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Abstract: The present study analyzes the influence of the political
environment on language with a focus on how people address strangers
in the country. The study is important to assess how the political
environment plays a role in influencing changes in expression and
conditions of language. The significance and rationale of the study are
provided in detail, explaining the purpose and objectives behind the
investigation. Similarly, a comprehensive literature review focuses on
the language and its significance, linguistics, a historical view of the
Russian language, and Russia's political environment. Previous
literature associating politics with the evolution of language in Russia
and the impact of political changes on the language are discussed in the
paper. The study adopted a pragmatist philosophy with a qualitative
method to conduct an in-depth analysis of the research phenomenon. A
review-based design was adopted, and secondary data sources were
used for data collection. The results revealed that language has
undergone various changes due history of political changes in the
country and Russian became the means of communication in the
country. Last, the strength and limitations of the study are included,
along with important recommendations and the scope for future studies.
Keywords: politics, language, Russia, linguistics, political environment,
political change.

Background

The existing relationship between language and politics is reciprocal as politics and
language are interconnected closely; thereby, analyzing both in isolation is problematic. Assuming
language as an antecedent and a separate sphere influencing politics while remaining unnoticed is
hard to believe. A famous belief from Greek mythology is that language has a direct role in shaping
politics, and politics impacts languages (Geis, 2012). Both are directly associated with each other.
It has been inferred that people following different political backgrounds adapt to variations in
language as political developments and continuous exposure shape lexical and the words people
use in everyday life. Thus, it is obvious that words and concepts are related (Hussein, 2019).
Specifically, concepts are the foundation of various topics, and the words used to elaborate on those
concepts vary considerably with time. Political underpinnings directly influence these words and
the way of communicating or elaborating.

Language is not just a way of interacting or communicating but also a political and cultural
symbol. It is believed that people adapt to different cultural heritage, ways of living, and
communication through social interactions in society. They share cultural and political views and
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interact in a manner that directly influences the language. These interactions are why the ancient
Greek concept reveals a direct association between politics and language (Jackson, 2014). This
could be due to greater public interaction on the same political grounds having different ethnic and
cultural backgrounds. In other words, social environment and community interactions align with
varying degrees of influence from politics and culture.

These influences directly affect language and result in a blend of words of expressions
people use in their lives. Furthermore, people have varying beliefs regarding language and its
adaptability in social interactions. In this regard, Zheng and Zhou (2021) postulated that language
is believed to have cultural and political implications; thereby, political events have a greater
impact on language usage or, specifically, some words for expressions.

Politics and language are interdependent as language unites people into a single identity,
nationality, and culture and creates a historical gene that impacts state policy. The state-level
interaction and development of policies that serve the community impact the association between
language and politics (May, 2013). The Russian language has undergone various changes over the
decades, possibly due to changing political regimes, policies, and greater interaction of
authoritative people from different ethnicities. Throughout the development of the world,
ideological movements and the political environment have influenced interactions and
communications using different languages. The modes of addressing people reflect the association
between two people and highlight the positivity or negativity inthe interaction (Petrzela, 2015).
Addressing a known or unknown person may reveal a totally different way of expression. While in
a community, people address strangers differently, reflecting cultural and political expression.

Research Aim and Objectives

Politics and language are closely associated, and the association between the two impacts
language and reflects how communication and social interactions have changed over time.
Specifically, the blend of culture and ethnicity in Russia over the decades has brought a massive
change in the political environment and linguistics. Addressing people reveals the need for
communication and depicts respect, sympathy, and agony, among others. Considering this, the
present paper aims to analyze the influence of the political environment on language.

1. What are the major changes in the political environment related to the Russian language
over the last 100 years?
2. How have changes in the political environment affected the language?

Research Significance

The findings add value to the literature by helping people understand the notion that
ideologies and policies are interconnected with language. In this regard, this study adds to the
literature on how addressing women has changed over time in Russia, which is difficult to find in
literature. Furthermore, the current political environment is different from what it was in previous
decades in Russia.

213



Journal of Ethnic and Cultural Studies Copyright 2022
2022, Vol.9, No. 3, 212-225 ISSN: 2149-1291
https://dx.doi.org/10.29333/ejecs/1317

Research Scope

Studying language in a situation where all the variations and their functions are considered
helps in learning more about how a change influences identities, convictions, and perceptions in
language. Over time, variations in language and ways of expressing and addressing are changing.
These changes could be due to differences in the political landscape, influencing people to perceive
policies and political dilemmas. The study reveals a greater inclination toward language
adaptability under the influence of change in the political environment, which directly affects social
interactions and how people are addressed.

