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Introduction

Lithuania, as a small state in Eastern Europe, holds a very delicate and specific geopolitical
position. As a country that has been occupied and spent most of the 20th century in the Soviet
bloc, it still carries the collective memory and trauma that period has imparted on society, but it
is also the country to make one of the biggest leaps of progress and Westernization since
regaining independence. Joining strong alliances like the EU and NATO, modernizing the
economy and fostering energy independence have all contributed to this shift. These processes
all pushed through despite constant meddling and attempts to retain power by Russian state
agents, unwilling to let Lithuania out of its zone of influence. To this day, despite increasing
safety measures and investment into the security sector, Lithuania is unable to fully shake

Russian interference.

One of the cardinal ways it manifests is hybrid warfare—conventional, cyber, and information
tactics combined, one of the tactics being non-kinetic operations in the online sphere.
Information itself is a critical instrument that Russia uses to attain its goals without directly
engaging militarily. Russia, having always invested heavily in its propaganda machine, is able to
produce big amounts of articles, comments and other types of media content that supports the
goals of their agenda. It allows them to influence perceptions, destabilize political environments
and erode trust in democratic institutions and alliances. Lithuania is a prime example target of
Russian disinformation, due to its geographical position and international advocacy for Ukraine,
but such activity is not isolated—it reflects broader Russian attempts to undermine alliances and

political trust in Europe.

The online field is notoriously difficult to regulate and research due to it being highly dynamic
and hard to trace, resulting in a lack of studies delineating how online narratives are constructed,
what are their primary themes and strategic aims. Studying the Lithuanian case contributes to
disinformation studies, which can then be applied broadly to understand Russian strategies
globally. Identifying and analyzing these aspects is critical for ensuring effective

countermeasures and building resilience in other vulnerable states.

Lithuania, as a state bordering Russia, is exhibiting an increasingly defensive stance and a clear

westward move in its policies and alliances, which represents a perceived threat for Russia and a



tangible threat to its influence in the region. The complicated nature of Lithuania’s geographical
position and political orientation makes it the target of Russian information warfare tactics. The
growing set of data suggests the issue is unlikely to diminish anytime soon; therefore, it is crucial
to allot it the academic attention needed to widen the understanding of such tactics. The
narratives spread by Russian state actors threaten to not only undermine the trust of society in the
Lithuanian government and international organizations, but also attempt to shape perceptions

beyond the country, making it part of the aim to sow instability in the Eastern European region.

If the academic field of this topic remains underexplored, it imposes limitations on ways to
combat such tactics effectively. Only by knowing in detail the scope, meaning and critically
assessed aims of the narratives, policymakers shape informed decisions on their impact and
countermeasures. This is relevant not only domestically, but also when applied in the broader
geopolitical context, as the Russian disinformation framework uses localized narratives to
achieve broader strategic goals in the region and globally, like creating internal divisions and
destabilising the cohesion of NATO. The increasing geopolitical tensions and the pervasive
internal influence Russia exerts on post-Soviet countries delineate the need to deepen the scope

of knowledge on information warfare.

This study seeks to answer how Russian online narratives construct the image of Lithuania. The
findings of this research will contribute to advancing academic debates on hybrid warfare while
also informing practical efforts of countering disinformation, supporting Lithuania’s position as a

key pillar of Western alliances in Eastern Europe.

The paper intends to achieve the following tasks: 1) to analyse how the image of Lithuania is
constructed in Russian state-run media; 2) to identify how Russian information warfare fits into

the constructivist framework.

Given these challenges, this study addresses the need to deepen the understanding of Russian
disinformation processes targeting Lithuania. It will first provide an overview of relevant
literature, discuss elements of constructivism instrumental to the overarching theoretical
framework of the study, review the methodology and delve into analysis. To achieve this, data
will be collected through Repsense, a media analytics platform capable of aggregating and

categorizing large volumes of online content. This platform will facilitate the identification of



overarching media outlets that frequently mention Lithuania, and after choosing the most
relevant sources, qualitative analysis will then be conducted to code recurring ideas in Russian
narratives, outlining the key patterns. Building on these findings, the study will then focus on the
most widespread and impactful themes, conducting a detailed critical discourse analysis to
examine the specifics of their construction and the underlying strategic intentions of meaning

creation.

This in-depth analysis will uncover how these narratives fit into Russia’s disinformation
framework and explore how they are adapted to target Lithuania specifically. By applying critical
discourse analysis, this study aims to provide both a comprehensive and nuanced understanding
of how information warfare operates in this context. It brings together the constructivist theory of
identity and a discourse analytical methodology in a detailed analysis of the Russian discourse on

Lithuania.

Literature review

Since most modern conflicts are not limited to the use of solely conventional methods, a big
uptick in the amount of academic literature covering the topic of hybrid warfare is noticeable at
the end of the 20th century. Since this study focuses on information warfare tactics used by
Russia, the literature review is divided into three parts, firstly covering the existing knowledge
about information warfare, then narrowing it down to the Russian context, and finalizing with the

Lithuanian case.

A fair amount of articles were found delineating the challenges and means of hybrid tactics, but
an even bigger amount delves specifically into the Russian case, which might be caused by the
broad influence and unique tactics implemented by it. A limited number of scholars review the

Lithuanian context, which this study will contribute to.

Deceptively straightforward, the term “hybrid warfare” has been subject to academic debate,
adding to the heap of new terminology coined by scholars and experts trying to make sense of
the complexity of modern conflicts. As highlighted by Wither, terms like asymmetrical,

non-linear, fourth generation, and unconventional warfare all address the new challenges that



arise from new opportunities and technology', but the caveat of defining hybrid warfare lies in its
broadness. In trying to explain the shifting nature of this concept, the differing proposed
definitions instead broaden the scope. Such inability to narrow it down not only makes the

concept unclear but also sparks questions as to whether the term is useful®,

Full-spectrum warfare, which includes a variety of integrated military and non-military tools of
state power and covert acts that a hybrid actor can employ, is now referred to as hybrid warfare.
In this description, the concept of contemporary armed conflict widens to include more
dimensions (psychological, legal, cultural), making the role of military power less pertinent than
before, or rather intertwined with these other aspects®. Instead, the strategic focus is shifting onto
public perception: influencing and shaping it comes to the forefront of the agenda, namely

through non-kinetic tactics.

One of such tactics is weaponizing information; comprised of numerous instruments, it expands
the battlefield, which, in turn, makes it harder to control and formulate a response. Tools that
allow for the strategic weaponization of information include spreading fake news, conspiracy
theories, polarizing messages through sponsored news outlets, bots and troll farms*. Such
instruments allow participants of the conflict to avoid relying on pure military power for
achieving their aims, and although often described as asymmetric (not an instance of equal
competing power), the information battlefield is shown not by Soesanto not to be an asymmetric
space’. Theoretically, any actor can hit any target in the online sphere; the only barriers are
language proficiency, cultural familiarity, and social media penetration among the target
network. Strategically, everyone participates on the same battlefield, with the exception of the

platform owner.

The advantage of ‘owning’ the platform is precisely why state-controlled and highly funded

operations, like those carried out by Russia, have a significant advantage over the free media of

! James K. Wither, ‘Making Sense of Hybrid Warfare’, Connections 15, no. 2 (2016): 73-87.

2 Cholpon Abdyraeva, ‘Hybrid Warfare: Trends, Challenges and Means’, The Use of Cyberspace in the Context of
Hybrid Warfare. (OIIP—Austrian Institute for International Affairs, 2020),
https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep25102.6.

? Wither, ‘Making Sense of Hybrid Warfare’.
4 Abdyraeva, ‘Hybrid Warfare’.

> Stefan Soesanto, ‘The Dr. House Approach to Information Warfare’, The Cyber Defense Review 6, no. 1 (2021):
119-30.
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the West®. Delving deeper into the Russian context delineated by Robbins et al. demonstrates a
“multichanneled, highly active, relentless propaganda machine that has pumped out a

tremendous amount of damaging information.” 7 Its plethora of instruments, number of agents
and long-standing experience allow for a high volume dissemination of content, creating 'mass

hallucinations’ that (in their best case scenario) are later converted into social or political action®.

The destruction of objective truth and reinventing reality to suit the ideological agenda is not a
new thing in Russia; such tactics were implemented long before the twenty-first century,
cemented by the creation of an official institution responsible for their effectiveness when Lenin
established the Department for Agitation and Propaganda after the October Revolution of 1917.
This once again highlighted the shift of the gravity center, as noted by Pomeranstev and Weiss,

29 ¢¢

“if previous authoritarian regimes were three parts violence and one part propaganda,” “this one
is virtually all propaganda and relatively little violence.”™ Although not shying away from
violence entirely, Russia clearly understands the value that wielding information can provide,
which is illustrated by the ever-growing budget allocation: the 2025 state budget draft allots
about 137 billion rubles (more than $1.4 billion) to state propaganda resources, such as media
outlets, Internet initiatives, and television channels. The amount spent on propaganda has
increased by 13% since 2024'°. This demonstrates the growing importance that Russia places on

information warfare, and the fact that its attacks are only going to increase in frequency and,

perhaps, quality.

The Chief of the General Staff of the Russian Armed Forces Valery Gerasimov, in his 2013
article on “The Value of Science in Prediction” or what is often called the “Gerasimov Doctrine,”
he did not offer a new perspective on combat; instead, he highlighted the “role of nonmilitary

means of achieving political and strategic goals [which] has grown, and in some cases, they have

¢ Wither, ‘Making Sense of Hybrid Warfare’.

" Joseph W. Robbins et al., ‘Countering Russian Disinformation’, The Diversity of Russia’s Military Power (Center
for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), 2020), https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep26533.8.

8 Deborah Yarsike Ball, ‘Protecting Falsehoods With a Bodyguard of Lies: Putin’s Use of Information Warfare’
(NATO Defense College, 2017), https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep10264.

?Tbid., 11.

1 Tvan Slychko, ‘Where the Kremlin Gets Money to Boost Propaganda Funding | Llentp Iporuaii Jlesindopmanii’,
7 October 2024, https://cpd.gov.ua/en/results/where-the-kremlin-gets-money-to-boost-propaganda-funding/.
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exceeded the use of force in their effectiveness.”"! That is perhaps why as soon as Putin took

office, he took over Russia's biggest media outlets, including television.

Upholding an authoritarian, statist regime allows the government to not only control the
message, but to control the entire spectrum of media—which, in turn, bolsters the regime itself.
This loop of control creates a world devoid of objective truth, further reinforced by the fact that
only thirty percent of Russians rely on other sources of information, with nearly 90 percent
getting their news from state-run television'?. This has allowed the Kremlin to create a space of
uncertainty, where truth is made to be negotiable, and its main objective becomes not an
unbiased informing of the population, but instead upholding Putin’s two fundamental and

intertwined goals: preserving his regime and enhancing Russia’s status as a great power'?.

These goals are achieved through a spectrum of techniques domestically and abroad, combining
the use of brute force with destabilizing actions like sponsorship of political movements and
protests, economic coercion, cyber attacks and, most importantly, an intense and

all-encompassing disinformation campaign'*.

As this study will not focus on Putin’s domestic efforts of suppressing opposition and
strengthening his rule, the second fundamental goal of manipulating Russia’s global influence
and its perception is more relevant, which subsequently branches out into sub-tasks, such as
applying pressure to other states to achieve their collapse from within, so that combat is not
necessary to fulfill the objectives', preserving resources and manpower: for example, the case of
Maidan in Ukraine, when Putin allegedly paid off Yanukovych to not sign the Association
Agreement with the EU. The Ukrainian authorities' tactical response was neutralised by
electronic warfare (EW) and cyberattacks, while more general media exploitation strategies
made it difficult to distinguish between fact and fiction, giving observers who believed the

Russian media's version of events a different reality.'® In this case, the attempt to determine

' Ball, ‘Protecting Falsehoods With a Bodyguard of Lies’, 10.

12 Ibid., 11; ‘Opinion: Why Russians Stopped Loving America The West’s Squandered Opportunities and Moscow’s
Propaganda Powerhouse’, Meduza, accessed 20 November 2024,
https://meduza.io/en/feature/2016/04/25/opinion-why-russians-stopped-loving-america.

13 Ball, ‘Protecting Falsehoods With a Bodyguard of Lies’, 2.
4 Wither, ‘Making Sense of Hybrid Warfare’, 76.

15 Ibid., 81.

1% Ibid., 77.


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?MNzaCL
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?ORpMN7
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?5x52AN
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?9EaILj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?huiECn
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?huiECn
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?huiECn
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?l2Hl7Y

another sovereign state's choices was ultimately unsuccessful, prevented by an intervention of

civil society.

This constant tug of war that Russia engages in with other states is especially prominent in
former Soviet Union (FSU) states, which Russia particularly wants to remain in its sphere of
influence. By aiming for “confusion, obfuscation and constraining [...] decision-making,”"’
Russia targets their ability to form objective perceptions. Including, but not limited to the FSU
states, this is attempted by using the so-called “4D approach”: "dismiss—as Putin did for over a
month with the obvious fact that Russian soldiers had occupied Crimea in the Russian ‘news;’
distort—as an actress did in playing the role of a pro-Russian Ukrainian; distract—as Russian
media did with ludicrous theories about what happened to Malaysian Airlines Flight 17;
dismay—as Russia’s ambassador to Denmark did [...] when he threatened to aim nuclear

missiles at Danish warships if Denmark joined NATO’s missile defense system.”'®

Employing the four actions delineated in the 4D approach is possible by using three broad
categories of information warfare tools that the Russian government is alleged to employ: 1)
leakages of personal information, 2) hacking attacks, i.e. creation of automated accounts and bots
on social media platforms like Twitter, Facebook and YouTube, 3) spread of fake news and
conspiracy theories via state-backed broadcasters'. These state-funded media players enable the
administration of the stages through a combination of intelligence agencies (GRU, FSB, and
SVR), "troll factories," hackers, as well as media outlets (such as Russia Today [RT], Sputnik,
and the nation's Internet Research Agency [IRA]).

Aside from state-funded media, disinformation websites also play a crucial role by facilitating
the more autonomous dissemination of inaccurate and/or misleading information. They usually

propagate conspiracy theories, adopt the worldview of Russia's state-run media, and frequently

'7 Maria Snegovaya, ‘Putin’s Information Warfare in Ukraine: Soviet Origins of Russia’s Hybrid Warfare’, PUTIN’S
INFORMATION WARFARE IN UKRAINE (Institute for the Study of War, 2015), 17,
https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep07921.1.

'® Ibid., 13.

' Cholpon Abdyraeva, ‘Information Warfare Operations in the Cyber Domain’, The Use of Cyberspace in the
Context of Hybrid Warfare. (OIIP—Austrian Institute for International Affairs, 2020), 24,
https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep25102.8.

0 Robbins et al., ‘Countering Russian Disinformation’, 33.
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use alarming language, fear mongering, and xenophobia in their narratives®'. They rely on one
another for mutual confirmation and work to promote the idea that the opinions they share are
widely held by the general public as well as in scholarly or expert circles. Spreading
disinformation is also assigned to Russian trolls. These are people who attempt to disrupt online
discussions, bombard them with offensive remarks, disseminate false information, and influence
them with rhetoric that supports the Kremlin. In contrast, Russian bots are individuals or, more
frequently, programmes that automatically send out short, sometimes identical messages in large

quantities®.

The easier and more effective way, in comparison to disseminating completely new ideas, is to
take advantage of the domestic weaknesses of other countries. Russia’s disinformation works
only where it finds prolific ground—not as much due to its own efficiency, but due to the failures
and internal problems of other countries®. Often, these instruments are applied to make use of an
idea or weakness that already exists in the target country, amplifying it, infusing it with
conflicting information and problematizing it further. Sometimes, in order to radicalise or fortify
internal division within a target group, operations will build upon preexisting views and feelings.
Or they will produce new feelings and ideas that contradict the ones that already exist. Static
defenders are unable to compete in this dynamic, fast-paced environment or respond quickly.*
Since Russia’s strength lies in numbers, the narratives are then repeated numerous times by bots,

trolls and numerous other actors.

In the vein of exploiting domestic weaknesses, Russia also makes use of the nature of
Western-style reporting, which promotes free expression and is often eager to give different
viewpoints a forum, combined with occasionally a deficiency of critical thinking in European
media outlets®. Since European media, especially the further westward you go, are often not
well versed in the Russian propaganda efforts, they tend to be more trusting and are not opposed

to giving ‘an opposing voice’ a platform to be heard. Unfortunately, that gives Russia much more

I Michal Boksa, ‘Russian Information Warfare in Central and Eastern Europe: Strategies, Impact, Countermeasures’
(German Marshall Fund of the United States, 2019), 5, https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep21238.

2 Snegovaya, ‘Putin’s Information Warfare in Ukraine’, 14.
2 Ibid., 21.
* Soesanto, ‘The Dr. House Approach to Information Warfare’, 120.

