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Abstract: The research is aimed at revealing the 

linguo-discursive features of political interaction within the 
framework of liberal-democratic ideological communication in 
the modern perspective. The task of substantiating the key 
foundations for the perception of language of political ideology as 
a linguo-discursive process of mutual adaptation of the state and 
civil society as subjects of political communication is addressed. 
The study is anchored in the neoclassical scientific paradigm, 
within which framework critical rethinking of the political 
discourse-analysis methodology is carried out. We proceed from 
the fact that ideology is a representation of a certain set of 
language elements, so the study of the ideology language serves to 
reconstruct the discursive base of ideology and the imperatives 
underlying it. It is shown that the study of language of political 
ideologies engenders the emergence of parallel centers of power in 
the sphere of statehood. The growth of destructive elements of 
communicative interactions in liberal democratic society is 
revealed, in particular an increase in the discursive means that 
serve an effective tool of denying the democratic process is 
identified. his study can be useful in the area of political science, 
namely in the political practice of liberal-democratic society. The 
findings are applicable in establishing the factors of destruction of 
social and political dialogue. In this context, the research can 
offer solutions, provide resources for politicians and 
organizations in optimizing the dialogue of political 
communication subjects. Drawing from Freeden’s morphological 

approach of studying the ideological discourse, as well as critical 
discourse studies of van Dijk, the research bridges the gap 
between the studies of the classical philosophical thought and 
neoclassical scientific paradigm in comprehending the role of 
political ideologies language. The current study urges a critical 
rethinking of methodology of political discourse analysis. 
 

Keywords: civil society, liberal democracy, political 
communication, political ideology, political science.  

I. INTRODUCTION 

Today, the issue of “language and ideology” is 

experiencing a real resurgence, provoked by social upheavals, 
change of political and economic regimes, disappearance of 
some and intensification of the other ideologies in different 
regions of the modern world, and respective reflection of 
these changes in language.  
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The philosophical study of various aspects of ideology is an 

objective need, stemming from qualitative changes in the 
modern society, in particular from its informational and 
communicative nature. Under these conditions, ideology 
becomes an indispensable institution in life of modern states 
and the society as a whole. The topicality of this issue is also 
determined by the fact that the study of political ideologies 
phenomenon, especially their language in the context of 
modern Western society, makes it possible to establish a 
productive inter-civilization dialogue as the only possible way 
to overcome multiple crises, which have marked the 
globalization processes. It is the language of ideology that can 
develop a platform of coexistence acceptable to everyone [1], 
which would ensure multidisciplinary framework drawing on 
social, cognitive and discursive conditions [2]. 

The multidimensionality and relevance of this issue are 
confirmed by discussions presented in modern publications 
on philosophy, political science, law, cultural studies, 
sociology, and other knowledge domains. Research papers of 
a number of researchers [3]-[8] give the most fundamental 
insights into this issue. Conceptualization of ideology in the 
modern world is inextricably linked with the processes that 
take place in another important object of research, language 
of politics. 

The philosophical foundations of political ideology, the 
basic principles and laws of its development, the structure of 
existing ideological concepts have been analyzed in works of 
such Ukrainian and foreign researchers [9]-[11. According to 
[9], the study of ideology should be conducted within the 
framework of a multidisciplinary structure that combines 
social, cognitive and discursive components. In the social and 
cognitive aspects, ideologies, or “systems of ideas”, are 

defined as fundamental understandings of the world. They are 
the basis for self-assessment of a social group and they define 
identity, goals, norms and resources of social groups. In work 
[10] author maintains the same position. In his works, 
ideology is displayed as one of the key factors that determine 
development of societies and, together with politics, ethics, 
religion, external influences, enable movement of societies 
along various trajectories of historical development. It is 
logical that, in the context of formation of an 
information-oriented society, examination of ideology 
through the lens of trends of globalization, intercultural 
communicative, changes in discursive practices becomes 
relevant [12], since ideology is based on the idea of changing 
the world and galvanizing into action, even a false or 
destructive action.  
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Author in [13] considers the aforementioned issue in the 
context of network-based nature of modern communication 
ties, and states that the anthropological content of the public 
sphere of politics is gaining now in critical importance. 