Literature Review
Language and Its Importance

Human interaction depends heavily on language. Although all creatures possess means of
interaction, only living beings have perfected the use of language. As soon as individuals employ
and communicate, a language continues to exist in a community (Reddy et al., 2016). Language is
essential to communication, a fundamental characteristic of any culture. As language evolved,
various cultural societies used sounds to construct shared conceptions (Maher, 2017). As language
developed, these signals and their associated meanings became prominent. Individuals
communicate their concepts, sentiments, and beliefs to people using languages. One crucial aspect
of every civilization is language. It is how individuals interact, form links with one bond, and
establish a sense of community. Language possesses the ability to create and destroy societies.
Individuals interact with the outside environment, establish individual personalities, exhibit the art
and heritage, educate, protect human rights, and engage in all facets of society through language.
A person can express his or her views and emotions to others through language. Language serves
as a medium for the transmission of many subjects. The framework of an individual's
communication and how this framework compares with different languages must all be understood.
Language differences are one of the hardest challenges for people from diverse cultural experiences
to overcome when they connect.

Addressing: An Important Element of Linguistics

Comprehending the Russian language's foundation is crucial for conceptualizing the
language itself, the culture of the Russians, and those who speak and know about the language.
Russia is marked by similar elements of complexity that characterize the nation's lengthy and deep
heritage and has a vast lexicon structured around an extensive grammatical structure. The
importance of change and development in language, which has been the main factor in shaping
Russian from its ancient roots into the language, is a key component that bridges the traditional
and modern Russian language.

Historical View of the Russian Language

Several significant influences have shaped the Russian language. These were Peter the
Great (reigned 1682-1725), whose Westernizing policies introduced Russian to western European
cultures, and the Christian missionaries Saints Cyril and Methodius, who utilized Old Church
Slavonic in their work amongst the Slavs in the ninth century. The modern language delivers both
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a perfective aspect (finished activity) and an imperfective aspect (process or incomplete action) in
verbs, using the six case forms (nominative, genitive, dative, accusative, instrumental, and locative)
in the single and plural of nouns and adjectives. The Russian language features several sibilant
consonants, consonant clusters, and palatalized consonants in contrast to unpalatalized (plain)
consonants in its sound system. Palatalized consonants are sometimes referred to as soft consonants
because they sound like they have an additional glide and are produced with simultaneous
movement of the tongue blade toward or to the hard palate. During the early historical period,
Russian lost the shortened vowels (and) of the ancient Slavic language in a weak position. The
fundamental subject—verb—object (SVO) sentence structure in Russian differs based on whether
elements are previously recognizable to the audience (Britannica, 2022).

Association of Politics with Language in Russia

The language used for policies is usually complicated because it affects individual
languages and groups of languages, the state of languages as a whole, and how people communicate.
Because modifying the status of one language necessitates simultaneously affecting the value of
other languages, language strategies aiming at sustaining or influencing the value of a language
usually require sequential access to other languages used in the same country or on a global scale.
The Russian language served a crucial position in establishing and forming a unique traditional
society. The Russian language, which facilitates interracial interactions and enables individuals of
many ethnicities to sense their identification, kinship, proximity, and involvement in a certain
tradition and divinity, served as the physical foundation of Soviet identity. One might claim that
language and politics are profoundly interdependent after considering two possibilities of the
connection between the two. A language effect is delivered by helping to realize political goals and
emotions through carefully chosen linguistic techniques. Political consequence dictates how a
language develops and where it fits within the state (Gurbanova & Rangsikul, 2018). As a result,
politics and power dynamics are inextricably linked to language. Consequently, it is important to
remember that the language that unites the inhabitants into a single nationality, influences
understanding, and creates a cultural gene group greatly influences state policy, just like the state
itself.