% Gerda Jakstaité, ‘Russia’s “Sharp Power” Manifestations in Lithuania’s Mass Media / Gerda Jakstaite’, Baltic
Journal of Law & Politics, 2021, 79, https://doi.org/10.2478/bjlp-2021-0004.
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room for maneuver, as demonstrated in the case of Lisa F.: a 13-year-old Russian-German girl
named "Lisa F." was kidnapped and sexually assaulted by migrants in Berlin, according to a
January 2016 report from Russian state media. The German media covered this story extensively.
Investigations later showed, however, that the girl had made up the story and the accusations
were untrue. The incident was a component of a larger disinformation campaign aimed at

eroding public confidence in the German government and provoking anti-immigrant sentiment*°.

This current strategy employed by Russia (establishing a network of foreign-language news
outlets and finding sympathizers in Western countries) is nothing new, as these are two
instruments that the Soviet Union also implemented widely?’. Combining old agitprop (how
propaganda and agitation were called in times of Lenin) tactics and new strategies that
incorporate contemporary elements like social networks is what the current Russian
disinformation playbook rests upon. Its channels may be new, but its goals are anything but—as
argued by Alexei Levinson, “Russia’s new propaganda is not now about selling a particular
worldview, it is about trying to distort information flows and fuel nervousness among European
audiences.”® Its aim of confusing the enemy through such strategies allows to not engage
militarily, preserving resources and manpower. To achieve this state of confusion, messaging
from Russia must be “pervasive, rapid and voluminous,”” the spread of which is permitted by

the digital battlefield.

This rapid-fire stream of disinformation is sometimes described as ‘sharp power’—exerting
influence on target audiences by manipulating the information they access. As opposed to soft
power, which wields attraction, and hard power, which uses military force, sharp power aims to
‘pierce’ or ‘perforate’ the informational environment of the targeted states®. By invading their
informational space, the opponent gains the upper hand in forming perceptions and planting

ideas. Sharp power is mostly exerted by authoritarians (studies focus on mostly Russia and

% ‘NATO Review—The “Lisa Case”: Germany as a Target of Russian Disinformation’, NATO Review, 25 July
2016,
https://www.nato.int/docu/review/articles/2016/07/25/the-lisa-case-germany-as-a-target-of-russian-disinformation/in
dex.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com.

?7 Snegovaya, ‘Putin’s Information Warfare in Ukraine’, 14.

2 Ibid.; “Public Opinion and Propaganda in Russia | StopFake’, accessed 21 November 2024,
https://www.stopfake.org/en/public-opinion-and-propaganda-in-russia/.

¥ Ball, ‘Protecting Falsehoods With a Bodyguard of Lies’, 12.
30 Jakstaité, ‘Russia’s “Sharp Power” Manifestations in Lithuania’s Mass Media / Gerda Jakstaite’, 77.
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China), and its implementation delineates the difference between democracies and authoritarian
states—exploiting the weaknesses and fuelling sociopolitical divisions backs their aim to

destabilize democracies.

The sowing of instability brings Russia more perceived stability within, as it has long equated the
sense of its own security with the limiting the sovereignty of its neighbors.*' Especially in the
countries of Former Soviet Union (FSU), Russia believes its rights to meddle did not disappear
with them gaining independence and condescendingly refers to them as ‘blizhnee
zarubezhe’—the near abroad. Of the FSU countries, this study will focus on the Lithuanian case.
The topic of Russian propaganda in Lithuania has been covered by numerous scholars: Darius
Buinauskas, Vytautas KerSanskas, and Laurynas Kascitinas examined Russia's propaganda in
Lithuania, Giedrius Cesnakas and Vytautas Isoda concentrated on examples of Russia's use of
soft power, and Nerijus Maliukevicius investigated the Kremlin's destabilisation tactics in
Lithuania*. None of the aforementioned studies focus specifically on deconstructing the
narratives circulating in the online dimension, and none of the studies have been done after the
full-scale invasion of Ukraine in 2022, which might have changed the course and intensity of the

propaganda. This study aims to fill that gap in research.

The existing research on Lithuania, like that of Cesnakas, highlights the paradoxical balance of
the Self-Other duality in regards to Russian propaganda in Lithuania®. The narratives Russia
disseminates about Lithuania are negative and heavily concentrated on ‘othering.” Considering
the fact that all Baltic states have substantial Russian minorities, are FSU states and Lithuania
borders Russia, the narrative building could lean either way, but the choice made by Lithuania to
orient itself westward, join NATO and the EU may have been the reason for the aggressive

‘Othering’ strategy that Russia has chosen.

The aforementioned minorities and Russian-speaking part of the population become targets of
their own—their position is that of the recipient and (mostly unknowing) propagator of the

‘othering’ narratives, as Russia aims not to radically change the opinions of those who do not

31 Ball, ‘Protecting Falsehoods With a Bodyguard of Lies’, 17.
32 Jakstaité, ‘Russia’s “Sharp Power” Manifestations in Lithuania’s Mass Media / Gerda Jakstaite’, 76.

33 Giedrius Cesnakas, ‘You Shall Not Pass: The Strategic Narratives Defining Russia’s Soft Power in Lithuania /
Giedrius Cesnakas’, Baltic Journal of Law & Politics, 2022, 7, https://doi.org/10.2478/bjlp-2021-0008.
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agree, but to mobilize those who are already sympathetic in regard to their viewpoint**. By
referring to these communities as Russian compatriots, they emphasise strengthening the ties
between them and Russia—in effect, promoting foreigners' self-identification with Russia®’.
Individuals who have leftist views, are dissatisfied with the EU's integration and the United
States' global position, or harbor nostalgia for Communism are most vulnerable to Russian

propaganda.

Russian webs of disinformation, by their intrinsic value, create a network between like-minded
social media users, e.g. ones disappointed by the current government’s decisions. This echo
chamber allows to reinforce the views of the users’ views and to further radicalize individual

opinions*, which in turn creates threatening implications to national security.

Narratives most frequently used to attack Lithuania, according to Cesnakas, are as follows: “a

" <

country that falsifies history," “suppressor of free speech," “the Nazi-occupied territory of the

" <

Soviet Union," “neo-Nazi support — a common theme attributed by Russia to the states with

n ¢

anti-Kremlin positions," “object in the relations of greater powers.”’ Russia often “questioned
the need to expand NATO infrastructure in the Baltic states” and expressed dismay with the
“restrictions of rights of compatriots living in the Baltic states.”*® The range of narratives is wide,
starting from belittling Lithuania, discrediting its sovereignty and role in global politics and

finishing with all-out lies.

Thoughts on how to combat such narratives remain under discussion, as excessive regulation of
social media and the internet in general may also have detrimental effects®”. As demonstrated
above, socially excluded communities tend to explore alternative media sources; therefore,
governments should strive to aim media literacy projects and support for local journalism
predominantly to the least-developed areas of the region and ones with the biggest

Russian-speaking population. One of the most effective limitations on the Russian info ops is

3 Ibid., 11.

35 Boksa, ‘Russian Information Warfare in Central and Eastern Europe’, 3.
3 Ibid., 6.

37 Cesnakas, ‘You Shall Not Pass’, 12.

3 Ibid.

¥ Bok3a, ‘Russian Information Warfare in Central and Eastern Europe’, 14.
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imposed by rising public awareness of disinformation and media literacy®’, so the focus remains

on raising the level of resilience of the general population of media consumers.

Nevertheless, one thing remains evident: disinformation and information warfare are
unavoidable. In the end, societies and governments in the FSU countries will have to learn to
coexist and effectively combat them. Russia’s craft of waging informational warfare is not static,
it evolves, adapts and constantly finds new ways of getting under the skin of democratic states:
this study aims to analyse how exactly it is carried out in the case of the Lithuanian online space

in 2024.

Theoretical framework

Since information warfare, security and the media discourse will be explored, the theoretical
scaffolding chosen for the research is based on constructivism, supported by elements of newer
variants of it, namely critical social constructivism and realist constructivism. The theoretical
undertaking, therefore, is to define the main assumptions and concepts of constructivism, to
compare its perspective to that of realism and to explore the intersection of the two. Further
subsections delve into the concepts of identity, (in)security and systems of shared knowledge and

apply the constructivist view of them to the topic at hand.
Constructivism

In the 1990s, the world of international relations (IR) theory witnessed a new turn:
constructivism. It undermined the rule of rationalist theories dominating at the time, particularly
neo-realism*'. Constructivism falls into the family of theories named critical IR. They are all
concerned with the social construction of world politics, which involves two claims: that the
fundamental structures of international politics are social rather than strictly material (a claim

that opposes materialism), and that these structures firstly shape actors' identities and interests,

“1bid., 9.

! Runa Das, ‘Critical Social Constructivism: “Culturing” Identity, (in) Security, and the State in International
Relations Theory’, The Indian Journal of Political Science 70, no. 4 (2009): 961.
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rather than just their behaviour®. In line with these claims, constructivism (which sits on the
edge between social theory and IR theory) believes that it is human practice that constructs the

sociopolitical world, and is concerned with how such construction happens.

Constructivism is not necessarily a paradigm, it is usually identified as a method, an ontology, or
an epistemology®. When categorized as a theory, it is a theory of process, rather than a real
outcome*. The processes examined in constructivism happen inside and between social
structures, which are defined by Wendt, one of the principal contributors to constructivist theory,
as possessing three elements: shared knowledge, practices and material resources. The focus on
shared knowledge is one more manifestation of why sociality (as opposed to "materiality")

matters in constructivist theory®.
Relation to realism

Although rejecting the primary role of materiality, constructivism shares numerous assumptions
of realism: “that international politics is anarchic, and that states have offensive capabilities,
cannot be 100 percent certain about others' intentions, wish to survive, and are rational.”*® The
two theories vary in their view towards state interests—realists tend to describe them as
exogenous to structures, while constructivists see them as created by the structures themselves.
Their perspective on material capabilities also differs: where realism plainly asserts the
importance of them, constructivism claims they mean nothing on their own, only acquiring
meaning through the structure of shared knowledge*’, e.g. a build-up of NATO forces on
Lithuanian terrain presupposes a substantial difference to a build-up of Russian forces on the
border of Kaliningrad—although materially the same, they represent drastically different

meanings for the state in question.

2 Alexander Wendt, ‘Constructing International Politics’, International Security 20, no. 1 (1995): 71,
https://doi.org/10.2307/2539217.

4 J. Samuel Barkin, ‘Realist Constructivism’, International Studies Review 5, no. 3 (2003): 325.

* Ted Hopf, ‘The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory’, International Security 23, no. 1
(1998): 196, https://doi.org/10.2307/2539267.

4 Wendt, ‘Constructing International Politics’, 73.
4 Ibid., 72.
47 Ibid., 73.
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Because of such divergences and ardent past academic debates between the two, realism and
constructivism are at times seen as theories in direct opposition, incompatible for various
reasons. One of them is the association of realism to rationalism and materialism, the tendency of
constructivists to be utopian or idealist in their explanations of the political world, however, upon
inspection, neither argument manages to hold up, as demonstrated by the extensive analysis
undertaken by Barkin®®. Turns out, a realist worldview can go hand in hand with constructivist

research and mutually help address blind spots left by both theories.

Such claims of incompatibility often arise from terminological confusion—different scholars use
terms with different meanings, redefining concepts until we are left in a situation of
terminological haze, making it difficult to claim or analyse anything at all*’. The theoretical
outcome of this confusion leads to three assumptions: “that realist theory 1) focuses on material

capabilities, 2) views human nature as materialistic, and 3) emphasizes empiricism.”

Each of these three charges is unique, and if any one of them were true, it would show that
constructivism and realism are incompatible. However, upon closer examination, none of them

are viable, as demonstrated by Barkin’s study.

Having underpinned the role of realist ideas in the realist constructivist approach, it is vital to

move on to the principal assumptions of constructivism.
The power of practice

Process is one of the important presuppositions of social structure, as claimed by Wendt®'. He
gives the example of the Cold War: it was a structure of shared knowledge for the duration of
forty years, dictating the relations of states, but once they stopped behaving in that manner, the
existence of the structure was over. Power and material prowess on their own are not capable of

effect, since it is the shared knowledge that enables them as such.

8 Barkin, ‘Realist Constructivism’, 325.

4 Ibid., 326.

30 Ibid., 330.

5! Wendt, ‘Constructing International Politics’, 74.
52 Ibid.
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Nonetheless, power is still central to both the mainstream and the constructivist IR theories, but
they regard and conceptualize power in different ways. Neorealism and neoliberal
institutionalism see material power (military, economic) as the single main source of influence in
world politics. Constructivism, on the other hand, asserts that both discursive and material power
are needed for understanding global affairs. It is crucial to emphasize both, as constructivists are
often dismissed as “unRealistic” for their emphasis on the power of knowledge, language and

ideas, that is, discourse®.

The discursive power manifests, for example, in the construction of national interests. Das
portrays them as constructed through social interaction processes, during which states are
affected by or respond to norms, identities, and cultures in the global or domestic contexts™.
Another instance where the power of social practices is important, is in their capacity to create
the intersubjective meanings that are applied to both social structures and actors. A further power
is then vested into social practices, where they “not only reproduce actors through identity, but
also reproduce an intersubjective social structure through social practice.”” Importantly, practice
is powerful in producing predictability and, in turn, order. Within a social structure, practices
among actors reduce uncertainty and increase confidence in the pattern of actions being met by
consequences or responses from other actors™. A state such as Russia exploits this need for
predictability, for example, by introducing uncertainty by communicating one thing and

behaving in an entirely different manner.

One more important aspect of social practices is their power to produce intersubjective meaning
within a social structure’’—for example, Maidan in Ukraine produced, or rather cemented, the
intersubjective view of Ukraine by other actors as an EU-adjacent actor. Actions or practices
undertaken by an actor create the subsequent outlook of others on them, which leads to the

concept of identity.

> Hopf, ‘The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory’, 177.
% Das, “Critical Social Constructivism’, 963.

> Hopf, ‘The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory’, 178.
% Tbid.

7 1bid., 179.


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?f0AoMJ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?3j2DTK
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?fCnucz
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?yAPO2W
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?hvwDB9

18

[dentity

In constructivism, identities are believed to perform three functions: “they tell you and others
who you are and they tell you who others are.”® Das sees identities as “relatively stable,
role-specific understandings and expectations about self.”** Similarly to performed social
practices, they become the signifiers of predictability, implying the preferences and actions of a
state. Ultimately, the “owner” of the identity can not control how it is perceived by others, here
the intersubjective structure comes into play as the final arbiter of meaning. Similar to an artist
imbuing their creation with personal meaning that, upon displaying it, must ultimately let it be
perceived by onlookers, each of them carrying differing perspectives and imparting their own
unique understanding of the initial meaning. Despite actors’ efforts to control their image, how

their identity is seen globally is not up to their decision.

Constructivism sees it important to theorize identity as an empirical question within a historical,
cultural, social and political context, assuming that the selves, or identities, are a variable®. For
example, the military intervention of the United States consolidated the “international
intersubjective understanding of great powers as those states that use military power against
others.”*'For example, the recent counteroffensive of the Armed Forces of Ukraine in Kursk
succeeded in achieving the opposite effect—shattering the long-held international intersubjective
understanding of Russia as a state that can not be attacked (“the second greatest military

power”).

Compared to neorealism, constructivism posits a much wider range of possible choices of action
that a state has, and also assumes social structures that are created by the states via social
practices will constrain those choices. In the end, although the actions a state can take are
numerous, they are rigorously constrained by the “webs of understanding of the practices,

identities, and interests of other actors that prevail in particular historical contexts.”®

¥ Ibid., 175.

% Das, “Critical Social Constructivism’, 968.

5 Hopf, ‘The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory’, 175.
¢ Ibid., 173.

62 Ibid., 177.
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One of the constraints of those actions is meaning—Das claims that "people act toward objects,
including other actors, on the basis of the meanings that the objects have for them”®, therefore,
even though the initial array of choices is much bigger than through the lens of neorealism, it
ends up narrowed down by shared knowledge and meanings. One of the aspects that builds
meaning are discursive practices, including of those who speak and write on behalf of a state.
They construct the state as an international subject®, this is why the media discourse—what is

being spoken—is crucial to understanding the drivers of action, in this case, information warfare.
Insecurity

Constructing meaning by attributing particular qualities to other actors has many outcomes, one
of which is the naissance of insecurities. Insecurities are, like other aforementioned cornerstones
of the constructivist theory, produced socially and culturally, “rather than being natural facts."*
Associating the qualities with a collective group of people, such as “Americans” or
“Lithuanians,” allows to then conceive of a Self and an Other®. Weldes, one of the seminal
authors of the social critical variant of constructivism, posits that constituted in relation to
identity, similarities and divergences, the “difference can [...] be transformed into otherness.

When it [does], it becomes a source of insecurity”®’.