Numerous studies of modern researchers confirm that in 
the days of rapid political change, modern society is marked 
by an ideology, which is fused together with certain meanings 
and identities, undergoes external influence both from the 
side of multiculturalism, total transformation of ideological 
systems [14], and the many-colored matrix of political 
practices, philosophical and political traditions [11]. In [15] 
author contends that the effect of using the language means is 
threaded across fostering ideology in human thought and 
behavior.  

Research indicates that political ideology produces an 
action orientation from ideas about politics and government, 
it provides a program, and incites activism [1], [16]. An 
extensive literature documents a long-standing link of 
ideology and such considerations as the purposes of collective 
life, the appropriate manner on which to pursue social goals, 
the relationship between the individual and others, how 
resources should be developed and distributed, and the like.  

Despite the fact that results of studies of classics of 
philosophical thought and modern scholars enabled to notably 
approach the comprehension of essence of language of 
political ideologies, some aspects of the problem have 
remained beyond the attention of the theorists, and the current 
study aims to bridge this gap. In particular, today's 
neoclassical scientific paradigm urges a critical rethinking of 
methodology of political discourse analysis, establishment of 
linguistic and discursive features of the state and civil society 
dialogue, its trends and new forms. 

Taking in consideration the above, the purpose of this study 
is to identify discursive strategies for objectification of 
ideology in the mono- and multicultural 
linguo-communicative environment, which involves the 
successive tackling of tasks as follows: a) analysis of classical 
models of ideology; b) substantiation of key foundations for 
the perception of language of political ideology as a 
linguo-discursive process of mutual adaptation of the state 
and civil society as subjects of political communication; c) 
establishing the factors of destruction of constructive social 
and political dialogue. The political language then can be 
considered as a kind of discursive framework that helps the 
subject perceive and interpret the world in which he lives, new 
forms and trends of political communication. 

II.  MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Research indicates that any political ideology is a coherent 
image of ideal reality, and this image has some linguistic 
correlate. Thus, the description of ideology can be understood 
as a description of its language, that is, a system of concepts 
that structure the image of reality that underlies ideology. We 
proceed from the fact that ideology is a representation of a 
certain set of language elements. In this case, the study of the 
language of ideology serves to reconstruct the discursive base 
of ideology and the imperatives that structure it. This point of 
view is anchored in [17], [18] approach of studying the 
ideological discourse, as well as critical discourse studies, 

developed in [19], [20] and his successors in [21]. The 
ideological content of discourse can be very different, 
however in the course of the analysis strategies for its 
ideologization and deideologization are revealed [2]. 

In the current study of political ideologies, we largely rely 
on the approach outlined in [1] and [22]. Nowadays the theory 
and method proposed Freeden are actively used in the study of 
political ideologies. 

The material of this study is the modern ideological 
discourse, in which takes place a struggle of meanings for 
dominance in the basic concepts in the political and social 
environment. Ultimately, ideology is the choice of meaning 
and the struggle of the concepts in the discourse. Many 
scholars content the notion of concept in ideology to play a 
key role; therefore, it seems expedient to involve the 
morphological approach in the conceptual (morphological) 
analysis of ideologies. In this sense, Freeden himself refers to 
the conceptual history and its methodology, as well as its link 
with morphological analysis [17]. 

We draw on Freeden’s idea that political thinking 

possesses such noteworthy dimensions as philosophical, 
rhetorical, historical, and “ideological attributes in it are 

striking, expressive and inevitable” [17]. According to [17], 

any form of political thinking contains an ideological aspect 
as an attempt to semantically “solve” the messiness and 
uncertainty in perceptions and understandings of the political 
world. With this in mind, it should be noted that 
morphological analysis “departs from the linearity postulated 

in the field of conceptual history”, towards the interpretation 

of concepts simultaneously placed in different semantic 
fields. 