Impact of Political Changes on the Language

Russian language policy and planning have undergone several changes over its history,
leading to numerous examples of status, acquisitions, and text development that coincided with
shifts in power, expanding administration, or the fall of the communist era. Standardization,
normalization, and Western culture of the language were replaced with Russification, the
introduction of restrictions, and a comprehensive limitation on the practice of various minority
languages in the territory. While other countries of the Russian Federation frequently acquire new
terms from Russian, especially when those borrowings are from other countries, the Russian
language plays a prominent influence in linguistics structure. The borrowed words are initially
tested in Russian before being adopted by other minority cultures. Currently, education-related
initiatives and efforts to include non-Russian languages in voluntary investigations at the secondary
school level may negatively influence these languages' roles (Krouglov, 2022). Thus, it is also
affecting community language trends, causing a sizable decline in the number of speakers and
worsening the situation for minority language monitoring, modernization, and growth.
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Materials and Methods
Research Philosophy

The present study follows a pragmatist philosophical stance to analyze the association
between language and the political environment. Generally, philosophy is how researchers view
the external environment that directly impacts communities (Marsonet, 2019). Various research
philosophies are followed in social science to bridge the knowledge gap and analyze the theory.
The relevant philosophy is chosen based on the research aim and objectives. Pragmatism is linked
to the assertion of the concepts for supporting the practical implications and action. To assess the
impact of the political environment on the language and how people address the stranger in Russia,
pragmatism is relevant as it takes into consideration the relevant concepts, theories, research
findings, and hypotheses and evaluates the role it offers to determine the practical impacts and
implications of the knowledge and ideas for facilitating the actions to be conducted successfully.

As per Saunders et al. (2019), pragmatist initiates problem identification and makes a
practical contribution that informs future practice. As this research is specifically oriented toward
practical implications instead of abstract distinctions, the said approach does not consider the
context of objectivist and subjectivist. Thus, pragmatism for analyzing the impact of the political
environment on the language and how people address strangers in Russia allows the researcher to
focus on the research problem under investigation and use the research questions to offer practical
outcomes. Considering the aim of the study, the pragmatist philosophical stance seems best suited.
Thereby, through this philosophy, the researcher carried out the study method and assessed the
political environment's impact on language and how people address strangers in Russia.

Research Approach

The study approach is a blueprint or overall strategy that helps the researchers test the
hypothesis and answers the highlighted research questions. Researchers follow appropriate
research approaches to integrate different parts of the study in a logical flow and a coherent manner.
The present study relies on a descriptive study design based on the nature of the study, i.e., to
analyze the depth of association between language and political environment. The rationale behind
following a descriptive study approach is the benefit of obtaining relevant data that systematically
describes the targeted population's characteristics (Sileyew, 2019). Because the present study is
based on social interaction and adaptation of language influenced by politics, the descriptive study
approach seems relevant as it allows the researcher to emphasize more changes that occur in society
through adaptations with time.

Research Method

The present study follows a qualitative research method. A qualitative method provides the
researcher with the added value to make relevant sense of the socially constructed and sensitive
meanings expressed through the phenomenon under discussion. Saunders et al. (2019) signified
that, unlike quantitative research, qualitative research is focused on an in-depth understanding of
the research phenomenon instead of numbers and objective findings, which are intended to provide
generalizable research outcomes. A quantitative approach to research allows the researchers to
gather numeric data usually obtained through direct interaction with the respondents. Such data
type is considered more accurate with fewer human errors (Sahin & Oztiirk, 2019).
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Nonetheless, there is high research ambiguity and a lack of focus on the social context. As
the present research is aimed at the analysis of the impact of the political environment on the
language and how people address the stranger in Russia, qualitative research is deemed appropriate
as it is focused on conceptualization which helps in a critical understanding of the concepts and
factors linked to the political environment and the language in the context of Russia. This is because
a qualitative method allows the researchers to gain in-depth analysis. Thereby, a qualitative
approach is preferred for the present study. Snyder (2019) justified the utilization of review-based
research in assessing, critiquing, and synthesizing the literature, thereby facilitating the
development of new theoretical perspectives and frameworks.

Research Design

A research design is defined as the generalized plan of the study which depicts how the
research questions are being answered. Saunders et al. (2019) depicted that research design ensures
coherence within the research study. Provided that this study intends to analyze the political
environment's impact on the language and how people address strangers in Russia, a review-based
research design is deemed appropriate. The rationale for using review design is to demonstrate the
knowledge base, critically assess and potentially signify the concept, and enhance the theoretical
foundation of the provided research topic as it develops. In light of the review-based design, the
present research has addressed the research questions and aim of the study by critically analyzing
the historical developments in Russian politics, assessing its impact on women and individuals with
different language orientations, and depicting the impact of the political context in addressing the
stranger in Russia. Provided the research topic is highly specific; therefore, a review-based design
is deemed appropriate as its purpose is not to cover different research studies ever published
complying with the research topic but to amalgamate different research insights and perspectives
from varying research fields. Hence, the selection of review-based design is justified for analysis
of the impact of the political environment on the language and how people address the stranger in
Russia.