The source of insecurities, therefore, is the constructed identity itself: rather than being
exogenous to the object which it “threatens," it is “an effect of the very process of establishing
and re-establishing the object’s identity.”®® With this claim, constructivism entirely subverts
realism’s understanding of insecurity, and once again displaces the importance from the physical
realm to the one of socially assigned meaning. State as an entity with identity and interests
becomes simultaneously the subject or Self that defines (in)security, and an object faced by that
constructed insecurity. The process of statist discourses that are performed by social actors (state
officials, experts, members of national movements) creates identities and, in turn, insecurities by

describing the world to themselves and the public.

% Das, ‘Critical Social Constructivism’, 970.
 Ibid., 971.

% Ibid., 973.

% Ibid., 971.

7 Ibid., 975.
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The construction and consolidation of state identities is also contributed to by crises. They are
related to a cyclical process: “first, state identity enables crises; and second, crises enable state
identity.”® One of such instances can be seen in the 1999 Russian apartment bombings,
suspected to be orchestrated by the FSB (Russian federal security service). Built on the Russian
insecurity (terrorists) that is based on the demonisation of Chechens, the crisis then enabled the
then-prime minister Vladimir Putin to rise to power. Similar reasons are discussed in reference to
the 2022 Russian full-scale invasion of Ukraine—crises make it easier to consolidate state power
and allow to reiterate the meanings of identity as an instrument of both constructing and securing
it”. To justify its domestic hegemony, a state needs an Other in world politics”'; in this sense,
making identity construction a reciprocal process: as one subject performs its identity, it
threatens others, who consolidate their own identities as a response’. Since the performance of
social practices holds the power to define and, in turn, construct the world, identities and

insecurities themselves become an important source of power’”.

All social relations are situations of domination, subordination or hierarchy, as seen by critical
theory, ironically similarly to the view of (neo)realists™. So, knowing that a state is threatening
resolves the security dilemma, but only by replacing it with an insecurity. Another state might be
seen not as a "state," but as an enemy, ally, threat, a democracy etc. Those labels of identities are
once again reinforced by social practices that accompany their reproduction”: even information
warfare can be seen as such practice that allows for the consolidation of both identities—the one

of the subject and the object.

Hopf states that “every Self is incomplete without an Other,””

since every identity is construed
by aligning with some and opposing oneself to other things, forming interests and insecurities in
line with that identity construction. The creation of an Other, according to Hopf, is the level at

which all threats should be theorized, since there is no primordial constant of what constitutes a

% Ibid., 976.

" Tbid.
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threat. In the case of the Lithuania-Russia informational space, what needs to be explored is if

being constructed as an Other automatically puts the actor in the category of threats.

Objective, material reality is not seen to shape the facts of world politics by constructivists; it is
rather the intersubjective (social) reality that reigns supreme. Social norms, ideas and shared
structures have a seminal influence on the behaviour of states”’. As evidenced by
constructivism’s tendency to focus on the immaterial, the modes and outcomes of theorizing
heavily depend on the scholar themselves, the social background and the systems of shared
knowledge they belong to. Discourse is not susceptible to a single correct determinative reading,
even if done by the author themselves (returning to the concept of perceived meaning), since it
will mean different things for different audiences. After all, it is the language that produces
meaning, rather than the actors’ power of construction’. This aspect might, at various times,
limit or enrich the research, since the elaboration of constitutive mechanisms and social contexts

is also seen as an advantage of the constructivist perspective’.

Effectively, the “promise of constructivism” is restoring a sort of predictability and a fuller
understanding to global politics, that comes not from the narrow range of possible actions or

imposed sameness, but from an appreciation of difference®.

Methodology
CDA

The constructivist approach brings discourse, language and social aspects to the core of IR
theory across all branches of the school of thought. Constructivists turn to the notion of discourse

when needed to theorize social facts and in demonstration that the facts are not primordial, but

" Barkin, ‘Realist Constructivism’, 326.

8 Nasrullah Mambrol, ‘Foucault’s Concept of Power’, Literary Theory and Criticism, 5 April 2016, 972,
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rather a result of practices and are constituted by social structures®'. Not only does discourse help

in navigating contested concepts, it is one of them.

Discourse, widely understood as “meaning in use," has established itself as one of the core
concepts of constructivism, and its analysis is used to identify underlying structures and
meanings of the world, constructed through language. Two distinct types of discourse analysis
are categorized as micro-interactional and macro-structural, respectively focusing on the
communicative details of discourse and structures of meaning. Both these studies are interested
in power relationships that characterize social practice in global politics and the effects of power

that discourse itself serves to make apparent®?.

Discourse analysis explores the creation of meaning, strategies employed to do so, and the
co-constitutive effects it places on the social structures. It is concerned with how reality is
constructed, particularly in situations of insecurity. Discourse can therefore be defined as “the
space where intersubjective meaning is created, sustained, transformed and, accordingly,

becomes constitutive of social reality”®’.

All branches of discourse analysis may be classified as constructivist in the broad sense, as they
are concerned with the co-constitutive nature of relations between text, context and social
structures, albeit operating under different assumptions. Discourse, as a concept, is also closely
tied to critical and poststructuralist theory, representing a “more general process of (partial)

convergence” in frameworks on language and political research®.

The critical variant of DA (discourse analysis) emerged in the late 1980s and was spearheaded
by, inter alia, Teun van Dijk, Norman Fairclough and Ruth Wodak. It has since grown to be
among the most well-known and significant areas of discourse analysis. The goal of CDA is to
promote social commitment and interventionism in research while integrating social-theoretical

insights into discourse analysis®, or, as presented by Wodak, “opaque as well as transparent

81 Anna Holzscheiter, ‘Between Communicative Interaction and Structures of Signification: Discourse Theory and
Analysis in International Relations’, International Studies Perspectives 15, no. 2 (2014): 145.
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structural relationships of dominance, discrimination, power and control as manifested in

language"®.

It is criticised for utilising vague concepts, since many scholars provide their redefined versions
of discourse, practice, structure, etc. and an interlinking of social theory concepts, adding to the
“general fuzziness.”®” The boundaries of CDA (critical discourse analysis) and its methodology
are admittedly not entirely fixed, but authors indicate that it might also be one of the principal
strengths of the approach, provided that it is accompanied and mitigated by a rigorous

methodological process.

The jury is still out on the “best” way to analyze discourse; however, as argued by Holzscheiter
and Milliken, discourse scholarship can not declare a single best consensual understanding to
study IR from a discourse perspective®. The heterogeneity of the field of discourse approaches is
both an advantage and a risk: the relative openness of the concept allows to accommodate a wide
range of scholarly traditions and methodological frameworks; on the other hand, a weakly
defined discourse is at risk of becoming a hollow phrase, rather than a “theoretically and

analytically profound concept.”™

An overview of the field shows that there perhaps might be as many approaches as there are case
studies, which corresponds with the frequent argument that discourse analysis methods must be
tailored to the empirical subjects rather than the other way around. This does not, however,
signify that the scholar is then not burdened by uncovering their analytical decisions: this study,
according to empirical standards, is made along the standards of replicability and, through
comparison with other cases, has potential for generalization. Holzscheiter also underlines the
importance of a meticulously chosen methodological framework and justified data selection for
rendering the empirical study systematic and refined, two standards this study is utmostly eager

to meet.

% Ibid., 448.

8 Ibid., 455.
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Fairclough’s approach

Two important concepts that CDA employs are intertextual analysis and linguistic analysis™.
Intertextual analysis, as presented by Fairclough, is a three-dimensional approach: firstly
examining discourse-as-text, i.e. the linguistic features, secondly,
discourse-as-discursive-practice, i.e. how and by whom the text is written and circulated, also
instances of intertextuality. Fairclough’s model distinguishes between ‘manifest intertextuality’
(i.e. overtly drawing upon other texts) and 'constitutive intertextuality' or 'interdiscursivity' (i.e.
texts are made up of heterogeneous elements: discourse types, register, style). The third
dimension—discourse-as-social-practice, i.e. the social structures and strategies the texts uphold,

question or negate.’!

An examination of discourse concerns itself with the social and political consequences that arise
from using a specific language, rather than just examining how language is used in international
politics®. Tt not only identifies whether such processes are taking place, but also delineates the

how’, allowing for deeper insight into the broader sociopolitical implications.
Framework

Firstly, background data was gathered using Repsense to gauge how many pieces of content are
disseminated by Russian media channels that mention Lithuania in the title or text, in
“independent” or “news agency” websites. Sputnik News Lithuania (It.sputniknews.ru) has
consistently been the most active in mentioning Lithuania, so it has been chosen as the source for

the corpus of research.

% Norman Fairclough, ‘Discourse and Text: Linguistic and Intertextual Analysis within Discourse Analysis’,
Discourse & Society 3, no. 2 (1992): 194.
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Mentions by Sources

sputniknews.ru 2.7k
russian.city 2.4k
baltija.eu | 1.0k
Agency: BNS | 958
mirtesen.ru || 790
123rumnet || 705
kritika.news [ 704
russia24.pro || 695
moyby.com || 637
baltnews.com || 618
rodina.news | 547
tmbw.ru || 527
volkovysk.eu | 484
ramblerru | 476
Radio: LRT Radijas | 473
bulbanews.ru | 449

Other (2895) 39.5k

0 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000

The time frame chosen for the research is one year: to ensure a comprehensive analysis, not
skewed by any one particular significant event (e.g. elections, major policy decisions), but also to
demonstrate the general perspective throughout the period, starting from 1 November 2023 and

ending with 1 November 2024.

Since the articles are written in Russian, manual translation and the DeepL online tool were
utilised to translate the text for describing analysis. As highlighted by scholars, this may present
a possible limitation, as nuances in translation may skew the meaning”. This is mitigated by the
fact that the analysis was conducted by a native speaker, the coding was carried out in the
original language of the text, and by including original language terms when encountering an

ambiguous word.

The analysis is focusing on concepts of identity and insecurity and also centers Lithuania as the
main narrative object; therefore, a search was conducted in the Sputnik News database using the
keywords "Lithuania" + "war." A general search of “Lithuania” articles yielded an amount that
would be impossible to manually review, so an additional filter of war mentions allowed to

narrow down the corpus and up the relevance of the results.

% Fairclough, ‘Discourse and Text’, 196.
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The search provided 863 articles in total, out of which 245 specifically mention Lithuania in the
title, not just the body of text. In the 245 titles, several actors are mentioned, such as “the
Parliament of Lithuania” or “the minister of foreign affairs of Lithuania." Since this research
delves into the identity of Lithuania as a state, only articles in which the main subject of the
sentence were chosen for analysis. In 88 titles, the main entity mentioned is Lithuania, but in 67
of them it is used in the form “in Lithuania” with passive verb forms, obscuring the agent,

whereas 22 mention “Lithuania” as the main actor (Table 1).

Table 1.
Category Number of articles
Total articles found 863
Articles with “Lithuania” in title 245
"Lithuania" as Main Actor 22
"In Lithuania" with Passive Verbs 67

Source: compiled by author

The texts were selected based on relevance and their alignment with the research question (i.e.,
articles where Lithuania is the main actor). Since CDA requires a detailed examination of texts, a
smaller corpus allows for a more in-depth approach. The analysis is focused on specific concepts

(identity and insecurity), therefore, the smaller targeted dataset enables a more detailed approach.

Inductive coding was used so as not to miss valuable insight due to predetermined codes,

creating tags in the Taguette software and analysing the texts line by line.

The 22 texts that use Lithuania as the main actor were chosen for further analysis. Inductive

coding was used along with Fairclough’s three-dimensional model to indicate linguistic,
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discursive and social structure elements used in the text. They were then used to identify key
patterns and power dynamics, presented in the subsequent parts. The codes themselves are

presented in a comprehensive codebook in the annex, exported from the Taguette software.

Qualitative analysis
Linguistic dimension

Starting with the linguistic dimension, the first overarching trend that was identified is belittling

lexical choices, a variety of them used in almost every title and article.

Constructions like “(Lithuania) loudly barks” use personification to attribute human/animal traits
to a state, metaphor of barking to convey aggressive or attention-grabbing behaviour, and use the
adverb “loudly” to add intensity, along with a judgmental tone. This phrase conveys Lithuania as
an insignificant and annoying actor, behaving in an aggravating way that the author dismisses,
and it is repeated several times throughout the corpus, further cementing the notion of Lithuania

as a “barking dog."

Another case of personification is evident in the title “Lithuania bows to China, not having seen
money from Taiwan." Here, the personification is conveyed through the act of bowing, putting
Lithuania in a subordinate position of an actor that is submitting to hegemony of, in this case,
China. “Not having seen money from Taiwan” adds another personified dimension, this time
highlighting Lithuania’s perceived greed, implying a pre-construed relationship that, once
expectations were not met, was betrayed, adding the notion that Lithuania is volatile and

unstable.

The lexical choice “the ruling elite” when talking about the Lithuanian government undermines
the credibility of Lithuanian democratic institutions, constructing an image of usurped power at
the top of the state apparatus, highlighting the divide between the “elite” and “regular people."
This is also instrumentalized to sow distrust in the actions of the government and will be

explored further.
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Metaphors are generously littered throughout the articles, like in the sentence “the social
democrats, who were once doves of peace, have turned into real war hawks along with the
president.” The juxtaposition of “doves of peace” and “war hawks” deepens the contrast of the
comparison and adds a mocking tone, once again aiming to delegitimize and belittle the agency
of Lithuanian state actors. This is repeated multiple times in the article, e.g. using the adjective
“the newly-appeared (hawks)” to emphasise that the perceived change is recent and thus,
discredit its legitimacy. Using diminutive adjectives like “a fresh (cBexxenbkwuii) source of
revenue for the military” also carries a mocking connotation, further playing into Lithuania’s

label as greedy and at the same time belittling its behaviour.

Another important instance where the choice of words conveys Russia’s view of Lithuania is its
use of the word “Pribaltika," which, when translated literally, means “by the Baltic sea." The
term has historically been used as a slur, amalgamating the three Baltic nations into one, aiming

to belittle and erase national identity.

Describing Lithuanian support of Ukraine during the NATO summit in Vilnius as “kissing the
Ukrainian flag by the president” again perpetuates the narrative of submission and questioning
the alliances and partnerships that Lithuania forms internationally. This is further made evident
by describing Germans as “naive," in turn, portraying Lithuania as an unreliable partner. Using
the aforementioned tactic of contrasting, the article goes on to state “In short, the loud
announcement that Lithuanians will be protected by German soldiers may turn out to be a loud
failure due to a banal lack of money for hired soldiers." The “loud announcement” and “loud
failure” juxtapositions emphasise the constructed disappointment in Lithuania’s partnerships, and
pointing out that the reason is due to a “banal lack of money” portrays Lithuania as having
economic problems. Using “in short” in the beginning of the sentence puts it into a
conversational tone, simplistically and abruptly summarizing the perceived shortcomings in an

attempt to establish rapport with the reader.

The narrative of economic problems is continued in stating Lithuania “is jumping on the last
train trying to save the economy from recession," once again utilising metaphor to dramatize
events. In some cases, Lithuania is outwardly described as “poor (aumias) Lithuania." In the
phrase “Only three years ago, Lithuanian authorities actively welcomed Belarusians to their

country," the emphasis provided by the lexical choices “only” and “actively” makes the portrayal
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of the situation more aggravated and later allows for a more effective contrast in comparison to

the current situation.

The exaggerated wording comes into play again when Lithuania is portrayed as having “lured
(3amanuBana)” and having “tried its best to lure” Belarusians into the country, and afterwards
“pushing/forcibly squeezing (BbinaBar)” them out to Belarus again. These choices of strong
wording, aside from their mocking tone, create dissonance between Lithuania’s actions and make

it appear flighty and lacking in direction.

Moving on from lexical to grammatical and syntactical choices, the main tool identified was the

instrumentalization quotation marks.

Russian “aggression” in the texts is always put into quotation marks, aiming to blur the lines of

fact and opinion, along with such concepts as “the Russian threat," “deterring Russian
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aggression," “aggressors from the East," “military threats," and “threat to security."

Usually, quotation marks indicate that the term is being contested or not being used honestly.
Enclosing "aggression" in quotes allows the text to detach itself from the term, implying irony or
doubt. Instead of framing the charge of aggression as an objective fact, it presents it as a
subjective or unfounded assertion. Such use of quotation marks delegitimizes the “aggression,"
implying that it is part of a biased narrative, or externalising its source (imposed by the West).
Framing it as foreign allows to negate it as reflecting reality. The quotation marks also add a

mocking or sarcastic tone, which is visible throughout most of the texts.

By questioning the term, the focus is being shifted away from the actions and onto the term and
its validity, redirecting attention from the actor committing those actions to those using the term,
implying bias or even deliberate anti-Russian agenda (this will be prominent further along the

analysis).

The quotation marks help to normalize Russian actions in the eyes of the reader by portraying the
accusations as exaggerated or outright false, which fits into the wider narrative that Russia is a
victim of Western disinformation rather than an aggressor, and also challenges the hegemony of

Western narratives in defining global events (also described as the “multipolar world” that Russia
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is aiming to establish). By claiming Lithuanian and Western use of the term to be manipulative

and aimed at discrediting Russia, it shakes itself free of blame by positing it on others.