Another methodological aspect of the conceptual history is 
the relative narrowness of sources for analysis, which attract 
scientists to their work, preferring lexicographic analysis to 
the use of a wider range of data: written texts, oral sources, 
and visual materials. The ideologies in the morphological 
approach differ to a greater degree not by the presence or 
absence of any concept, but by the weight and significance, 
which the concept has within the ideology.  

The term “ideology” emerged almost two hundred years 

ago. Destutt de Tracy, a French philosopher, was the first to 
introduce this term into scientific use [24]. In his four-volume 
work “The Elements of Ideology”, which was published at the 

beginning of the nineteenth century, the philosopher made an 
attempt to develop a methodology that could systematize the 
ideas of the renowned thinkers of the New Age and create a 
“common theory” of ideas, or a science dealing with ideology, 

which enabled to delve into natural origin of ideas and unravel 
the so called illusive thoughts. 

Throughout its existence, this term took different 
meanings. Marx and Engels [25] were the first to turn 
attention to a close relationship between the civil society and 
the state as two subjects of ideology. The thinkers defined 
ideology as a collective expression of ideas of the 
bourgeoisie, which manages the civil society and enables to 
control the state. In [25] was admitted that, in this context, not 
all ideas belong to ideology.  
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Ideology is a special collection of ideas that forms a set of 
prevailing concepts aimed at concealing the relations of 
power in the civil society, and therefore to protect them from 
public criticism and socio-political activity (however, this 
goal is unattainable). 

The bourgeois ideology makes it possible to conceal the 
rigidity of social gradations. It acts as a precondition for 
pseudo-compromise and cohesion of potentially conflicting 
groups – mainly, the hired labor and the capital. Under these 
conditions, it seems paradoxical that the function of 
legitimization is effectuated by giving the dominant private 
interests of the civil society a veneer of commonality, which 
leads to false representation of private interests as some 
abstract panhuman interests. Dominant ideas that pretend to 
be common to humanity are always ideas of the ruling class 
[26]. The classic Marxist theory of ideology outlined above is 
marked by a critical attitude to domination of the bourgeoisie 
over the civil society, that is, to ability of the private capital to 
define results of the state policy [27]. Thus, it is no surprise 
that this period is regarded as the time of origination of 
thought that different classes turn the same ideas to their own 
advantage [28]. 

Analyzing the socio-historical conditionality of thinking, 
Manheim [29], founder of sociology of knowledge, defined 
ideology in a similar way – as a set of false assumptions. In his 
opinion, the key function of ideology is its ability to band 
people together, to accumulate their political energy. The 
philosopher was distinguishing ideology as it is from utopia. 
He interpreted ideology as a collective unconscious thinking 
of certain groups, which concealed the actual state of society 
both from the society itself and from the others, thereby 
stabilizing the former. The utopian thinking, by contrast, is 
inherent in social groups interested in destroying and 
transforming the existing society. In view of this, they 
involuntarily, see only those constituent elements of the 
situation that are aimed at achieving the specified goal. Such 
kind of thinking is as well unable to adequately diagnose the 
actual state of the society; it can only serve as a guide to 
action. 

III. RESULTS 

Our approach recognizes that ideologies envisage close 
entwinement of reliable knowledge about society with social 
interests. As author in [30] contends, “ideas are weapons”. At 

the same time, it is erroneous to define ideology as a purely 
false perception. The key features of society today are its 
tangled differentiation and stratification. In the process of 
dividing people into social strata with different (often 
opposing) interests, there evolve certain stable visions of life, 
values, social ideals and ways to achieve them. This provokes 
formation of the so-called mental prism, through which these 
social strata perceive the world. Ideologies reflect the socially 
significant situations that arise in life and require a conscious 
choice. In the process of decision making and consistent 
implementation of this decision, social ideals come forward as 
the dominant aspirations of a stratum. 

The above facts enable to interpret ideology as a socially 
significant, theoretically structured system of ideas, which 
objectifies interests of certain strata and which is meant to 

establish or transform social relations. Ideology actually 
serves as a binding systematized method of social-group 
thinking. 