Collection of Data

Researchers usually follow two main types of data collection, including primary and
secondary data collection, based on the nature of the study. In consideration of the approach and
design of the study, the researcher follows secondary data collection, which involves collecting
data from existing available research studies (Pluye et al., 2018). It is to be noted that secondary
data collection provides the researcher with critical insights and a vast amount of knowledge
existing on the research topic to combine it in a compendious manner for the accomplishment of
the aims and objectives of the study (Saunders et al., 2019). Primary research enables the
researchers to collect recent and first-hand information. However, there is a high risk of personal
bias and challenges in response to the recruitment and selection of the targeted study population,
along with time, budget, and accessibility challenges.

The second method is easily accessible and saves time and financial costs for the researcher
associated with the primary form of data collection. In relevance to the aim of this study which is
to analyze the impact of the political environment on the language and how people address the
stranger in Russia, a secondary data collection method is deemed appropriate. Saunders et al. (2019)
signified that the use of secondary data provides the researcher with the advantage of developing
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critical insights through assessing a large volume of relevant data and filtering out to gain specific
research outcomes, which offers unobtrusive measures. Hence, secondary data aids a researcher in
accessing permanent data, thereby validating the research findings, which can be generalized to
other research settings.

Research Instrument

The present study has used a review-based design as the key instrument using a descriptive
approach. For this purpose, the data has been collected from official, peer-reviewed articles, books,
and studies focused on analyzing the impact of the political environment on the language. Only the
authentic database, namely Google Scholar, which is a reference database was used to extract the
relevant information to ensure the exclusion of any grey literature or unauthorized information.
Additionally, to direct the focus of the study toward the Russian political context, additional filters
were used based on country and locality to ensure that the key research outcomes are directly in
response to the research questions.

Data Analysis

The present study has used descriptive, review, and qualitative methods to analyze and
accomplish the aims and objectives of the study. According to Creswell (2013), the descriptive
analysis analyzes the data constructively so that every single point in the survey is considered. The
descriptive analysis also helps identify the variables and their trends and further supports the
statistical analysis. Likewise, the qualitative method is focused on an in-depth investigation of the
research phenomenon under investigation. Last, the review-based method is aimed to extract
valuable research findings from existing literature to fulfill the aims and objectives of the present
study. In line with the selected research processes, the data analysis is focused on the standardized
methods of extracting adequate information from different articles in the form of descriptive data,
which is grouped based on commonalities or similarities to depict a specific theoretical perspective
(Synder, 2019). Thus, the analysis is focused on data extraction and grouping based on data
similarity to accomplish the present research aims, which was to analyze the impact of the political
environment on the language and how people address a stranger in Russia.

Results

The selection of the articles was based on the selected timeframe of the past 20 years to
show the influence and variation over the years. Hence, by following a secondary data collection
and screening of the articles in terms of language, time, aims, and context of the studies, N = 10
articles have been selected. The origin and brief findings of all studies have been described in the
results. One of the studies conducted in the UK determined the influence of policy changes on
Russian linguistics and the development of languages in Russian culture, whereby it was found that
changes in policies over the year have supported the continuous development of the language and
Europeanization (Argent et al., 2015). Horujy and Michelson, (2010) conducted research published
by the Cambridge University Press and found that two political stances, including Salvophile and
Westerniser in Russia, gave mixed effects on the language in Russia. Because of the European
influence on the culture, Westerniser is cultivated. Slavophiles, on the other hand, ensured the
significance of the Russian language without lexical terms involved from other European languages.
However, political influence from Europeanization caused the division of two political instances,
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and therefore the country faced mixed effects of this influence. Zeldin (2017) further reported that
Westernizers are promoting their culture in Russia, making it filled with the upcoming impact of
the foreign languages. On the other hand, results from an earlier study of the same origin showed
that Russian influence was also adopted by the European cultures and thereby gave rise to the
preference for the Russian language (Weeks, 2006). Two of the studies published in Europe and
Russia have discussed that the Russian government introduced legal policies and codes to value
Russian culture and develop a proper use and dissemination of the language in this culture (Miller,
2008; Krouglov, 2021). Some studies discussed the revolutionary change in the political design of
Russia and its effect on language. Results from the study proposed in the US, New Jersey, provided
a reflection on the Russian political revolution. The findings revealed that in the 20" century, the
changes in the political sector were dramatic with the cultivation of other political values and
modernization in Russia as well. Also, the government provided strict regulations for the
perseverance of the native political stance and language inside Russia (Thaden, 2014). Prina (2015)
further gave a publication in London discussing that such political reforms led to promoting
standards of a single educational policy in Russia which means that the impact of foreign language
in education was avoided by centralizing Russia as the predominant language. One study in the US
also reflected the political dominance of the Russian language, where it was reported that such
political reforms have caused the media to also follow the monopoly of the Russian language, thus
promoting its dominance (Welt & Nelson, 2020). Besides, findings from a recent publication in
London in 2019 revealed that Russian is the only mode of communication among residents in the
country and Putin also strictly emphasized the values of this language. The study also found that
such development is the primary factor in eliminating the division of political stances in the country.
All these findings have been further supported by the literature from the evidence in the discussion.