The strategic shift of focus from the act (aggression) to the term allows to escape responsibility
and contest the description itself. Questioning who has the authority to define and interpret

events contributes to the destruction of objective truth, a tactic known to be used by Russia.

In implementing such tools as deflection and doubt-sowing through quotation marks, Russia
interacts with Lithuania’s construction of security. Negating the “Russian threat” as an attempt to
establish control over the narrative and thus, over reality, can have varied effects depending on
the audience. For domestic audiences, it can further entrench the identity of Lithuania as biased
and anti-Russian, and for Russian readers in Lithuania, it can build the image of Russia as a

peaceful actor that is discriminated against.

Thematically, aside from constructing the concept of aggression, quotation marks are also used
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to question Lithuanian history. “National hero," “partisan," “monument “desecration”: again, a
marker of skepticism, an evident strategic tool to delegitimize and question these terms, implying
that the concepts are undeserved, exaggerated or illegitimate. Questioning the validity of
“national heroes” undermines the heroism and sows doubt on moral and historical legitimacy of
these figures, and applying the same technique to “partisans” the validity of their resistance is
questioned. The quotation marks suggest a hidden, implicit narrative propagated elsewhere in the
texts about the Lithuanian “forest brothers” (also in quotation marks everywhere, though in this
case it is difficult to ascertain the motive: whether it is also skepticism or regular quotation marks
for a translated foreign name). The narrative undermines the moral justification of the actions of
the “forest brothers," implying them to be Nazi collaborators (also a prominent narrative
regarding Lithuania as a state) and criminals. Contesting the Lithuanian identity, historical
narrative and figures, Russian narratives challenge the moral foundation of Lithuanian
independence and sovereignty. This is further demonstrated by the quotation marks used around
the word “(Lithuanian) independence." Such tactics position Russia as the higher moral arbiter of

history and morality, attempting to skew the power balance by systematically eroding the

Lithuanian historical narrative.
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One more instance where quotation marks are instrumentalized to carry out strategic tactics is
noticed here: “In the Baltic republic it is increasingly attempted to divide the citizens of Belarus
into ‘right’ and ‘wrong’ ones.” The use of passive voice (“it is increasingly attempted”) obscures
agency, withholding information about the actor of this division, attributing it broadly to the
“Baltic republic." Once again, the quotation marks are introduced to suggest sarcasm, skepticism
and the externally imposed nature of these labels. They imply moral critique of Lithuania’s
supposed unethical actions of imposing judgment (e.g., "right" and "wrong") on Belarusians, and
the alleged attempt to “divide” them, positioning them as victims of manipulation perpetrated by
Lithuania. This fits into the broader narrative that portrays Lithuania as an instigator of conflict

and division.

Moving on to rhetorical devices, some metaphors were already touched upon in the lexical
analysis section, but will be expanded on here, along with the use of conversational tone and

sarcasm/mocking.

The metaphor “at the broken trough (y pa3zouroro kopsita)” used in a title about collaboration
with Taiwan symbolises disappointment and unmet hopes, as well as economic hardship, feeding

into the image of Lithuania as poor and gain-seeking.

“Meticulous journalists” having discovered past membership in the communist party was also
subject to ridicule, in a bid to discredit their labour and highlight its perceived pointlessness, so

as to discredit Lithuania’s efforts to distance itself from the Soviet past.

Speaking about the protests of Maidan, the participation of the Lithuanian minister of foreign
affairs at the time was described as “touchingly handed out woollen mittens to protesters, which
‘will warm not only the hands, but also the hearts of Ukrainians’, and ‘communicated’ with
representatives of the opposition." The word “touchingly” and the chosen quote portray the
actors as naive and overly emotional, imbuing the statement with a discrediting tone. Quotation
marks are once again instrumentalized in the word “communicated” in order to sow doubt, and
his words about Ukraine’s Association Agreement with the EU were presented as “sweetly
sung," playing into the naivete and irony imposed by the Russian narrative. Further on, it is
stated “the pious tales of ‘warm mittens’ have been replaced by something hotter," again

rounding out the contrasting comparison of Lithuania’s course of action, “something hotter”
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standing in for the statement of the President about Ukraine having to choose its fate. The words
of the then-speaker of the Parliament Loreta Grauziniené directed to the newly (“illegitimately,"
according to the article) appointed speaker of the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine are presented as a
“fiery message (mnamenHoe nocianue)," mocking the Lithuanian-Ukrainian partnership by

attributing a dramaticized descriptor.

Using emotionally charged language such as describing a setback in export talks between Taiwan
and Vilnius as “such sad news” also allows to take a stance by using a mere adjective: it is
evident that Russia does not support Lithuania’s trade and partnership with Taiwan, and using
such wording demonstrates the sarcastic portrayal. In the sentence “The Taiwanese officials
nodded their heads at this, which the Lithuanian side apparently considered to be an expression
of interest," Russia is again positioning itself as the arbiter of reality, portraying the agreement
between two states as a misunderstanding, again belittling the agency of Lithuania and showing
it as incapable. This is further exacerbated in the outright statement that “It is not worth counting
on the reasonableness of the Lithuanian Foreign Minister," undermining the capabilities and

rationality of democratic institutions.

Portraying Lithuania as irrational also comes into play in the article “A passport will “adorn”
only a select few. Lithuania creates “inquisition” on citizenship." Choosing words like “adorn”
and “select few” exaggerates and discredits Lithuanian actions, and when stating that
“Apparently, [foreign citizens] will be tested for their loyalty to Russia and its president
personally," it is attempted to poke holes in the rationality of its actions, portraying it as foolish
(rather than a grounded concern for national security). In saying that foreign citizens “will be
summoned for a ‘heart-to-heart talk’ with the Department of State Security (DSS)," the metaphor
is used ironically to portray Lithuanian institutions as aggressive and their attempts to increase

security as unreasonable and overreactive.

The narratives of economic poorness and geopolitical misguidedness are also perpetuated in
discussing Lithuania’s support of Ukraine. Asking “Who demands to take off and give
Ukrainians ‘the last trousers’," “Who shouts ‘Ukraine to the EU!’ the loudest’” once again uses
the mocking tone, personification and metaphors to make the point of Lithuania as an irrational

actor.
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The sarcasm is also present in a different case: the metaphorical portrayal of Europe/the EU as
“paradise." Its inhabitants are described as “inhabitants of the magnificent garden," the EU as
“the pan-European table brimming with viands (GoraTslii OT sICTB 0OIIEeBpOTICHCKUIT CTOI)”
(using the archaic version of the word “food” to emphasize the divide and exaggeration), and the
“European Garden of Eden." This sarcastic portrayal criticizes and undermines the image of the
EU as a prosperous entity, once again using quotation marks to indicate skepticism and to cast
doubt on Europe’s stability. The word “paradise” invokes abundance, welfare and idealism, so
the sarcastic usage implies the opposite—that Europe is in economic and moral dysfunction. It
props Russia up into a superior moral position of someone who sees through the “facade,"
creating a shared system of knowledge that the reader is invited into. Creating a sense of moral
and informational superiority makes it appealing to audiences who already hold skeptical or
negative opinions about Europe, fitting into the aforementioned Russian strategy of sowing
internal divide and appealing to Russian-speaking minorities in Lithuania. It also creates a strong
Self/Other dichotomy, positioning Europe as a sham and Russia as stable and unafraid to call out
perceived illusions. The EU generally represents Western discourse hegemony and the rejection
of Russian influence in Lithuania, therefore the sarcastic usage of “paradise” divulges the
frustration with the perception of the EU as morally and economically superior, and shows the
attempt of Russia to subvert the power dynamic and diminish the potential appeal of the EU in

the eyes of the audience.

Such are the dominant tools and narratives employed on the linguistic level. By quantity,
belittling lexical choices and instrumentalization of quotation marks are ahead (41 and 42
instances, respectively), closely followed by sarcastic tone (29 instances) and metaphors (26

instances).
Discourse dimension

Moving along Fairclough’s three-dimensional analysis model, the discourse dimension will now
be explored. Starting with the analysis of the dissemination platform, authors and audiences,
exploring instances of intertextuality and strategies, tools and identity labels used in the texts of

the corpus.
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The platform Sputnik News (formerly Voice of Russia or RIA Novosti) is a Russian state-owned
and operated” media outlet that is active on a variety of platforms, including websites in 31
languages, radio broadcasting, formerly Tiktok, Facebook, X and Youtube. The European Union
declared that Sputnik, RT, and their affiliates would no longer be allowed to operate within the
EU when Russia invaded Ukraine in late February 2022%, but even the Lithuania-focused

Sputnik News website remains easily accessible using VPN.

Sputnik News describes itself as “showcasing a multipolar world”—a term frequently employed
by Russia to indicate disdain for the perceived concentration of power and influence in the hands

of the USA or the collective West.

The platform states “Sputnik says what others are silent about” and “We exist to tell the stories
that aren't being told," perpetuating various implications. Firstly, the direct contrast between
“Sputnik” and “others” (implying mainstream Western media or other countries’ state-sponsored
outlets) portrays the “others” as malignant actors deliberately withholding or falsifying
information, positioning Sputnik as “on their side” and unique. By creating a system of shared
knowledge and letting the audience into it, it creates a sense of exclusivity and enlightenment.
The word "stories" lends a human touch to the material, giving it an air of empathy, relatability,
and inherent worth. The verbs “says” and “exist to tell” portray Sputnik as active, purposeful and
convey a sense of responsibility to “uncover the truth” that the “others” are hiding. Both
statements implicitly accuse the “others” of wrongdoing without naming specific names,
avoiding accountability. The wording appeals to alienated audiences emotionally and humanizes

the media outlet, waving the promise of “belonging to the inner circle of awareness."

The “About” section states that Sputnik “occupies a unique niche as a provider of alternative
news content and a radio broadcaster in one person." The word “alternative” positions the outlet
as a challenger to the dominant media, aligning it with values of openness and honesty
(distancing itself from its state-sponsored roots, which is also not stated in the “About” section).
This positioning also appeals to people who see traditional media as corrupt and untrustworthy. It

exploits existing distrust towards the mainstream media by reinforcing the narrative that the

% Tatiana Romanova and Maxine David, The Routledge Handbook of EU-Russia Relations: Structures, Actors,
Issues (Routledge, 2021).

% ‘EU to Ban Russia’s RT, Sputnik Media Outlets, von Der Leyen Says — POLITICO’, accessed 15 December 2024,
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audiences are being misled and lied to. This feeds into the process of the already distrustful
audiences turning to Sputnik to get the “full picture” that is supposedly withheld. The phrases are
a rhetorical shield for spreading state-aligned narratives, especially those that criticise Western
policies or present Russia in a favourable light, even though they promise transparency and

untold stories.

The platform is transparent about being “fully oriented towards a foreign audience," which is
supplemented by having numerous websites in the native languages of the targeted countries; the
Lithuania-focused variant, however, is in Russian, presumably because of the relatively large

Russian-speaking part of the population.

Aside from the large part of articles that are left without indicating the author, the names that are
indicated in the corpus articles are sometimes Lithuanian; although, no further information about
the individual is provided upon clicking on them (only the articles previously published in their
name on the platform; oft very thematically various). Google searches yield no result either,
suggesting the names might be fabricated to reinforce the internal divide and provide credibility

(“a native Lithuanian is criticizing the government”).

Out of all the articles that mention Lithuania as a main actor in the corpus, all of them carry a
negative connotation, either questioning or outright condemning the actions of the state and its
representatives. Upon broadening the search to include the articles that mention Lithuania in the
title at any capacity, it was ascertained that the only neutral articles were ones where the
members of the Eastern Orthodox religious group are being congratulated for Christmas or

Easter.

Intertextuality, as an important aspect of the discourse dimension of the analysis, was evident in
numerous instances in the texts. The analysis covers instances of manifest intertextuality
(quoting) and constitutive intertextuality (interdiscursivity): style, register and references to other

texts.

When quotes are presented in the articles, they are, in most cases, presented with a neutral verb
“(the actor) noted” or “(the actor) stated." Nevertheless, there are numerous cases of behaviour
attribution when presenting quoted utterances, like “Simonyté¢ had to sadly admit” or

“demanded," adding a layer of connotation that was not previously there, had the words been
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presented on their own. The connotations are, again, negative-leaning or outright sarcastic

(“sweetly sang the Lithuanian minister”).

The people selected to quote fall into two categories: they are mostly Lithuanian government
officials (the president, prime minister, minister of foreign affairs etc), or representatives of
“alternative” viewpoints that have at some point expressed support for Russia, like the “member
of the Lithuanian political opposition Algirdas Paleckis” or Ilze Liepa, a ballerina who openly
supported Putin. The only instances where the words of non-opposition Lithuanian politicians or
experts are used is when they support the main ideas of the author of the article (discrediting the
choices of Lithuania in both cases): e.g. the words of then-chairwoman of the Lithuanian Trade
Union Confederation (LPSK) are presented as “repeatedly condemned the Lithuanian authorities
for leaving hundreds of people ‘on the margins of society’." This is another instance of
exploiting internal disagreements and exaggerating them to sow distrust in the Lithuanian

government and, in turn, make the state appear as morally corrupt.

Regarding constitutive intertextuality, it manifested in the following ways: when talking about
increasing the budget allocation for security, the president of Lithuania is attributed the phrase
“it's not enough, not-e-nough! (manoBaro Oynet, ma-n0-Ba-To!)." This is a comedic catchphrase
that comes from Russian pop culture (originating from a popular comedy Our Encounters
(“Hamu BcTpeun™), utilising deliberate repetition and exaggeration, along with a comedic,
playful tone. This informal style introduces an element of ridicule, portraying the president as
overly dramatic and irrational. It also reinforces the notion of Russian superiority, both
delegitimizing security concerns and creating a space of shared cultural identity (in this case,
humor) for Russian-speaking readers. Imposing Russian cultural references onto Lithuanian
discourse (here and going forward) aims to establish cultural hegemony, remaining in the

mocking register that was analysed previously.

Another similar instance appears through the use of the postfix “-s”: in the sentence “2024 will
bring many political revelations to Lithuania. We are waiting-s (OKaem-c.)" The “-s” postfix is an
archaic remnant of the word “sir (cymaps)," previously used to indicate politeness, now carrying
an ironic undertone through the juxtaposition of formality and humor. It conveys patience or
anticipation in a mocking way, here in regards to the political developments in Lithuania in the

new year. Thus, the "political revelations" that are anticipated in Lithuania are implied to be
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either predictable, unimportant, or unworthy of real attention. The word creates a perception of
condescending patience, once again elevating Russia into the position of seeing through facade,
aligning with readers who already feel skepticism, fostering a feeling of mutual understanding
and emotionally distancing the speaker from Lithuanian politics, allowing to portray them as

unimportant or unserious, further alienating Russian-speaking audiences.

One more cultural reference is evident in the use of the idiom "the cart is still there (Bo3 u HbIHE
tam)" when describing Lithuania-Taiwan relations. The phrase is derived from the fable the
Swan, the Pike and the Crab written by Ivan Krylov, and is used to signify a situation that is
lacking in progress. When used in political discourse, it implies stagnation, failure and
dysfunction. It not only portrays Lithuania as incapable, but also criticizes its effort to build
connection with Taiwan in a way that suggests misaligned interests and lack of unity: in the
fable, the cart remains stuck because the three characters pull it in opposite directions. The
perceived dysfunction is mocked with a tone of resignation, implying that the situation is
hopeless and the actors are incapable of producing meaningful change. The critique is implicit,
without identifiable accusations, remaining plausibly deniable and obscured. The use of
culturally charged idioms positions the speaker as witty and close to the audience, reinforcing

emotional connection through highlighting belonging to a system of shared knowledge.

Another example of referencing is seen in the use of “from the Baltic Sea to the Black Sea (ot
Moxka banTuiickoro 1o moxka YepHoro)." This phrase originates from the Polish expression “od
morza do morza," referencing the historical moment when the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth
spanned the territory between the two seas. The spelling is modified here to include the Polish
pronunciation, which implies the author of the phrase, at the same time imbuing it with a sense
of humor and dismissiveness. The informal tone reduces the meaning of the historical reference
to something trivial or to be ridiculed. It implies that Lithuania, along with Poland and Ukraine,
entertain ambitions of influence and expansionism and mocks such notions, portraying Lithuania
as overambitious and stuck in the past. The idea is presented as the “Polish-Lithuanian-Ukrainian
project of the Rzeczpospolita 2.0 (there indeed was a conference under such name conducted in
2011, but no other meaningful mentions of the term were found online). This Russian portrayal

dismisses the regional unity between the three states, trivializing elements of historical identity.
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Other instances of interdiscursivity appear through discursive heterogeneity: the texts are mostly
written in the informal register, but occasionally elements of familiar register are added. Both the
tone and the structure tend to incorporate elements of conversationism: asking and answering
questions (““And where to get the money for that? Same old, same old-"), the addition of the
words “like” (“momn," “neckarp”) when paraphrasing speech (which also add a tone of distrust),
informal linking words “in short (kopoue)” and introducing critique with “as we can see (kak
BuguM)." In the last case, the use of first person plural pronouns also creates a sense of inclusion

for the audience, as if looking outwards onto the political landscape from an inner circle, and the

verb “see” indicates objectivity and grounded knowledge, rather than opinion.

