.

In another part of the interview
D. Trump claimed:

“I think I’m good. I think they’re
vulnerable. No, | think the Democrats are
totally vulnerable. I think we’re doing a
great job on immigration” (Donald Trump’s
interview with Time on 2020 of June 20,
2019).

This fragment is a trigger-opinion. The
ex-president’s aim was to address American
people and make them praise his actions. The
mental model is based on the information
about immigration policy and advantages in
this sphere. The context model includes
repetition <l _think zhey’re vulnerable>, <l
think the Democrats are totally vulnerable>,
<l think we’re doing a great job>.

We examined 20 examples of American
political discourse in total and identified
context models and language techniques
peculiar to triggers used by the ex-president
of the USA. The results are presented
in Table 2.

Context models of triggers in American political discourse

Tabmuma 2.
KOHTCKCTyaJ'ILHLIe MOICJIIN TPUTTCPOB B aMCPUKAHCKOM ITOJIMTUICCKOM JUCKYPCEC
No Context model Percentage of usage
1. Rhetorical questions 5%
2.  Repetitions 40%
3. Conditional sentences of the second type 20%
4.  Modal verbs 15%
5. Antithesis 20%

Results and discussion

The analysis made shows that all three
types of triggers are used by the Russian
president V. Putin and the ex-president of the

USA D. Trump in political discourse, namely,
triggers-opinions, triggers-propositions and
triggers-reactions, but in American political
discourse triggers-opinions prevail.
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Furthermore, we identified four similar types
of context models typical for presidents’
interviews: rhetorical questions, repetitions,
modal verbs and antithesis, although the
percentage of their use is different. The
Russian president applied rhetorical questions
more often than the ex-president of the USA
while D. Trump employed antithesis more
frequently than V. Putin. At the same time
both presidents used a lot of repetition. It
should be noted that the use of intensifying
pronominal particles was typical for V. Putin
whereas D. Trump preferred conditional
sentences of the second type.

As for targets of triggers they are rather
similar in the presidents’ interviews. These
are citizens of their own countries and people
of the world. However, V. Putin addressed the
latter more often than D. Trump who tried to
encourage actions on the part of Americans in
most cases. The functions of triggers are
stipulated by their types. Thus, the Russian
president addressed recipients to make them
do something or even warned them not to do
something while D. Trump’s aim was to
convince people of his right actions and the
superiority of his country.

Conclusions

The received results can be explained
with the help of pragmatic categories peculiar
to political discourse mentioned above and
the author’s image exactly. V. Putin and D.
Trump are outstanding political leaders who
have strong personal characteristics which
influence their choice of types of triggers and
language means. The presidents often use
repetition, antithesis to underline some facts
or show their controversy. The Russian
president employs rhetorical questions to
make recipients start thinking about their
actions or behaviour or simply express his
opinion in such a way. The intensifying
pronominal particles are appropriate in case
the president wanted to show his strong
reaction or attitude to something. As for the
ex-president of the USA he used conditional
sentences of the second type to highlight
unreal possibility of something that is typical
for his character. So, political leaders are key

players in political discourse and their traits of
character stipulate what they say and how
they do it.
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