Discussion

The changes in the political environment of Russia have always occupied a central role in
the development and evolution of the Russian language. Analyzing the literature, it is found that
the Russian language has undergone various changes due history of political changes in the country.
The evolution in the expressions and condition of the language used in Russia cannot be fully
comprehended without considering the secular revolution associated with Peter the Great
from1696-1725. Europeanization and modernization of Russia remain the major political trends
of this period. As Europe influenced the politics of the particular period, foreign language skills
were regarded as a key element in the period.

The policies introduced by Peter the Great to modernize Russia and incorporate European
values significantly influenced the trajectory of the development of the language in the country.
Subsequently, this political trend influenced multilingualism and bilingualism in the country
(Argent et al., 2015). The revolutionary changes in Russia and the rising Western influence led by
Peter the Great have influenced the language used in the country. These changes were the
development of Russian national identity and promotion of values of literary language. Apart from
this, cultural nationalism in Russia later speeded up the spread, maintenance, status, and linguistic
rights of the language (Smith & Smith, 2013).

Moreover, from 1729 to 1796, the political stance of Catherine the Great also led to changes
to the acquisition and status of languages in Russia. During this period, with rising Western
European influence, civil scripts were introduced, removing some letters and diacritics from secular
use and leading "new military, maritime, politics, science, education and other words borrowed
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from various modern European languages (Cracraft, 2004). This implies that during this political
period, with the rising political inclination toward western Europe, there was an influx of foreign
vocabulary that ultimately led to the westernization and Europeanisation of the language in the
country (Holden, 1996). This rising influence of the contemporary European values in Russian
politics influenced the inflow of various vocabulary and lexicons from foreign languages, resulting
in inconsistencies in Russian language and grammar. For example, the foreign film industry in
Russia is an enriched source of foreign language cultivation in the Russian youth. The term
Hurtlocker, which is an English term, was not even popular in the English country but, followed
by the release of the movie, it became widely spread in Russia (\Voronina & Ismagilova, 2016).
There are possibilities of language degradation with the frequent mixing of foreign languages in
the Russian culture, and youth were likely attracted to such changes, thus challenging the linguistic
values of the country.

The Westernization of Russia and the rising influence of European values on the country's
politics also faced criticism from a certain group of people, which ultimately gave rise to two
political stances: Slavophiles and the Westernisers. Slavophiles opposed the influence of Western
Europe on Russian politics and supported nationalism. This political movement was concerned
with promoting Russia as superior to Western Europe (Horujy& Michelson, 2010). The Slavophiles
also continuously emphasized the importance of preserving Russia's uniqueness and political
identity and subsequently emphasized the importance of the Russian language without any
influence of the European languages on it and the removal of all the lexical items borrowed from
various European languages. On the other hand, the Westernisers kept promoting Western Europe's
influence, advocating for the idea that Russia should follow Europe's socio-political and economic
development (Zeldin, 2017).

From 1825 to 1855, during Nicolas I's rule, wasan increasing inclination toward the Russian
values and culture for the country rather than the preference for European values and culture. The
political movements were aimed at standardization and nationalism. During this period, the
bureaucrats were encouraged to write reports in the national language instead of European
languages. This political trend gave rise to the preference for the Russian language over other
languages making it a dominant language in the country (Weeks, 2006).

Moreover, towards the end of this period, with rising political influence giving preference
to the Russian culture and values, the country's government introduced certain regulations and legal
codes for the use of language in the country. For instance, since 1859, the authors in the country
became legally bound to avoid publishing anything in Latin; rather, they had to publish their
content in Russian (Miller, 2008). This was the first legal action in the country to restrict the use
of any foreign language and impose the use of the Russian language only (Krouglov, 2021). This
implies that the Russian language became the dominant mode of expression and interaction in the
country due to rising political influence to give preference to national culture and values.