These examples of intertextuality, namely referencing cultural codes of the Self (Russia) and the
Other (e.g. shared history of Lithuania, Poland and Ukraine) allows the speaker to reflect the
insignificance of the history of the Other, utilising humor and a superior moral position to

highlight the superiority of the Self while aligning with the Russian-speaking audiences.
Social practice dimension

Moving onto the third dimension of the analysis: discourse as social practice. This section will
review the tools and strategies used in Russian discourse to construct the image of Lithuania and

the labels that are being attributed to it.

The main strategic tools identified were behaviour attribution, government vs people

antagonism, fearmongering, insinuating conspiracy and exploiting internal divisions.

Behaviour attribution manifests by ‘putting words into Lithuania’s mouth’. In speaking about
members of Belarusian opposition, they are described as “having failed to live up to

[Lithuania’s] expectations," implying that Lithuania’s support is conditional and again situating it
into the position of gain-seeking and denouncing its perceived higher moral position of being
able to set expectations and give out rewards or reprimands on conditions of meeting them.
When speaking of Lithuania’s support of Ukraine, it is written as “The host of the summit, who
the previous day had promised his Ukrainian counterpart that in Vilnius ‘it will be possible to
agree on commitments to Ukraine that will not disappoint it’, only shrugged his shoulders
glumly (ynb110).” This way of using the word “promised” implies commitment and

responsibility, heightening the contrast of expectation and subsequent result, exaggerating the
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perceived failure, and perpetuating a narrative of incompetence. The metaphor “shrugged his
shoulders glumly” portrays the president of Lithuania as embarrassed or resigned, reinforcing the
portrayal of failure, although no such actions were documented, only reinterpreted by the author
to make the point of failure and inadequacy. It reinforces skepticism towards the commitment of

Lithuania to support Ukraine and toward its ability to do so.

When discussing the concept of consensual decision-making of the EU, it is portrayed as
something that the “three Pribaltic states are narcissistically taking advantage of," and as
something the “European cruiser” can “crash into." Attributing narcissism (self-interest,
manipulation) portrays the Baltic states as selfish and prioritizing their own interests over the
collective EU unity. This immediately suggests the states do not have the maturity or
responsibility that is required to constructively participate in decision-making. The metaphor of
“European cruiser," similarly as the “paradise narrative," implies seemingly positive notions only
to use them to emphasize insecurity and vulnerability (“crash into”). This implies that the
democratic principles of consensual voting are a weakness and the Baltic states, including
Lithuania, manipulate the system for their own benefit. The repeated use of “Pribaltic” dismisses
the individuality of the three states and uses an archaic form to trivialize their sovereignty and

independence.

Another tactic used by Russian media is sowing antagonism between the government and the
people. This is evident in numerous phrasings, starting with “‘inquisition’ on citizenship." Here,
the legitimate actions of the Lithuanian government are likened to that of the Spanish Inquisition,
implying aggression, repression and unjustness. The historical connotation of fanaticism and
oppressive enforcement of ideology casts Lithuania in a negative light, using hyperbole and
analogy. By positioning Lithuania as the persecutor, the author implies the existence of the

persecuted (foreign citizens, in this case), perpetuating the idea that Lithuania’s policies are

excessive, oppressive and illegitimate.

Further, Lithuania is portrayed as having “deceived the trust of Belarusians,” implying a
relationship of trust that was undermined by Lithuania’s actions. The sentence “Being closely
engaged in the problems of ‘fugitive’ Belarusians, the Lithuanian leadership completely
distracted from the problems of its citizens” is packed with strategic rhetoric choices, starting

with the hyperbole “completely distracted," which implies negligence and ignorance at the hands
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of Lithuania’s leadership. There is also an instance of fabricated juxtaposition between the
“problems of ‘fugitive’ Belarusians” and “problems of its citizens," trying to create the illusion
that attention to one group must come at the expense of the other. This portrayal depicts the
Lithuanian government as disconnected from the issues faced by its citizens, exploiting
Belarusians as a justification for its neglect. The narrative is then led further by claiming that “At
the same time, there have always been funds and efforts to facilitate the relocation of employees
of Belarusian companies and their families to Lithuania," portraying the government as deceitful,
two-faced and prioritizing material gain over morals (the article also claims that EU grants are
the main reason for Lithuanian support of Belarusian migrants). The wronged group switches to
Belarusians itself when the text goes on to discuss a situation labeled as “The first ‘wake-up call’
of hypocrisy," where due to sanctions the bank account of a Belarusian-owned sanatorium in
Druskininkai, Lithuania was closed. It is presented as an “extremely sad (mewanbnast)” situation,
portraying the authorities as irrational because they “were not even stopped by the fact that the
sanatorium is one of the biggest taxpayers in Druskininkai." Workers, predominantly Belarusian
citizens, “tried to draw attention to the problem and went to protests and rallies. However, in
vain.” The portrayal of ignored voices of the “regular people” positions the government as

callous and unjust.

Sowing division between the “ruling elite” and “ordinary citizens” is reminiscent of communist
ideas of the oppressive ruling class and populism, allowing to establish a closer connection with
disappointed audiences. It is said that Lithuania will support Ukraine “till the last cent in the

" <

pockets of its citizens," “even at the expense of the standard of living of future generations,"
“until the last Lithuanian," and “all this will require hundreds of millions of euros more from the
pockets of taxpayers—ordinary Lithuanian citizens.” Such positioning reinforces the divergence
of interests of the two groups, the government irrationally interested in supporting Ukraine at the
expense of the material welfare of the citizens. Appealing to the perceived difference of
“ordinary citizens” further entrenches the mindset of the “wronged” “victims of the system."
Lithuanian leadership is described as the “elite” and “rulers” who make “politicized decisions”
and “do not know what a value-oriented policy is and act solely in their own interests without
looking at the damage they will do to their own country," positioning them as malignant and

self-interested. It is outright claimed that “the main goal of the EU and the US is to worsen the

lives of millions of ordinary citizens," part of which Lithuania supposedly is. This posits the
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speaker “on the other side," bravely calling out the misguidedness of Western institutions, and

Russia as the morally superior judge.

The theme of war in Ukraine is also exploited to this end, claiming “Lithuanian politicians have
actively contributed to turning the territory of Ukraine into a battlefield." Redirecting blame is a
frequently employed tactic which will be discussed in more detail below; here, the responsibility
is transferred onto Lithuanian politicians. They come into light again along with instrumentalized
quotation marks: “Lithuanian politicians continue to talk about ‘democracy’ and ‘aggressor
Russia’, while at the same time supplying the Kyiv regime with lethal weapons that kill
Ukrainians.” The concept of democracy as seen by Lithuania is mocked, as well as the notion
that Russia is an aggressor—by mocking, the speaker creates distance from the claims and
distorts reality, making the claims seem foolish and unthinkable. The responsibility for the deaths
of Ukrainians is transferred onto the weapons, and by proxy, onto Lithuania, who is the supplier
in this phrase, removing Russia from the discursive equation and negating its responsibility in

this way.

Another strategic tool employed in the texts is fearmongering, coupled with insinuations of
conspiracy. Tactics of fearmongering are centered around the topics of economics, the cohesion
of the EU, relations with China and readiness of Lithuania for armed conflict, whereas
conspiracy is implied when claiming the Maidan protests were “heated by the West” and other
cases, for example that the information about the past membership of Lithuanian politicians in
the communist party emerged “out of nowhere," the quotation marks and sarcastic word choice
purposely indicating distrust and prompting the reader to question the origins of such
information. Another attempt at inciting fear appears when talking about increased security
measures when applying for Lithuanian citizenship, presented in the form of a question “Well,
based on the results of these inspections, why not build reservations for untrustworthy
Lithuanians?," implying the measures are excessive, dehumanising and authoritarian, evoking
visuals of confinement, drawing on historical instances of forced exclusion. The phrase
“untrustworthy Lithuanians” implies that the institutions are paranoid and overreaching. The
phrasing of the question starting with “why not” implies a possible escalation of “already
draconian” policies, introducing, seemingly, “another absurd suggestion” in line with the current

trajectory of policy.
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Exploiting pre-existing internal divisions is also in the toolkit of Russian narrative construction,
like in the instance of one of the founders of Brolis Group (a Lithuanian company that designs
and manufactures infrared laser sensor systems) critiqued the state hor “not undertaking to meet
the demand for ammunition," which, in his words, hinders “the entry of foreign military
industry." It is made into a headline stating that “Lithuania wants military plants, but offers
nothing in return, business says." Positioning the author of the claim as “business” and quoting a
Lithuanian aims at a bid for credibility, and demonstrates internal dissonance between society
and institutions, personifying Lithuania in the contrast of “wants," “but offers nothing in return,"

implying unfairness, irrationality and greed.

Other instances of using existing domestic questions concern readiness for war, namely the
construction of shelters: ”After all, the existing 2,272 equipped shelters in the country will be
enough for only one out of four Lithuanian residents.” The claim sits at the intersection of
exploiting existing fear and exacerbating it, showing the state as ill-prepared and inciting the

residents to feel insecurity.

As for the labels that crystallized during the process of analysis, there are various tropes which
will be presented on a spectrum of increasing insecurity (not all practices of othering position the

‘Other’ as a threat).

The first label that is attributed to Lithuania’s identity is ‘poor’, experiencing economic hardship.
It is stated that the “prolonged trade battle with the giant partner” (China) may cause recession,
that Lithuania is “at the helm of the poorest EU countries," also constructing a connection to the
support of Ukraine (“It is noteworthy that among the ‘Zaukrainians’ (derogatory term for
Ukraine supporters) are mostly economic losers or at most EU middlers." More elaborate
constructions are used to the same effect, sarcastically attributing sayings to Lithuania: “Come
in, fellow Ukrainians, sit down and eat German sausages and drink French wine. And here, in the
corner of the table, try our humble zeppelins with cracklings.” Such phrasing mocks the support
of Ukraine and alludes to the idea that Lithuania has nothing to offer and instead exploits other

member states’ wealth.

Another label attributed is ‘incapable institutions’, appearing very often in phrasings like “if the

Lithuanian authorities would think with their heads before going into conflict with anyone,"
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" ¢c:

“hysterics, not common sense, rule the foreign policy of the Baltic Republic," “it is not worth
relying on the reasonableness of the Lithuanian Foreign Minister." The course of action and
choices made by the Lithuanian government altogether and separate officials are often criticized
in text, in an effort to make them appear irrational and unreliable, undermining public trust in the

institutions.

Lithuania is also portrayed as ‘unstable and volatile’, as if it often changes directions and can not
be trusted to remain on one course of action. This is phrased as “Lithuania bows to China after
not seeing any money from Taiwan," “formerly welcome guests have become considered almost

on

a ‘threat to national security’.

Another oft-attributed label is ‘greedy’, portraying Lithuania as an actor that is mostly concerned
with amassing material resources at the cost of morals. At times, it intertwines with the
‘unstable’ label, such as here: “Lithuania is still trying to play on Russophobia to get money out
of European funds, and at the same time uses Ukrainian refugees to get some funding.

Belarusians are no longer paid for.”

Another label used to build the image of Lithuania is adopting a ‘prescriptive stance over the
West’, unduly asserting authority over other EU states. An example of an article title where the
idea appears states “Lithuania's shaggy tail wags a well-fed European dog." The adjective
‘shaggy’ implies smallness and untidiness, and assigning the role of the tail suggests Lithuania
has influence beyond of its size, while the ‘dog’, Europe, is associated with wealth and power
(‘well-fed), but also complacency or ignorance, so that the image of a dog being wagged by its
tail creates dissonance and absurdity. It positions Lithuania as manipulative and undeserving of

influence due to its size, and reinforces a narrative of disunity.

Lithuania is also portrayed as ‘antirussian/russophobic," six of the articles repeating the phrase
“Vilnius has toughened anti-Russian rhetoric even further," calling the Homeland Union —
Lithuanian Christian Democrats a “party of russophobes” and claiming “cynical abuse of the

Russian-speaking minority."

It is also portrayed as an ‘instigator’ and ‘in irrational war hysteria’, claiming “Lithuanian

politicians continue to talk about ‘democracy’ and ‘Russia-aggressor’, and at the same time



44

supply the Kiev regime with lethal weapons, which destroy Ukrainians," and “who in a

hysterical frenzy destroys monuments to Soviet soldiers."

(1131

Lithuania is also labelled as a ‘criminal’, claiming it “‘inhumanely’ violates OSCE
commitments," “has long been ‘a concern of human rights NGOs and civil society activists’."
The label of ‘Nazi’ is also attributed, stating “Lithuanians have experience with the organisation

of ghettos and concentration camps during the Nazi occupation in World War I1.”

All in all, these various labels all contribute to the image of Lithuania that Russian state media

seeks to perpetuate.\nPortrait

In sum, the way that linguistic, discursive and social structure tools are manipulated creates a
sociopolitical intersubjective reality in the minds of the readers. The subsequent part of the study
provides the outline of that reality: the image that Russia constructs of Lithuania by utilising the

media.

Lithuanian identity through the lens of Russian discourse is a former Soviet Union state that does
not honour common history and instead attempts to rewrite it, turning away from Russian ties
and instead moving towards the West. Despite being one of the poorest members of the EU and
having incapable institutions, it manipulates other member states and aims to extract as much
material gain as possible, undermining morality and friendly relations in the process. Lithuania
breaks international laws and discriminates against Russians in a hysterical paranoia about
protecting its national security, even though what poses the biggest danger is the influence of

Western powers, which use Lithuania as a pawn in their expansion strategy.

Discussion

The subsequent section of the study will delve into the findings of the analysis and connect them

to the theoretical framework established earlier in the text.

As previously overviewed, the sociopolitical reality is constructed by human practice®, in this

case, discourse in the online media. The specific practice analysed here instrumentalizes

% Das, ‘Critical Social Constructivism’, 963.
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insecurity to justify narratives, leveraging uncertainty and fear (e.g. alluding to conspiracies and
incompetent institutions). One of the most important capabilities of social practice is producing
predictability®’ (an actor will behave in accordance with their identity and, in turn, interests),
reducing uncertainty and increasing trust that actions taken by other actors will be met with
certain reactions and consequences. Russia uses that perception to produce feelings of insecurity
not only among the readers of Sputnik, but also among the whole international community,

testing the boundaries of EU responses by increasing hybrid attacks.

The speculations about escalating tensions in the region serve to raise the perceived level of
threat, and “since what constitutes a threat can never be stated as an a priori, primordial constant,
it should be approached as a social construction of an Other, and theorized at that level.”® Russia
exploits this ambiguity of the concept of a threat, never stating outwardly in the text that
Lithuania poses one, but attributing various labels that suggest it (‘criminal’, ‘instigator’, ‘nazi’,
‘russophobic’). It attempts to exogenize insecurity and displace the focus from their own actions

(e.g. war in Ukraine, domestic economic problems).

That attempt at blame dodging, although having a lot of resources dedicated to it, remains an
impossible feat, as insecurity as a whole can not be external, being not an objective material
constant, but rather the result of the process of (re)establishing one’s identity®. Viewed through
that lens, Lithuania is being portrayed as having the identity of both a threat o Russia and
threatened by Russia, creating a paradoxical dichotomy. The goal of such portrayal can only be
guessed at, one of the possibilities being the aim to provide pretext for any ‘defensive’ action

Russia might make but, at the same time, to underline Lithuania’s role as the irrational actor.

Taking into account respective military power and history, it is clear that Lithuania can not pose a
threat to Russia in the conventional sense; it is not expansionist or revisionist. But when Russian
media portrays it as a threat, the author of the image construction displaces the responsibility and
creates the illusion of insecurity being outside of Russia, giving grounds to any interest Russia

might develop in regards to Lithuania.
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The way such construction of insecurity takes place is by attributing particular qualities to a
subject, positing them against the Self and then linking the qualities to a whole collective of the

100

(Lithuanian) people'™, strengthening the image of Russia as the ‘morally superior’ ‘saviour’, and

the image of Lithuania as the ‘morally corrupt’ actor.

Such processes help Putin justify his rule at home: the construction of an Other, as well as crises,

help consolidate power internally'®!

and allow to rearticulate relations of identity and difference.
The war in Ukraine simultaneously the means and the reason for the need of state power
consolidation, making it the time to strengthen the efforts of controlling intersubjective meaning.
The portrayal of Lithuania including various narratives of othering, some of which are
contradictory, demonstrates how crucial to the Russian strategy is the goal of their readers
perceiving Lithuania as an Other. The identity of a state is directly tied to its interests and implies

consequent actions, and bolstered by accounts of history, it is worth admitting Russia has a

record of commencing military actions against states it has othered (e.g. Chechnya).