The key function of political ideology is the legitimation of 
power, since it enables to justify the right of certain social and 
political forces to obtain it. Political ideology is intended to 
capture collective consciousness, implant it with certain 
criteria for assessment of the past, present and further 
development of the society, generate a positive image of the 
proposed or implemented policies and political forces that 
promise to pursue this course, strategic directions of the 
reformational processes, etc. 

While in the pre-modern period the process of legitimation 
had a sacral and religious nature, in the art nouveau period, 
given the significant diminishing in the influence of religion 
on the society, the people, and not God, is recognized as the 
ideal source of power. The right to vote is granted to more and 
more social strata. Crisis of management occurs, when the 
former methods become ineffective in terms of impact on the 
population, who has acquired the ability to manage the state 
independently. Attempts to restore controllability of the 
masses led to different ways of society development. Thus, 
those societies, in which a party's ideology became a 
quasi-religion, eventually developed into one-party 
dictatorships. Military dictatorships that gained power by 
force, often could not provide a legitimate continuity of this 
power. This led to the situation when one day power belonged 
to civilian government, the other day – to the military order. 

IV. DISCUSSION 

Let's consider the specifics of legitimation of power in the 
context of a liberal-democratic model, the main feature of 
which is the ability of the authorities to actively address the 
demands of citizens equalized in the political context. 

The guarantee for existence of a truly democratic society is 
the establishment of relations of social partnership, presence 
of productive socio-political dialogue in communicative 
interaction of the society members, both vertically (between 
society and government) and horizontally (between different 
social groups). 

According to the stated position, political ideology is 
focused not so much on propaganda of certain ideas, 
emotional influence on citizens in order to motivate them to 
certain political actions, but as on elaboration of social 
consensus, making and substantiation of socio-political 
decisions under conditions of actually existing political 
pluralism and multiplicity of ideological points of view. 
Hence, political ideology serves as a linguo-discursive 
process of mutual adaptation of the state and civil society as 
subjects of political communication, process of bargaining 
and negotiation, symbolic exchange, reaching understanding 
and compromises, when people who are guided by different 
interests and values adopt decisions that are acceptable to all 
as a result of political communication and dialogue. Since the 
outcome of negotiations is not achieved by manipulation of 
sentiments of individuals and society as a whole,  
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and is not based on deception or “handed down” directives, 

but is provided by communicative skills and ability of the 
parties to reach agreement, one can foresee that this result 
may receive support of the majority of citizens with due 
account made for minority opinion during elaboration and 
adoption of a political decision. 

Analysis of socio-political situation in the world 
community makes it possible to acknowledge active 
formation of new mechanisms and methods of political 
participation. Thus, various public evaluations, civilian 
control, public hearings, expert evaluations, public opinion 
research by means of numerous polls and voting, including 
those via Internet, formation of online government and public 
television, submission of electronic petitions, etc., are 
becoming very popular. These and other communicative 
mechanisms are intended to improve functional capability of 
feedback mechanisms between citizens and authorities, civil 
society and the state. Mediacracy and mediatization of 
politics as means of organization and implementation of 
e-democracy, in which the dialogue-based information and 
communication relations become a key mechanism for 
formatting political space and ensuring interaction between 
authorities and society, gradually become a political reality. 

By contrast, the conventionally totalitarian model implies 
takeover of civil society by the state, absolutization of 
political power, and the ideological charge of all spheres of 
life. This type of statehood is based on perception of civil 
society as a main source of social antagonisms, that is, a key 
threat that hinders the achievement of harmonious 
development. Within the framework of this project, ideology 
involves active use of monological and propagandistic 
methods of social management that manifests itself in 
linguistic violence, which confirms the dominance of a party 
to the dialogue and ultimately leads to suppression of 
communicative interaction. 

In a mono-cultural environment, linguistic violence is 
based on the strategy of division into “us” (who have the right 

to vote) and “them” (who do not have the right to vote). The 

“them” category, as a component of the binary opposition 

“us/them”, is traditionally opposed to everything positive 

contained in the “us” concept. Negative assessment of “them” 

is conditioned by cultural and historical, ethnic and social 
factors. In this context, “them” is close to image of an enemy. 