Between 1905 and 1917, Russia underwent a wide variety of political revolutions. During
this period, the imperial government in the country incorporated a more modernized outlook toward
politics and allowed for the influence of political values other than Russia. Subsequently, the
government also relaxed the strict regulations and legal codes associated with language use, which
led to the development of non-Russian language content in educational institutes. This again led to
a more multilingual and bilingual environment with a small population engaged in non-Russian
language education (Pavlenko, 2013; Thaden, 2014). The values of Russia were regarded as the
factor that could eliminate the ideological division between members of the political elite (Bowring,
2019).
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During this period, the political reforms remained focused on eliminating the role of the
regions and promoting a single standard across the country. This focus was reflected in the
educational reforms and the policies aimed at increasing centralization and promoting a single
standard of education for all the population in the country. This ultimately eliminated the use of
various European and minority languages and promoted the use of Russian as the language and the
mode of communication, expression, and interaction (Prina, 2015).

Putin has also emphasized using the Russian language only as the national language and
interaction in inter-ethnic/cultural settings, reinforcing the idea that the Russian language remains
the only mode of communication for the people living in the country despite the differences in
cultural background and the ethnicities. Subsequently, the use of minority and European languages
began to diminish (Bowring, 2019). This implies that the Russian language became the only
language for communication in Russia among both Russian and Non-Russian people.

Allin all, the language in Russia has undergone a wide variety of changes due to its political
changes in terms of a shift in power, the growth of the empire, the collapse of communist rule, and
the centralization of Russian values. Nonetheless, the Russian language has become a dominant
mode of communication and interaction in the country.

The long history of changes in the political structure and sphere of Russia has also resulted
in a wide variety of changes in the lexicon and vocabulary in Russia. The Russian language has
evolved with a long history of borrowing lexical items from various other languages. At the same
time, in the present post-soviet period, many Soviet-era vocabulary items have become outdated
and eventually obsolete. Various new concepts emerged in the country's language, resulting in the
development of various new vocabulary elements and changes in meaning in the language that
people speak today. (Pavlenko, 2013; Yastrebova, 2008). Moreover, due to rising political
influence, the media in the country also led to various stylistic changes in language use. In
particular, with the rising political inclination toward nationalism, patriotism, and authoritarianism,
Russian values have become dominant in the use of language in the country (Gel'man, 2015). All
in all, the Russian language emerged as the lingua franca while Russian values became dominant
in the people's communication due to the political influence of nationalism and patriotism. This
reinforced Russian as the dominant language with no European influence and restricted the
development of other languages or European influence in the country.

Conclusion
Main Findings of the Present Study

Language in Russia has undergone numerous changes and evolution due to long history of
political changes. The political environment has always influenced language use and
communicative practices in Russia. This is evident by the rising Western and European influence
on the Russian language in the pre-Soviet era due to the rising inclination toward European socio-
political values. The Westernisers have always promoted the European influence on Russian
politics leading to the use of western terms in the language and a multilingual and bilingual
environment. As a result, the Russian language emerged as the dominant means of communication
in the country. Moreover, the pre-Soviet vocabulary has also become obsolete in the post-Soviets
period.

221



Journal of Ethnic and Cultural Studies Copyright 2022
2022, Vol.9, No. 3, 212-225 ISSN: 2149-1291
https://dx.doi.org/10.29333/ejecs/1317

Strengths and Limitations

The study contributes to the linguistic literature and highlights the link between the political
environment and language. The study has highlighted how the political history of Russia has
shaped and evolved the language used in the country. The author has used various secondary
sources to gather credible information for the study. Despite such contributions and strengths, the
study has been characterized by several limitations that may have affected its findings. The study
lacks empirical support to back the findings. It would have been more fruitful to include
participants in the study to generate empirical findings rather than relying on pre-existing data.

Recommendation and Future Direction

More in-depth research based on empirical findings is warranted for the present study. It is
recommended that future researchers incorporate a survey experiment design to delineate how
people address strangers in Russia and generate empirical findings to support the pre-existing data
pertinent to the impact of the political environment on language. The future researcher can also
collect data on oral language use and addressing strangers by conducting interviews or surveys
with the people and then juxtaposing the empirical findings with the secondary literature to
delineate a complete picture.

In particular, with secondary findings, the researcher can determine how political changes
in Russia over the years have influenced the language used. The empirical findings can be used to
confirm these findings by delineating how people use language and how they address strangers.
Thus, a mixed-method study is recommended for future research.
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