This leads to the constructivist assumption that information warfare is a reciprocal social practice
that reinforces the intersubjective identities of actors, both the aggressor and the target. More
than a mere exchange of propaganda or disinformation, it is a practice that reshapes the elements
of identity attributed to both actors: since identities are not static and are instead (re)produced
continuously through social practice'?, processes like narrative production and label attribution
have the power to change the intersubjective meanings in social structures. The aggressor has the
interest to shape the perception of both identities in the target audience, since "people act toward
objects, including other actors, on the basis of the meanings that the objects have for them™'®,
This makes meaning creation a powerful and dangerous process, which, if carried out effectively,
can have a tremendous effect on the behaviour of affected social structures. The target, in turn, is

forced to take control of the narrative by fortifying the intersubjective meanings that serve their

interests and beliefs.

1 1hid., 971.
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This idea is further bolstered by the statement mentioned earlier in the theoretical overview: an
insecurity is “an effect of the very process of establishing and re-establishing the object’s

identity”'%

, and if one views information warfare as the “process of establishing and
re-establishing the object’s identity," according to this account, it creates insecurities. Following
the logic of this statement, if identity is continually reconstituted through the very acts of
labeling and narrative construction, then information warfare—as a site of those acts—not only

shapes identities but also creates insecurities.

In describing constructivism, Hopf states “if it is a theory, it is a theory of process, not
substantive outcome.”'®” Since actors, when viewed through the lens of constructivism, have
many ways to behave in response to a given situation, it is difficult to foresee the results of the
case, but uncovering the processes through analysis is a step in the right direction because one

can not fix what one does not understand.
Proposals

As suggested by Blommaert and Bulcaen, “CDA should make proposals for change and suggest
corrections to particular discourses.”'* Knowing how Lithuania is portrayed through the lens of
the aggressor, it is possible to work against the attributed image with the target audience of the
informational operations. This process of meaning creation, bolstered by the use of belittling
language and discursive practices, serves to reinforce narratives of Russian superiority in the
communities of Russian speakers, contributing to their system of shared knowledge. Creating
such intersubjective meaning in a social structure is a powerful outcome of a targeted social
practice that utilises numerous tools to achieve a strategic goal, which can and should be
counteracted in the interest of the target state.\nThe facts of international politics are seen by
constructivism not as objective material reality but as an intersubjective, social reality'"’, and this
can be clearly seen in the social groups targeted by Russian information warfare, which creates

the reality that the aforementioned groups live in and, subsequently, perpetuate.

104 Tbid., 975.
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In addition to reproducing the identities of actors, social practices also reproduce an
intersubjective social structure'®, a cycle that not only turns the Russian speaking minorities
against Lithuania by othering it, but also separates the group itself from the collective
community of Lithuanian population. It perpetuates a self-sustaining cycle: the Russian-created
system of shared knowledge spreads fears and distrust in Lithuanian authority, which, in turn,

encourages the audience to keep consuming Russian media.

The way the disinformation is created presupposes establishing a connection to the audience:
using cultural references, humour, informal register, all of that creates a bond between the author
and the reader and encourages trust. Coupled with strategies like implying conspiracy and
fearmongering, this process creates new intersubjective meanings that constitute how they see
Lithuania. Since identity presupposes a set of interests (“the identity "great power" implies a
particular set of interests different from those implied by the identity "European Union
member,"”'?), the audience of Sputnik is inclined to see Lithuania’s interests as ones of a greedy
anti-Russian state with an incapable government, perpetuating their feelings of insecurity. If they
see Lithuania and its institutions negatively, it is bound to impact their engagement with them
(e.g. voting, working in state institutions, participating in collective defense), since, once again,
"people act toward objects, including other actors, on the basis of the meanings that the objects
have for them”''? \nAdmittedly, the “owner” of the identity is not in control of its ultimate
meaning to any given social group—the intersubjective structure is the final arbiter of
meaning”'!"!. This is why it is worth working with the structure itself—the community of
Lithuanian residents which consume information from Russian media outlets. The voice of
Lithuania would have to be stronger than the one of Russia, in order to regain control of the

social and, ultimately, the material reality.

Projects of integration and media literacy already exist as such, and are commendable initiatives,
although upholding factual integrity remains the most reliable strategy for countering
propaganda. Historical precedents illustrate the long-term repercussions of disseminating false or

exaggerated information. For example, during World War I, the British government promoted
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hyperbolized accounts of German atrocities, only to have those claims refuted and its credibility
severely undermined among German audiences''?. Although Britain used more accurate
reporting in World War II, the distrust persisted because the earlier deceptions were not
forgotten. This lesson is particularly relevant for Lithuania: any manipulative narratives might
yield short-lived gains but will ultimately compromise public trust. Consistent reliance on
verifiable information fosters credibility, which is critical against modern Russian propaganda

113

strategies' °. Moreover, NATO StratCom research indicates that transparent communication,

clear sourcing, and prompt correction of errors effectively strengthen public confidence'*.

By adopting this evidence-based approach, Lithuania can mitigate confusion sown by
information operations, reinforcing its status as a trusted actor. In effect, securing public trust is
more sustainable through prioritisation of truth and transparency than through any short-term

advantage derived from misinformation.

Conclusion

This study analyzed how identity-based narratives function within the context of information
warfare, examining how Russian state-run media constructs the image of Lithuania. Applying a
constructivist lens, the study illuminated how narratives and discourses function as mechanisms
through which identities are contested, redefined, and reinforced. This theoretical framework
proved highly effective in understanding the dynamic interplay between disinformation strategies
and the identities they invoke, showcasing the deep entanglement of identity and insecurity in
contemporary information warfare. The results demonstrated that information warfare is not
merely a tool of influence, but a reciprocal social practice that actively (re)constructs the

intersubjective identities of both aggressor and target actors.
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This thesis aimed to achieve two key objectives: to analyze how the image of Lithuania is
constructed in Russian state-run media and to identify how Russian information warfare fits into

the constructivist framework.

These objectives were pursued to answer the research question: How do Russian online
narratives construct the image of Lithuania?. The analysis results demonstrate how linguistic,
discursive, and social structure tools are used to construct an intersubjective reality for readers in
which Lithuania is presented as an unstable, volatile, greedy, anti-Russian, and criminal actor

that acts as an instigator while being incapable of independent action.

To answer the research question and achieve the aims, the analysis utilized a corpus of 22 articles
published by Sputnik News Lithuania, chosen from a pool of 863 articles that mentioned
Lithuania during a one-year period, from November 1, 2023, to November 1, 2024. The selection
criteria included articles where Lithuania was the main actor, and the analysis was conducted
using inductive coding and Fairclough’s three-dimensional model. The three dimensions are as
follows: linguistic dimension (analyzing the language used in the texts, including lexical choices,
grammar, syntax, and rhetorical devices), discourse dimension (examining the context of the
communication, including the dissemination platform, authors, audiences, intertextuality,
strategies, tools, and identity labels used) and social practice dimension (investigating how the

discourse relates to broader social structures, power dynamics, and ideologies).

The linguistic dimension of the analysis revealed a recurring pattern of using specific linguistic
tools to portray Lithuania negatively. These tools include belittling lexical choices, the
instrumentalization of quotation marks, a sarcastic tone, and metaphors. For example,
constructions like “(Lithuania) loudly barks” employ personification to depict Lithuania as an
insignificant and annoying actor. Similarly, the use of quotation marks around terms like
“Russian aggression” and “the Russian threat” aims to cast doubt on their validity and normalize

Russia’s actions.

The discursive dimension examined the context surrounding the communication, uncovering
strategic choices made in terms of the dissemination platform, authors, audiences, and
intertextuality. The analysis found that Sputnik News, a Russian state-owned media outlet,

consistently presented Lithuania in a negative light, employing various discursive strategies to
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achieve this goal. One notable strategy involves the use of potentially fabricated author names,
suggesting an attempt to create an illusion of credibility by attributing criticism of the Lithuanian
government to supposed Lithuanian citizens. The articles consistently utilized quotes, cultural
references, and an informal register to manipulate narratives and resonate with Russian-speaking

audiences, fostering a sense of shared identity and distrust towards Lithuania.

The social practice dimension of the analysis delved into how the discourse perpetuated by
Sputnik News connects to broader social structures and power dynamics. This part of the
analysis revealed that Russian state media utilizes numerous tools and strategies to construct and
reinforce a negative image of Lithuania within the minds of its audience. One key strategy
involved attributing specific behaviors to Lithuania, creating an image of the country as an
irresponsible and untrustworthy actor. The analysis also uncovered the exploitation of
pre-existing internal divisions within Lithuania, amplifying disagreements and portraying the
government as incapable and corrupt. Fearmongering, often combined with insinuations of
conspiracy, emerged as another key tool used to evoke negative perceptions of Lithuania,
particularly concerning its economic prospects, the stability of the EU, relations with China, and

the country’s perceived vulnerability to armed conflict.

The study’s findings revealed a set of labels consistently attributed to Lithuania in the analyzed

99 ¢¢ 99 ¢ 9 ¢¢

articles: “instigator,” “criminal,” “russophobic,” “unstable,” “volatile,” and “greedy.” These
labels, when examined within the context of the broader discourse, contribute to the overall

negative portrayal of Lithuania that Russian state media seeks to perpetuate.

The study’s findings are consistent with constructivist theory, which posits that social reality is
not objective but is shaped by shared knowledge and understanding, often through discourse.
The research highlighted how specific practices of information warfare, such as those employed
by Sputnik News, utilize insecurity to justify narratives by leveraging uncertainty and fear. This
manipulation of insecurity serves to shape perceptions of Lithuania among the target audience,

portraying the country as a threat and undermining its credibility.

The study concludes that disinformation campaigns are not merely attempts to spread false
information but represent a complex social practice that shapes and reinforces identities.

Recognizing this dynamic is crucial for developing effective countermeasures. The research
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emphasizes the importance of understanding how narratives and discourses function to contest,

redefine, and reinforce identities in the context of information warfare.

Based on the findings, the study proposes several recommendations for Lithuania to counter the
negative narratives perpetuated by Russian state-run media: investing in truth-driven
counter-propaganda strategies that emphasize transparency and credibility; amplifying narratives
that reflect democratic values and challenge the negative portrayals presented by Russian media;
focusing on integration and media literacy initiatives, particularly within Russian-speaking
minority communities, to foster critical thinking and resilience against disinformation. By
implementing these recommendations, Lithuania can work to secure its national security and

strengthen societal resilience against disinformation campaigns.

The study underscores the need for further research into the long-term effects of disinformation
on national security, particularly within the context of the EU and NATO. Although this study
focuses specifically on Lithuania, the findings on the reciprocal nature of information warfare
and the strategies employed to construct and reinforce identities hold relevance for other

geopolitical contexts as well.

Portrayals of identities and insecurities hold power, as discourses possess the cultural authority to
define and, in doing so, shape the world itself'"®. This calls for a recognition of the influence of
language—not as something to be underestimated, but as a force to be harnessed in pursuit of a
deeper understanding of the world: both the realities we create, and those attempted to impose

upon us.
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Summary
EN

This thesis explores Russian disinformation narratives about Lithuania within the context of
hybrid warfare, focusing on how these narratives shape both Russian and Lithuanian identities. It
investigates the reciprocal process of information warfare, where both the aggressor and the
target influence each other's identities through narrative production. The research addresses the
impact of these narratives on Lithuania’s political landscape and national security, as well as
their role in the broader geopolitical dynamics between Russia, Lithuania, the EU, and NATO.
Using Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) as the methodological framework, the research
identifies key identity labels, such as “instigator” and “criminal," used to undermine Lithuania’s
sovereignty and credibility. Lithuania’s response must prioritize truth-based strategies and media
literacy to counteract these narratives. The thesis recommends further research into the long-term

effects of disinformation on national security, especially within the EU and NATO framework.
LT

Siame darbe tiriami Rusijos dezinformacijos naratyvai apie Lietuva hibridinio karo kontekste,
daugiausia démesio skiriant tam, kaip Sie naratyvai formuoja Rusijos ir Lietuvos tapatybg.
Tiriamas abipusis informacinio karo procesas, kai tiek agresorius, tiek taikinys per naratyvy
kiirimg daro jtaka vienas kito tapatybéms. Tyrime nagrinéjamas Siy naratyvy poveikis Lietuvos
politiniam kontekstui ir nacionaliniam saugumui, taip pat jy vaidmuo platesnéje geopolitingje
dinamikoje tarp Rusijos, Lietuvos, ES ir NATO. Naudojant kritine diskurso analize (KDA) kaip
metodologinj pagrinda, tyrime identifikuojamos pagrindinés tapatybés etiketés, tokios kaip
HKurstytojas‘ ir ,,nusikaltélis," naudojamos siekiant pakenkti Lietuvos suverenumui ir
patikimumui. Lietuvos atsakas turi biiti paremtas tiesos strategijomis ir Ziniasklaidos rastingumu,
kad bty galima kovoti su $iais naratyvais. Darbe rekomenduojama toliau tirti ilgalaikj

dezinformacijos poveikj nacionaliniam saugumui, ypa¢ ES ir NATO rémuose.



54
Bibliography

Abdyraeva, Cholpon. ‘Hybrid Warfare: Trends, Challenges and Means’. The Use of Cyberspace
in the Context of Hybrid Warfare. OIIP - Austrian Institute for International Affairs,
2020. https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep25102.6.

. ‘Information Warfare Operations in the Cyber Domain’. The Use of Cyberspace in the
Context of Hybrid Warfare. OIIP - Austrian Institute for International Affairs, 2020.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep25102.8.

Ball, Deborah Yarsike. ‘Protecting Falsehoods With a Bodyguard of Lies: Putin’s Use of
Information Warfare’. NATO Defense College, 2017.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep10264.

Barkin, J. Samuel. ‘Realist Constructivism’. International Studies Review 5, no. 3 (2003):

325-42.

Blommaert, Jan, and Chris Bulcaen. ‘Critical Discourse Analysis’. Annual Review of

Anthropology 29 (2000): 447-66.

Boksa, Michal. ‘Russian Information Warfare in Central and Eastern Europe: Strategies, Impact,
Countermeasures’. German Marshall Fund of the United States, 2019.

https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep21238.

Cesnakas, Giedrius. ‘You Shall Not Pass: The Strategic Narratives Defining Russia’s Soft Power
in Lithuania / Giedrius Cesnakas’. Baltic Journal of Law & Politics, 2022, 1-25.
https://doi.org/10.2478/bjlp-2021-0008.

Das, Runa. ‘Critical Social Constructivism: “Culturing” Identity, (in) Security, and the State in
International Relations Theory’. The Indian Journal of Political Science 70, no. 4 (2009):
961-82.

‘EU to Ban Russia’s RT, Sputnik Media Outlets, von Der Leyen Says — POLITICO’. Accessed
15 December 2024.

https://www.politico.eu/article/ursula-von-der-leyen-announces-rt-sputnik-ban/.


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E

55

Fairclough, Norman. ‘Discourse and Text: Linguistic and Intertextual Analysis within Discourse

Analysis’. Discourse & Society 3, no. 2 (1992): 193-217.

Helmus, Todd C., Elizabeth Bodine-Baron, Andrew Radin, Madeline Magnuson, Joshua
Mendelsohn, William Marcellino, Andriy Bega, and Zev Winkelman. ‘Russian Social
Media Influence: Understanding Russian Propaganda in Eastern Europe’. RAND
Corporation, 12 April 2018. https://www.rand.org/pubs/research_reports/RR2237.html.

Holzscheiter, Anna. ‘Between Communicative Interaction and Structures of Signification:
Discourse Theory and Analysis in International Relations’. International Studies

Perspectives 15, no. 2 (2014): 142-62.

Hopf, Ted. ‘The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory’. International

Security 23, no. 1 (1998): 171-200. https://doi.org/10.2307/2539267.

Jakstaité, Gerda. ‘Russia’s “Sharp Power” Manifestations in Lithuania’s Mass Media / Gerda
Jakstaite’. Baltic Journal of Law & Politics, 2021, 73—-102.
https://doi.org/10.2478/bjlp-2021-0004.

Mambrol, Nasrullah. ‘Foucault’s Concept of Power’. Literary Theory and Criticism, 5 April
2016. https://literariness.org/2016/04/05/foucaults-concept-of-power/.

Meduza. ‘Opinion: Why Russians Stopped Loving America The West’s Squandered
Opportunities and Moscow’s Propaganda Powerhouse’. Accessed 20 November 2024.

https://meduza.io/en/feature/2016/04/25/opinion-why-russians-stopped-loving-america.

Mitchell, Angus. ‘James Bryce and the Politics of Inhumanity’. History Ireland 23, no. 5 (2015):
36-39.

NATO Review. ‘NATO Review - The “Lisa Case”: Germany as a Target of Russian
Disinformation’, 25 July 2016.
https://www.nato.int/docu/review/articles/2016/07/25/the-lisa-case-germany-as-a-target-o

f-russian-disinformation/index.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com.