The monologics of ideology in [7] is analyzed within the 
framework of the interpretation of power as a prohibitive 
voice. Power is perceived as someone saying “no”. This leads 

to double subjectification. From the position of realization of 
power, it is interpreted as an absolute subject that formulates 
prohibition, and from the position of those over whom 
ascendancy is exercised, power is subjectified within 
perception of the prohibition [7]. In view of this, the dominant 
influence of the power is interpreted by the philosopher as “a 

linguistic act, that is, proclamation of a prohibiting law, 
discourse..., which takes on a form of emphatic expression 
‘you must not’”[7]. 

Theories of political ideologies within democratic and 
totalitarian state systems lose the credit of trust that meets the 
declarative statements about death of ideology and transition 
of humanity to a new phase of development [31], [32]. At the 
same time, we share assumption of [33] that the world's 

ideological squared circle is not vacant. Neoliberalism 
(proprietary liberalism) is dominating classical ideologies 
(liberalism, conservatism, socialism), and its basic concepts 
(individual rights, freedom of choice, constraint of state 
power and leading role of the market) are perceived as 
elements of a legitimate political system [33]. 

Liberal ideology has defined the state structure in countries 
where it prevailed. Division of power into three branches – 
legislative, judicial and executive – is a common principle for 
all liberal democracies. Such approach is intended to prevent 
concentration of power in a single pair of hands, which will 
inevitably lead to dictatorship. The key to efficient 
functioning of power distributed in such a manner is the 
existence of a common strategic goal and a consensus on how 
to achieve this goal. 

In the art nouveau period, parties were emerging as mass 
organizations professing different ideologies, and political 
race between them was of fundamental nature. To reach 
triumph of their ideologies, the parties tried to win as many 
supporters as possible striving to come to power and change 
society in accordance with their ideological attitudes by 
means of controlling masses. Capturing of majority was just 
vital to ideological parties that created ramified organizations, 
which were influencing even the everyday life of people. 

It is enough for the parties currently present in liberal 
democracies to have a passive support of the voters to get 
seats in the parliament or other government bodies, which is 
quite possible to achieve by efforts of the party bureaucracy 
and propaganda. To get financial support of the apparatus and 
for propaganda campaigns, the parties are forced to cooperate 
closely with big business. The big business drags through the 
state authorities the decisions that are favorable to it and often 
harmful to other social strata or even the whole society. In the 
end, a situation arises when, under formal equality in rights, 
rich social groups retain their actual independence from state 
power, political and economic conditions. These people 
influence the ruling circles of society, the privileged strata; 
they are well-known personalities interconnected by personal 
knowledge and in many cases by family bonds. This financial 
elite is structured both in its social status and in importance of 
its role in functioning of supranationalism. Apart from elite 
per se, there are a lot of people who service it, implement its 
decisions and render it life support in other ways. 

The actual transformation of the ruling elite and elite 
institutions of the civil society into a source of political power 
contradicts the regulatory canon of liberal democracy and 
replicates the power mechanisms characteristic of elitist 
rather than of democratic forms of government. Under these 
conditions, the political struggle of parties involves the 
systematic transfer of power within the elite. However, the 
system of supranationalism does not contain democratic 
power at all, since there are no political parties, division of 
powers; the publicity has been minimized or completely 
excluded, the principle of secrecy, cliquishness, and 
individual conspiracy prevails. The superstructural 
phenomena of supranationalism have no legislative functions, 
which remain to be functions of the statehood.  
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However, if the superstructure needs any changes to be 
made in legislation, it employs the non-state means and forces 
the state to act in the way it requires it. It goes about such 
means as, for example, “personal relations, appointing inside 

men to the positions of responsibility, lobbying, manipulating 
finances and mass media, manipulating parties and masses, 
bribing, etc.” [34]. 

