Print Media Language as a Relentless Crusade to Discredit Donald Trump
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The turn of the 20th and 21st centuries saw an increase in mass communication and information technology, which led to the formation of infosphere – an informational layer that consists of an infinite number of mediatexts. At the same time the focus of linguistic research shifted to the homo eloquens and communicative intentions in order to study the instruments of successful communication.
Many scholars point out that the process of communication between politicians and citizens is realized through the media that serve as a mediator between two main participants of political discourse and use special language to distribute political facts, ideas and opinions. Therefore, political media discourse language can be considered as a special sign system that is created by the media in order to fulfil political communication purposes and impact people [Dobrosklonskaya, 2008: 116].
Manipulative function of the media, on par with informative function, is of particular interest to researchers. In recent years a number of studies on manipulation in partisan media – “media that not only report the news but offer a distinct point of view on it as well” – have gradually increased [Levendusky, 2013: 1]. Newspaper political discourse is characterized by a wide range of means that allow print media to perform manipulative function: ideologically “charged” vocabulary, repetitions, metaphors, emotives, precedent phenomena, and, above all, stylistically marked vocabulary.
At present the most discussed politician in the media is Donald Trump, the current president of the United States of America. American and British newspapers tend to create a negative image of Donald Trump. For instance, the media use words that are marked in the Macmillan dictionary as “formal” or “showing disapproval” to keep the readers focused on Trump’s actions and behavior that deserve public censure.
Trump has repeatedly repudiated [formal] the very concept of American exceptionalism and espoused [formal] a variety of moral false equivalency [The Washington Post, 07.01.2020].

The shift has been accelerated by Trump, who has scrapped formal White House briefings in favor of a daily stream of boastful [showing disapproval], belittling and bellicose [formal] tweets [The Washington Post, 10.01.2020].
An American was dead and the president who had called off a retaliatory [formal] strike with 10 minutes to go in June and otherwise refrained [formal] from military action in response to Iranian provocations now faced a choice [The New York Times, 11.01.2020].

The president furiously berated [formal] Nielsen [The Guardian, 15.01.2020].

He also repeated an erroneous [formal] claim that the Iraqi was “the head of Hezbollah” [The Guardian, 18.01.2020].
However, several print media such as The New York Times and The Observer use informal words and phrasal verbs, which have enormous expressive potential, in order to discredit Trump’s activities and expose him.

Mr. Trump tipped off another hawk, Senator Lindsey Graham, Republican of South Carolina. <…> Mr. Trump issued bellicose threats to destroy Iran touching off international outrage [The New York Times, 11.01.2020].
If Trump was on Putin’s payroll, or Russia had dirt on him, or something, or whatever, why would Trump be gleefully costing Russia money it doesn’t have? <…> It may yet emerge that Russia has some undue influence on Trump, a simple grifter who has floated through life on his father’s money [The Observer, 15.05.2019].
Besides, print media actively use metaphors that prove viability of such conceptual metaphors as POLITICS IS WAR, POLITICS IS SPORT, and POLITICS IS THEATRE that appeal to both image and evaluation that are implicitly negative.
President Trump, perhaps needing to flex his military muscle, created a quid pro quo of a deadly order by authorizing the killing last week of Iranian Maj [The Washington Post, 07.01.2020].
The president’s decision to ratchet up decades of simmering conflict with Iran set off an extraordinary worldwide drama, much of which played out behind the scenes. <…> Mr. Trump was largely alone on the world stage [The New York Times, 11.01.2020].
In conclusion, it must be stressed that the media have a big potential for wielding social influence and impacting public opinion. Using stylistically marked vocabulary and political metaphors the media portray politicians according to their pragmatic intentions, which shows the degree of mediatization of politics and the role of the media in interpretation of political events.
Литература
Добросклонская Т.Г. Медиалингвистика: системный подход к изучению языка СМИ: современная английская медиаречь. М., 2008.
Levendusky M. Why Do Partisan Media Polarize Viewers? // American Journal of Political Science. 2013. P.1-13.