‘Public Opinion and Propaganda in Russia | StopFake’. Accessed 21 November 2024.

https://www.stopfake.org/en/public-opinion-and-propaganda-in-russia/.


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E

56

Robbins, Joseph W., Heather A. Conley, Robert Person, Jim Golby, Gil Barndollar, Jade
McGlynn, and Joseph Robbins. ‘Countering Russian Disinformation’. The Diversity of
Russia’s Military Power. Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), 2020.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep26533.8.

Romanova, Tatiana, and Maxine David. The Routledge Handbook of EU-Russia Relations:

Structures, Actors, Issues. Routledge, 2021.

Slychko, Ivan. ‘Where the Kremlin Gets Money to Boost Propaganda Funding | Lleatp [Ipotuaii
Heszindopmanii’, 7 October 2024.
https://cpd.gov.ua/en/results/where-the-kremlin-gets-money-to-boost-propaganda-funding
/.

Snegovaya, Maria. ‘Putin’s Information Warfare in Ukraine: Soviet Origins of Russia’s Hybrid
Warfare’. PUTIN’S INFORMATION WARFARE IN UKRAINE. Institute for the Study
of War, 2015. https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep07921.1.

Soesanto, Stefan. ‘The Dr. House Approach to Information Warfare’. The Cyber Defense Review
6, no. 1 (2021): 119-30.

‘StratCom | NATO Strategic Communications Centre of Excellence Riga, Latvia’. Accessed 4
January 2025.
https://stratcomcoe.org/publications/internet-trolling-as-a-hybrid-warfare-tool-the-case-of

-latvia/160.

Wendt, Alexander. ‘Constructing International Politics’. International Security 20, no. 1 (1995):

71-81. https://doi.org/10.2307/2539217.

Wither, James K. ‘Making Sense of Hybrid Warfare’. Connections 15, no. 2 (2016): 73-87.


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tft20E

57

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL ENTRY

Zadeikaité, Marta: Clicks, Lies and Narratives: Constructing Russian Disinformation in
Lithuania: Master in Eastern European and Russian studies program, Master thesis / Vilnius
University Institute of International Relations and Political Science; tutor: Nerijus Maliukevicius

Vilnius, 2025. — 92 pages

Key words: disinformation, hybrid warfare, Lithuania, Russia, media

Summary

This thesis examines Russian disinformation narratives about Lithuania in the context of hybrid
warfare, analyzing their role in shaping Russian and Lithuanian identities. It explores the
reciprocal influence of information warfare on both aggressor and target identities, highlighting
impacts on Lithuania’s politics and security. Using Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), the study
identifies key identity labels, such as “instigator” and ““criminal,” aimed at undermining
Lithuania’s sovereignty. It underscores the need for truth-based strategies and media literacy to
counteract these narratives, recommending further research on disinformation’s long-term effects

on EU and NATO security.

Siame darbe nagrinéjami Rusijos dezinformacijos naratyvai apie Lietuva hibridinio karo
kontekste, analizuojamas jy vaidmuo formuojant Rusijos ir Lietuvos identitetg. Tiriama abipusé
informacinio karo jtaka agresoriaus ir taikinio tapatybéms, iSryskinant poveikj Lietuvos politikai
ir saugumui. Naudojant kriting diskurso analiz¢ (CDA), tyrime identifikuojamos pagrindinés
tapatybés etiketés, tokios kaip ,,kurstytojas‘ ir ,,nusikaltélis®, kuriomis siekiama pakenkti
Lietuvos suverenitetui. Jame pabréziama, kad norint pasipriesinti Siems naratyvams reikia tiesos
principais grindziamy strategijy ir Ziniasklaidos raStingumo, taip pat rekomenduojama atlikti

tolesnius dezinformacijos ilgalaikio poveikio ES ir NATO saugumui tyrimus.
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YHUUTOXKEeHHS YKpauHbl'. Sputnik Jlutsa, 20240221T1417 200AD.
https://It.sputniknews.ru/20240221/byla-bankrotom--stala-prizrakom-chto-sdelala-litva-
dlya-unichtozheniya-ukrainy-32033272 html.


https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231229/kak-litva-prozhila-2023-god-31537087.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231229/kak-litva-prozhila-2023-god-31537087.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231205/ne-opravdali-nadezhd-litva-svorachivaet-blagotvoritelnost-dlya-belorusov-31284569.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231205/ne-opravdali-nadezhd-litva-svorachivaet-blagotvoritelnost-dlya-belorusov-31284569.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231205/ne-opravdali-nadezhd-litva-svorachivaet-blagotvoritelnost-dlya-belorusov-31284569.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231206/oblezlyy-khvost-litvy-vilyaet-upitannoy-evropeyskoy-sobakoy-31292395.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231206/oblezlyy-khvost-litvy-vilyaet-upitannoy-evropeyskoy-sobakoy-31292395.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231206/oblezlyy-khvost-litvy-vilyaet-upitannoy-evropeyskoy-sobakoy-31292395.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231115/pasport-ukrasit-lish-izbrannykh-litva-sozdaet-inkvizitsiyu-po-grazhdanstvu-31071279.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231115/pasport-ukrasit-lish-izbrannykh-litva-sozdaet-inkvizitsiyu-po-grazhdanstvu-31071279.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231115/pasport-ukrasit-lish-izbrannykh-litva-sozdaet-inkvizitsiyu-po-grazhdanstvu-31071279.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231128/sravnyatsya-s-ssha-litva-beret-kurs-na-militarizatsiyu-ekonomiki-31214944.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231128/sravnyatsya-s-ssha-litva-beret-kurs-na-militarizatsiyu-ekonomiki-31214944.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20231128/sravnyatsya-s-ssha-litva-beret-kurs-na-militarizatsiyu-ekonomiki-31214944.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20241022/chto-naschet-idei-makrona-litva-snova-gromko-laet-v-podderzhku-kieva-34867747.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20241022/chto-naschet-idei-makrona-litva-snova-gromko-laet-v-podderzhku-kieva-34867747.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20241022/chto-naschet-idei-makrona-litva-snova-gromko-laet-v-podderzhku-kieva-34867747.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240221/byla-bankrotom--stala-prizrakom-chto-sdelala-litva-dlya-unichtozheniya-ukrainy-32033272.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240221/byla-bankrotom--stala-prizrakom-chto-sdelala-litva-dlya-unichtozheniya-ukrainy-32033272.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240221/byla-bankrotom--stala-prizrakom-chto-sdelala-litva-dlya-unichtozheniya-ukrainy-32033272.html
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. ‘C Bemamu Ha Bbixofl. Kak JIuTBa oOmanyna gosepue 6enopycos’. Sputnik JIutsa,

20240123T1140 200AD.

belorusov-31740185.html.

. *Y pazoutoro kopeita: JIuTea knansercs Kurato, He yBuaeB nener ot TaiiBans’.

Sputnik JIutsa, 20240226T0703 200AD.

ev-deneg-ot-tayvanya-32076445.html.

Qualitative coding
I'POMKO J1aeT

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: personification, belittling lexical choices,

behaviour attribution
pemrmiia "BeiouTs" y EC pemeBsie KpeauTsl ¢ momolsio Poccun

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: personification, prescriptive stance over

the west
cuuTaeT Ou3Hec

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts
VY pa3buroro KopbITa

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: metaphor, poor
JlutBa knansierca Kuraro, He yBuzieB aeHer oT TaliBaHs

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: unstable, volatile, personification,

belittling lexical choices, greedy
"yKkpacut" Iuib H30paHHBIX

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, metaphor


https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240123/s-veschami-na-vykhod-kak-litva-obmanula-doverie-belorusov-31740185.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240123/s-veschami-na-vykhod-kak-litva-obmanula-doverie-belorusov-31740185.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240123/s-veschami-na-vykhod-kak-litva-obmanula-doverie-belorusov-31740185.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240226/u-razbitogo-koryta-litva-klanyaetsya-kitayu-ne-uvidev-deneg-ot-tayvanya-32076445.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240226/u-razbitogo-koryta-litva-klanyaetsya-kitayu-ne-uvidev-deneg-ot-tayvanya-32076445.html
https://lt.sputniknews.ru/20240226/u-razbitogo-koryta-litva-klanyaetsya-kitayu-ne-uvidev-deneg-ot-tayvanya-32076445.html

"MHKBU3ULIAIO"
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: government vs people, instrumentalized

quotation marks

JluTtBa mporosjocoBaja NpoTUB pe3oitonun 0 0oprde ¢ reponsaiueit Hauusma B OOH
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: nazism

JIutBa "GecuenoBeuno" Hapymaet oos3arenbeTBa nepes ObCE
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: criminal

Kak JIutBa oOMaHyna goBepue 6eopycoB

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: government vs people, unstable, volatile

He onpapnanu Hanexn

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: behaviour attribution
OO6ne3mnbiit

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
O06mne3inblii xBocT JINTBBI BUIIET YIIUTAHHOM eBpoIeiickoil cobakoi

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor).docx Tags: metaphor, prescriptive stance over the

west

Sputnik roBopuT TO, O UEM JApyTrHE MOTUAT.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: system of shared knowledge
MIPOBAJIOB

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
KHEBCKOT'O pexuma

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: kyiv regime



JIutBa-To Oyner

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

A0 MOCIECAHEr0 HEHTA B KapMaHaX CBOUX I'paKaaH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

Humas Jlutsa

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

IPOMKHM JIaeM

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags:

CTBLAAT

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

TpeOyIOT OT HUX

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

PACKOLICIUTBCA

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

CHEIOTIePAINH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

KHEBCKHI PEXUM

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:
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conversational tone

government vs people

belittling lexical choices

belittling lexical choices

prescriptive stance over the west

prescriptive stance over the west

conversational tone

SVo

kyiv regime

HanpaMyio BoBiIeKaroT cTpadbl HATO B KOH(MDIUKT U ABIISIIOTCS "UTPOH ¢ OTHEM"
y

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

criegornepanuun

escalation
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: svo

BusibHIOC e111e CHITbHEE Y)KECTOUNIT aHTHPOCCUHCKYIO PUTOPUKY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic
"arpeccun"

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
TpedytoT y CIHA n CeBepoaTiiaHTUUECKOTO aJIbIHCA

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: prescriptive stance over the west
"3amumry"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
CTpaHa He TUIAaHUPYET HU Ha KOTO Harajarh

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

nosenieare HATO siBiisieTcsi MPOBOKAIIMOHHBIM M BPaXKICOHBIM

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

KpH3uca Ha YKpanHe

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: svo

crenonepany Ha YKpauHe

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: svo

BusbHIOC e1ie cHiibHEe Y)KECTOUNIT aHTHPOCCUHCKYIO PUTOPUKY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic
"arpeccun" P®

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
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TpedyroT y CIHA u HATO ykpenutsb

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: prescriptive stance over the west
"3amury"

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
B Poccum y)xe HeomHOKpaTHO OTMedali, 4To MOCKBa He HAMEpPEeHa HU Ha KOTrO HanaaTh
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation, blame dodging
CeBepoamIaHTHUECKUN aJIbSHC HALleIeH Ha KOH(QPOHTAIIHIO

Document: corpus (_lithuania_ main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

pacmpenrie HATO He ykpenuT 6e30nmacHOCTh 3amajga

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

CaMH JICHCTBUS aJIbsTHCA HOCST arpeCCUBHBIN XapaKkTep

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

BusibHIOC erie 60JbIe y>KECTOUNIT aHTHPOCCUHUCKYIO PUTOPUKY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic
CHUCTEMaTHUYECKH 3asIBISIOT O ""poccuiickon yrpose"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation, instrumentalized

quotation marks, antirussian/russophobic

"yKkpermisaTh"

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
"crep>KuBaHUEM POCCHICKOM arpeccun”

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
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MockBa MHOTOKPATHO BbIpakaia 00€CIIOKOCHHOCTh HapallluBaHUEM CUIT allbsiHCa B EBporie
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: blame dodging

MOJIMTHKH HE OTBEYAIOT Ha BOIPOCHI MIPE/ICTaBUTENEH On3Heca

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people

3asBUJ ofuH U3 ocHoBatenei Brolis Group Kpuctuonac Buzbapac.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts
CIELONEPALMH Ha YKpauHe

Document: corpus (_lithuania_ main actor articles).docx Tags: svo

BuibHIOC e1ie CUIIbHEE Y KECTOYWII aHTUPOCCUNCKYIO PUTOPUKY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic
"arpeccun”

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
Tpedytot y CIIIA u CeBepoaTiaHTHYECKOTO aJIbstHCA

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: prescriptive stance over the west
"3amury"

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
P® MHOTOKpaTHO 3asBIISUIM, UTO CTpaHa HE TUIAHUPYET HU Ha KOTO Harajarh

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: blame dodging

noBenenne HATO sBnsieTcst IPOBOKAIIMOHHBIM U BPaXK1eOHBIM

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

IIpaButenu JIutebl pemmin yrepets Hoc BceM wieHaMm HATO



Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

stance over the west

Jla’Ke 3a CUET YPOBHS KU3HU OyAyIIHUX ITOKOJICHUH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

"arpeccopamu ¢ Boctoka"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

JI0 MOCJIEAHETO JUTOBILIA

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

[IpaBsmas anura

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

ropsuc rojioBbl

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

"yTepeTs BceM HOC"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

3as1BUJI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

"mManoBato OyzeT, Ma-Jio-Ba-To!"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:

intertextuality

TpedyeT

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags:
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conversational tone, prescriptive

government vs people

instrumentalized quotation marks

government vs people

belittling lexical choices

belittling lexical choices

conversational tone

behaviour attribution

conversational tone,

behaviour attribution
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U s10 IIpHu TOM, 4YTO €1I€ HCCKOJILKO JICT Ha3aJl UMCHHO COLJICMbI ObLIU eﬂHHCTBeHHOﬁ

napIaMeHTCKON mapTUeH, BRICTYIABIIEH MPOTUB MOBBIIIEHUS 00OPOHHBIX PACXOIOB.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts
OBIBIIIKE B MPOILIOM TOJyOsIMH MUPA COLIIEMBI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices

OBIBILIME B IIpoIIoM FOHY6$IMI/I MHupa CouacMbl BMECTE C IIPE3UACHTOM IIPEBPATUIIUCH B

HaCTOAIIUX HCTpe6OB BOMHBI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor, belittling lexical

choices

Ha BCC 3TO l'IOTpe6yIOTC$I JAOIMMOJIHUTECJIIBHO COTHU MUJIJIMOHOB €BPO U3 KapMaHOB

HAJIOTOIIAaTCIIBIIUKOB — PAAOBBIX I'paKJ1aH JIUTBEL
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people
U rne B3sTh Ha 3TO neHbru? Jla Bce Tam jxe —

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone,

conversational structure, imperative

y HAJIOTOIUIATENIBIIMKOB M OyAyIIUX TTOKOJICHHI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people
HOBOSIBJIEHHBIE "CTpeObI"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
CBE)KEHBKUI HCTOYHUK JOXOIOB JIJISl BOOPYKCHHBIX CHII

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices

[TouysB MHOrOMWJTHOHHBIE KOHTPAKTBI, TUTOBCKHUE MPEINPUHUMATENN YK€ OTUPAIOT PYKH U

BBICTPAUBAIOTCA B O4CPCAb CO CBOMMHU IIPCATIOKCHHUAMU.
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor

B HAarHETaHWE BOCHHOW UCTEPHH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: irrational war hysteria

"BOEHHBIX yrpo3"

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks

Benp cymecTBytomux B ctpane 2272 000pyI0BaHHBIX YOKHUII XBATHT JIUIIH IS OJJHOTO M3

YeThIpeX kutesie JINTBEIL.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: fearmongering, government vs

people, exploiting internal conflicts

ctpanbl HATO "urpatot ¢ oruem",

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation, metaphor
OrpaHHYEHUS POTHB POCCHY CHITBHO yIapHITU TI0 MUPOBOI SKOHOMUKE

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: fearmongering

raBHas menb EBpocorosa u CIIIA — yXyammTh )KU3Hh MUJUTHOHOB MPOCTHIX TPAXKIAH
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people
"OCKBepHEHUN" MAMSITHUKA

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
B ToT pa3 TMTOBCKUM MPaBOOXPAHUTENSIM HE YAAIOCh YCTAHOBUTH, KTO 3TO ClIeiall
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts
"HaIMOHaJbHBIM repoemM"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
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MO CBUACTCIILCTBAM COBCTCKUM NOKYMCHTOB, d@ TAKXKC B ITIa3aX MHOI'MX SKCIICPTOB U ITPOCTHIX

xurenen JInTeel

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: system of shared knowledge
"maptuzany"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
"maptu3asbl”

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
HAIMOHAJTUCTHYECKH HACTPOCHHBIM BOOPY)KEHHBIX TPYIIITAPOBKAM

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: history revisionism

MHOTHE U3 TeX, KTO OBLI MPOTHUB COBETCKOM BJIACTH, BCTABAIMA HA CTOPOHY (hammcTcKoi

I'epmanun
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: nazism

"JlecHble OpaThs" OBUTH MPUYACTHBI K YHUUTOKEHUIO MUPHOTO HACEJICHUS U YOUHCTBAM

COBETCKUX MapTUHHBIX PAOOTHUKOB

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: history revisionism
[Tpubantuxe