The electoral system, which ensures the competition of 
political forces according to established rules, is essential to 
the system of liberal democracy. However, under conditions 
of equal rights of voters, when citizens, who are clueless 
about the complex economic and political problems, have the 
right to vote, political competition becomes impossible. The 
politicians are forced to adapt to this state of things and to 
promise voters all sorts of benefits during the election race, 
even if these promises cannot be accomplished. 

This phenomenon in politics is not new; it was studied by 
ancient thinkers. In particular, Aristotle in [35] was quite 
accurate and thorough in describing demagogy, which is 
especially important for determining the nature of modern 
populism. The ancient thinkers paid attention to the fact that 
citizens and leaders used eloquence and political freedoms 
not only to get the majority of votes, but to suppress the 
opposition and completely deprive it of its significance. 
While the democratic procedure involves making a decision 
on basis of quantitative majority, the demagogy is aimed at 
transferring interests of the winners to the law without 
spending time on mediation and compromise. 

Like demagogy, populism, that is, a movement based on 
skillful use of verbal resources and mass media, is aimed to 
dispose the majority to a policy, which may not meet interests 
of the majority [18]. According to [36], two most important 
components of populism are polarization of the majority and 
the minority, which implies criticism of representative 
institutions, and presence of a leader or central governance. 
Without these two components, a movement with populist 
rhetoric, aimed at controlling the majority, is not yet 
populism. 

In particular, for populism to evolve from a movement to a 
form of state power management, it needs “an organic 

polarizing ideology and a leader who wants to turn people's 
dissatisfaction and protests into a strategy of mass 
mobilization for the purpose of establishment of a democratic 
government” [36]. 

Thus, populism is a project of power, aimed at conquering 
the state in order to help its supporters, to consolidate and 
amplify them. It ignores open, pluralistic, lengthy discussion 
and employs a strategy of new unification of people for 
implementing claims for the acme of power. 

Success of D. Trump in presidential elections in the US is 
indicative of attractiveness of populism, not only in Europe, 
but also beyond the seas. A person with no experience in 
political leadership and skills of meaningful political 
communication, who replaces the latter with primitive 
demagogic techniques of right-wing populist nature, who 
accuses the establishment and manipulates fears of ordinary 
citizens and prejudices about uncontrolled migration, security 
threats, etc., has taken the lead in a respected republican party. 
In fact, D. Trump is part of the establishment, his financial 
segment. Prerequisites for his appearance have formed long 

ago. Suffice it to recall phenomenon of the Tea Party 
movement, which gained particular popularity in the United 
States during the 2010’s. Ideology and rhetoric of the Tea 

Party had many populist components, but it lacked a unified 
vertical structure, inherent in populism. This party was 
looking for a leader able to unite the movement, change the 
republican party and the whole country, since from the very 
beginning its members wanted to be something more than just 
a protest movement. The emergence of D. Trump in American 
politics means that the Tea Party, as a movement with populist 
project of power, has found the missing element – the 
nation-wide leader [37]. 

The political statements of the US president were 
extremely controversial, the program was unclear, but his 
nationalistic calls in economy to re-create workplaces for 
white Americans attracted the voters' attention, since over 2.5 
million people have lost their jobs in this country in recent 
years [38]. 

The characteristic features of populism are as follows: 
infusing belief in fast and easy solving of complex problems; 
offering activities that are understandable; domination of 
well-defined activities; appeal to the general public; presence 
of a strong personality, a charismatic leader. 

In a society with high level of democratic development, a 
politician who came to power using a populist technology is 
actually implementing economic and social programs. He is 
making efforts to raise the standard of living of the population 
and this is the key criterion for activity of a political leader in 
a democratic society. If his words do not meet his actions, it is 
unlikely that he succeeds during the next elections, because 
his opponents will use all the mechanisms of democratic 
influence on the voters. However, it often turns out that as a 
result of assumption of power by such leader, populism 
becomes not a form of denunciation of existing shortcomings 
of the system, but a project of political renovation in 
centralization of power, weakening of the check-and-balance 
system, strengthening of executive branch, neglecting 
political opposition, transformation of the election into 
plebiscite, which meets interests of the leader, etc. 

Apart from the ruling elites and their social institutions, 
which form the core of civil society, the constituent elements 
capable of destroying the foundations of modern state and 
forming power centers that are parallel to the state are as 
follows: analytical structures, non-governmental 
supranational organizations, religious and ethnic associations, 
mass media, organized crime, shadow economy, private 
security agencies and intellectual communities (that are 
termed “think tank” in the Western world, i.e. “research 

center”, and are translated in various sources as “factory of 

thought”, “brain trust”, “intellectual corporation”, etc.) [39]. 
Ratings are one of the effective tools of pressure on public 

opinion. Rating characterizes the subject, allows comparing it 
with a similar subject in order to estimate the potential 
competitive advantage, positive indicators or miscalculations 
at certain time intervals. Today, ratings are compiled in a 
variety of fields; mass media is actively using these data, in 
particular for coverage of various aspects of social and 
political life.  
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Their popularity is explained by the fact that the audience 
wants to know the current priorities in a certain critical area. 
Voters, for example, need to know who is topping the rating 
and who is the outsider. 

The “rating” category is closely related to concepts of 

expert system, expert. A person, who makes an important 
decision (for example, a representative of a governing body, a 
journalist, an ordinary citizen) may, if necessary, refer to the 
opinion of a group of experts and obtain a conclusion on a 
specific issue. Experts often have profound knowledge in the 
field of decision making. In fact, they are informal leaders of 
opinions with a pro-active attitude to life. These may be a 
group of people, an organization, including a rating agency. 
Popularity in the media and recognizability is the most 
important task for the experts, since it guarantees them the 
trust of society. Besides, the number of publications is an 
indicator of evaluation of performance of an analytical center. 
However, more and more politicians and their teams are 
facing the fact that public opinion in politics is difficult to 
determine. That is why in recent years, especially among 
politicians, “services” of people who are directly influencing 

the formation of a necessary image and promote ideas to the 
masses have become “particularly popular”. 

The so-called opinion leaders may include subject-matter 
experts, journalists and informal public leaders. The opinion 
leaders – experts in a particular field – are most relevant in a 
national-level campaign. Undoubtedly, it is very difficult for 
politicians to spark interest of a significant number of experts 
with their topics, and moreover with their personality [16]. 
That is why the most adequate format is the initiation and 
carrying out of joint activities, both public and private. Such 
actions help to maintain bilateral communication and receive 
up-to-date information on the activities of politicians and 
political forces, while politicians receive a good opportunity 
to submit the high-quality information to those who directly 
influence formatting of the information space and formation 
of image in media. The experts are often invited to events 
arranged by politicians in order to maintain the confidence of 
citizens at the appropriate level. 

Fukuyama [40], "father of modern liberal democracy”, 

believes that the matured tendencies weaken the statehood. 
The scientist claims that weakening of the state, which has 
been observed over the last thirty years and inspires 
enthusiasm in liberals, has led to the fact that the space freed 
from the state control has been captured by “patchy gathering 
of international organizations, criminal syndicates, terrorist 
groups, and others, who may be given some kind of authority 
and legitimacy, but rarely a combination of both” [40]. 

The current situation forces him to urge politicians and 
public to resist this process, “to go back to a sovereign nation 

state and try again to understand how to make it strong and 
successful” [40]. 

V. CONCLUSION 

The growing interest in the issue of “language and 

ideology” has been provoked by the hegemony of liberal 

democracy. In the political practice of liberal-democratic 
society, the authors identified an increase in the 
linguo-discursive means that serve as an effective tool of 

gentle denying the democratic process with preservation of 
formal institutions of democracy.  

Since modern democracy is legitimated in the field of public 
policy during interaction between the state and civil society, it 
is expedient to draw attention to the fact of formation of 
parallel state power centers in the sphere of statehood. 
Subjects of civil society, represented by financial elites, 
intercept political power by linguo-discursive means of 
replication of power mechanisms characteristic of elitist 
forms of state administration. 

In this context, it would be challenging to uncover ways to 
optimize the dialogue of subjects of political communication. 
This issue may well constitute promising directions for further 
research in this area. 
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