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
YyBCTBYIOT "TIpUOIIKEHHE BOMHBI"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: irrational war hysteria
CIeLonepanyuy Ha YKpauHe

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: svo

BunbHIOC erie cuiibHee yKeCTOUNI aHTUPOCCUNHCKYIO PUTOPUKY
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic

JUTOBCKHE MOJIMTUKU CTAJIH €lle aKTUBHEE MPOABUTaTh PUTOPUKY 00 "yrpose" co CTOPOHBI

Poccun

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: irrational war hysteria

"yrpose"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
MPOBOIS PycOhOOCKYIO TOTUTUKY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic

nox ripeasiorom "arpeccun’” PO

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic,

instrumentalized quotation marks

yYKpenuTs "3anmry"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
B Poccuu yxe HEOHOKpaTHO OTMeYalii, 4To MOCKBa He HAMEpPEeHA HU Ha KOO HamaiaTh
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: blame dodging
CeBepoaTIaHTHUECKU aJIbSHC HAIIEICH Ha KOH(MPOHTAIHMIO

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

pacmupenre HATO He ykpenut 6e3onmacHOCTh 3amaja, a caMu JeHCTBHS albsiHCA HOCST

arpeCcCUBHBIN XapaKTep
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation
¢bunHan ckanganpHoro Aena o koppyniuu MG Baltic, naptOuner npesunenra

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts



HECKOJIPKO "3HaMeHarelnbHbIX" COOBITHI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices,

instrumentalized quotation marks

OTO claiKoe CIOBO — CaMMUT

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
1eJ0BaHue YKpanHcKoro (iara npesuaeHTom JIuteel [ uranacom Haycenoit

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor, belittling lexical

choices

XO35IMH CaMMUTa, HaKaHyHe 00€IIaBIINM yKpanHCKOMY Koiiere, 4yTo B BunbHioce "ynactes
JIOTOBOPHUTHCS O TAaKUX 0053aTeNIbCTBAX Mepe] YKpauHOM, KOTOpBIE ee He pa3oyapyroT", JHIIb

YHBUIO TTOKUMAJT TUIe9aMu

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: behaviour attribution, metaphor
Mo, 3akoHunTEe KOHQIUKT ¢ Poccueil, a yk MOTOM U 0 YIEHCTBE B aJIbsHCE TOTOBOPUM
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone

HO MHOTHE B MUPE Y3HAJIH, YTO €CTh Takas cTpaHa JIuTea

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices

Kurenam BunpHroca AO0CTAJINCh OTPEMOHTHUPOBAHHBIC YUAaCTKH JOPOI, IO KOTOPBIM I'OCTH

IO0OUPANTUCH U3 a3POTIOPTOB B KOMIUIEKC Litexpo Ha TOpOTUX MHOMapKax

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people
MOTPATUIIU OKOJIO BOCBMH MUJUIMOHOB €BPO U3 KAPMAHOB JTUTOBCKUX HAJIOTOILIATENIBITUKOB
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people
Hausnble HeMITEI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
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"(punancupoBanue HHPPACTPYKTYPHI, HEOOXOIUMOM JIst OpHUrajsl, okazanoch s JINTBbI

"cepbe3HOl PUHAHCOBOM MpoOIeMoit"
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts

MOCKOJIBbKY CTaHAAPThI MOMEIIEHUH, HEOOXOMUMBIX JIJIsi HEMEIKUX COJAT, "'3SHAYUTENIbHO" BHIIIIE,

94eM IS TMTOBCKUX
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: intertextuality

Kopoqe, I'pOMKOC COO6IJ_ICHI/IC O TOM, YTO JIUTOBIECB 3allIUTAT HCMCIUKHEC COJIAAaThl, MOXET

00EpHYTHCS TPOMKHM MIPOBAJIOM M3-32 OaHAIBHON HEXBATKU JICHET HA HAEMHUKOB.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts,

belittling lexical choices, conversational tone

MIPaBOOXPaHa BMECTE C TOJIUTUYECKON AITUTOM JIOMAIOT TOJIOBBI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions
HEKOTOpBIE EMyTaThl CAMHU YIUBIEHBI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions
pa3pbuUIK TOTIOP MOJUTHYECKON BOHHBI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor

"W3 HUOTKYy/a" TOSBIISIFOTCS BIIPYT CBEIEHUSI O KOMMYHUCTHYECKOM MTPOLLIOM HBIHEIIHUX

JIMTOBCKUX PYyKOBOAMTENEH
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conspiracy
MOBE/IaTh O CBOEM "KOMMYHHUCTHYECKOM MPOILIOM"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks,

belittling lexical choices
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BBISICHWIIOCH, UTO JIeHCcTBYyIoLui npe3uneHT JIuteel ['uranac Haycena nezanonro 10 oOperenus

JIutBoii "He3zaBucumocTn" cran wienom Komnapruu JInTeel

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts
"HEe3aBUCUMOCTH"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
JOTOILHBIE KYPHATHCTHI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking

Taxk yto Hactynatonui 2024 rog npuHeceT JINTBE MHOTO MOJIMTUYECKUX OTKPOBEHUH. JKnem-c.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: intertextuality

Knem-c.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone

JIUTOBCKHUE MOJUTHKH aKTUBHO CIIOCOOCTBOBAIIM TOMY, YTOOBI TPEBPATUTh TEPPUTOPUIO YKPAUHBI

B 110J1e 00EBbIX JAeHCTBUI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people
MaccCOBBIX O€CIIOpSIKOB

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: history revisionism, svo
NOZI0rpeBaeMbIX 3ama oM

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: conspiracy, blame dodging
OBbLIT HE3aKOHHO OTCTPAaHEH OT BIIACTH JACHCTBYIONIMHI Mpe3uieHT Bukrop SHykoBu4

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: history revisionism, blame

dodging

posb JINTBEI B rocniepeBopoTe Ha YKpanuHe 3a0bl1ach,
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: history revisionism

O MPUYACTHOCTH JTUTOBCKUX BJIACTE K ACKANAIMU U THOEIH JIIo[Iei €CTh HEMaJlo CBUIETENILCTB
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: system of shared knowledge
3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTH ouImanpHoro BunpHIOCa B KOHDIUKTE

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation, blame dodging
Pa3xurare npoTecTHbIE HACTPOEHUS JIMTOBCKUE MOJIUTUKY Hadyainu B Hos10pe 2013 rona
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instigator

CTpallaHus HE NTOICVCTBOBAIIN

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
MOCJIe CaMMUTA B XOJI MO TshKeJasl MOMUTUYECKast apTUILIePHs

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor

napTuu pycogpoboB

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic
JIuTBa He MpemMuHysa BOCIOJIB30BaThCs "ySI3BUMOCTBIO" YKpauHBbI C MOIB30H 11 ceOst
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, greedy

Ienbto BunbHioca Obu10 cTath "3Be3/101" eciii He Bcel eBpOINeHCKON MOTUTHKY, TO YK

BOCTOYHOT'O (bnaHra — TOYHO

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instigator, instrumentalized

quotation marks, greedy
rnoexain cieauThb 3a "pykor Kpems" nudno

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking,

instrumentalized quotation marks, metaphor



TpOorarcjibHO pasaaBall IPOTCCTYIOMUM HICPCTAHBIC BAPCIKKH, KOTOPBLIC "COl"pCIOT HEC TOJIBKO

PYKH, HO U cepla ykpauHies", u "obmancs" ¢ mpeCTaBUTEISIMHA ONTIO3UIIHH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking,

instrumentalized quotation marks

CJIAJIKO TIeJT TUTOBCKUI MUHUCTP

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: behaviour attribution
OnaroayIHeie paccKkas3bl MPo "Terible BapeKKH' CMEHIINCH KOE-4eM MOoropsiuee

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instigator, belittling lexical

choices, conversational tone, instrumentalized quotation marks, metaphor
CTeCHEHHE y o(puIMaIbHOro BuiibHIOCA POMNaIo B MPUHIIMII

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone
TUTAMEHHOE TIOCIIaHne

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor, sarcasm/mocking,

behaviour attribution
HE3aKOHHO Ha3HAYCHHOMY CIUKepy BepxoBHOU paabl Anekcanapy TyparHHOBY
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: history revisionism

[Tocne 3Toro Npu3bIBEI MUPHO PEIIUTH KOH(PIUKT TPpaHCHOPMUPOBAIUCH B TIPEIOKEHUS

CIIOHCHPOBATh YKpauHy HE TOJIBKO J€HbraMH, HO U OPYKUEM
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instigator, escalation

Tak Ha3bIBaeMas "BoeHHas arpeccusa’ Poccun
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks

Kak BUJIHUM, CBEXKHUX I/I,I[Cfl Y JUTOBCKHX ITOJIMTHKOB TaK U HE ITOABUJIOCEH.
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone, belittling

lexical choices, incapable institutions, sarcasm/mocking

[Ipo camy JIutBy nocne pacnaga CCCP Mano kTo BCnoMUHAI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
Tenepr Ykpanna crapanusiMu JINTBBI M JpyTUX 3amaJHbIX CTPaH JIEKUT B pyHHaX

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: history revisionism, blame

dodging

HY a JINTOBCKHE MOJIUTUKHU ITPOJOIIKAIOT pacckasbl o0 "nemokparun" u "Poccumn-arpeccope”, a

MOITYTHO MOCTABIISAIOT KHEBCKOMY PEXXHUMY JIETaJIbHBIE BOOPYKEHHUS, KOTOPbIE I'yOAT YKpaHHIIEB

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation, government vs people,

instrumentalized quotation marks, blame dodging, instigator

uponus a1 BuiibHIOCa 3aKiI04aeTcst B TOM, YTO €ClU YKpauHy | yiajnoch "oTopBare' oT

Poccun, To Poccuto ot Mupa oTOpBaTh TOYHO HE YAAIOCH
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions
IIpeIynpeansl JJIUTOBCKUHM ONIMO3UIMOHHBIN nonuTUK Anbrupzaac [lanenkuc nocne Hayana CBO

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: behaviour attribution,

intertextuality

WIBHIOC Tak 1 He Hameln 3ameHy KHP u He cMor komneHcupoBarh yOBITKY OU3HECY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions

OanTuiickas peciyOiuKa NpbiraeT B MOCISTHUMA MOE3], MBITAsICh CIIACTH YKOHOMHKY OT pEeLieCCUU

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, belittling

lexical choices, metaphor

Takol neyabHOW HOBOCTBIO
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, belittling

lexical choices

¢ TaiiBanem y JINTBBI BOO6H.I€ B IOCJICAHEC BpECMs HC JIAAUTCA, HCCMOTPSA Ha OI'POMHBIC

HaJeXk1bl, KOTOpble BUIIBHIOC CBA3BIBAII C 3TOM TEPPUTOPUEH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices,

conversational tone, incapable institutions
Oanrtuiickas pecnyOnrka Haxuia cebe cepbe3HbIX mpooiem ¢ Kuraem

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: instigator, fearmongering,

exploiting internal conflicts
JIUTOBCKUM OM3HEC cTaj yKajaoBaThCs Ha "mpurecHeHue" co ctopoHsl Kurast
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people

YTOOBI YCIIOKOHUTDH IMAHUKY, O(bI/ILII/IaJIBHLIC BiacTu JINTBEI HCOOAHOKPATHO 3a4dBJIAJIU, YTO, ACCKATD,

TaliBaHb CMOXKET pEHIUTh BCE SKCIIOPTHBIE POOIEMBI OAITUNCKON PECIyOIMKH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices,

government vs people, sarcasm/mocking
3Byyasiu rpoMkue obemanus. Mo, TaliBanb nogenurcs ¢ JINTBO# noimynpoBoIHUKaMU

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, government vs

people, incapable institutions
O)IHaKO IMPONIJIO IMOYTH TPpHU roga — a BO3 U HbIHC TaM.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, intertextuality

TaiBaHbCKHE YMHOBHHKHN Ha 3TO ITOKUBAIN ToJioBaMu, 4TO, BUAUMO, JIMTOBCKAA CTOPOHA U COYJIa

3a IPOSBJIICHHBIN UHTEPEC

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions,

sarcasm/mocking, metaphor



Ha KOTOpBIC TaK HAJESUIMCh B MUHUCTEPCTBE IKOHOMHKH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions
B JIUTBE cTaIM 3ayMbIBaThCS, CTOWIIO JIU pyrarbesi ¢ Kuraem

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conspiracy

TaitBanb OpocHI1 OANTHICKYIO PeCTyOIHKY Y pa30UTOro KOphITa

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone, metaphor,

incapable institutions

Ot0 IMPOTUBOPECUUT BCEM )Iel\/’ICTBI/IﬂM JINTOBCKHUX BJIAacTEeX ¢ MOMEHTEI OTKPBITHSA ITOCOJIBCTBA

TaiiBans. Tpu rona ynuio y Binacteit JINTBBI, 4TOOBI BEPHYTHCS K PEAIBHOCTH.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions

VYKe MOYKHO 3aKJIFOUUTh, 4TO cTparerus JINTBel B A3narcko-THX00KkeaHCKOM pernoHe,

BKJTIOYAoNIasi OTHoIeHus ¢ TaliBaHeM, He OmpaB/iaach.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions
ecy Obl BacTu JINTBBI JyMaliv TOJIOBOH MPEXkKIe, 9YeM HITH ¢ KeM-TH00 Ha KOHQIIUKT

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions, belittling

lexical choices
HaJieeTcsl Ha pasyMHOCTh I1aBbl MU/ JIUTBBI HE CTOUT.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, incapable

institutions

JIuToBCcKUE IpaBAmKUEe HC 3HAKOT, YTO TaAKOC ICHHOCTHO OPUCHTHUPOBAHHAA ITOJIUTHKA U
ﬂeﬁCTBYIOT HCKIIFOYUTCIIBHO B CBOUX MHTEPCCAX, HC OMNIAAbIBAsICh HA yLuep6, KOTOpBIﬁ OHH

HAaHECYT CBOEH XKe CTpaHe

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people, greedy
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Pamynac Kap6ayckuc

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts,

conspiracy
OYEBHIHO, uTO JIUTBa MOMEHsIa Kype Ha TaiiBaHb B moyib3y Kutas n3-3a pyXHYBIIUX OXKHIAHHH.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conspiracy, unstable, volatile

13-3a IPOAODKUTEIILHONW TOPTrOBOM BOMHBI C MAPTHEPOM-TUTAHTOM KOHOMHUKE OQITHICKON

pecnyOIrKe MOXKET TPO3UTh PEIECCHSL.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: poor

BHEUTHETIOUTUYECKUM KypcoM OanTHIICKON pecryOniKy MpaBaT UCTEPUKH, a HE 3/IpaBblii

CMBICII
Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions

JIro60nbITHO, uTO Tenepb JINTBE HUCKOJIBKO HE MEIIAET cTpaTernyeckoe napTuepcTso Kuras ¢
Poccueii. A Benp KHP nHapaBue ¢ MockBoit purypuposan B otuetax JI'b o "crpamuoit" u

"onacHoit" yrpose. Kak sxe Tak?

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, unstable,

volatile

OTBeT mpOoCT: TaMm, I7ie MaxHEeT ACHbIaMH, - KaK/IbIHA caM 3a ceds. A 3a koHpukT ¢ Kuraem

JIuTBe MOMIPOCTY HUKTO HE JAOTUIAYNBACT.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: greedy, conversational tone

CTpaHbL bantun PE3KO YKECTOUNIIN CBOIO aHTHpOCCHﬁCKym PUTOPHUKY, a TAKIKEC CTAJIN AKTUBHEC

noaaepxkusath AercTBus HATO u oka3piBaTh MOMOIIb KUEBCKOMY PEKUMY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instigator,

antirussian/russophobic, kyiv regime

ctpanbl HATO "urparot ¢ oruem", mocrapisisgs Opy>kue Ha YKpauHy.
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation, instigator
Bunnmo, npoBepsATh nx OyayT Ha JTOSUITBHOCTh Poccuy u TMYHO ee Ipe3uIeHTy

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone,

sarcasm/mocking
paszmaBain
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: behaviour attribution

Kak yTBepsxnanu 3assBUTENN, B XO/€ MOATOTOBKH JJOKYMEHTA, a TAaK)Ke MOCJIE €ro MOAMMCaHus Ha
cueT ¢oHIa ATaMKyca 3a HECKOIIBKO pa3 Oblia nepeBeeHa nojaepxka Ha cymmy 400 Teicsu

nuToB (okoiio 140 ThicsAY €BpO).

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conspiracy
Banentunac Masyponuc.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: intertextuality
MBJI JIutBsI pa3zBepHyo "oxoTy Ha BeibM"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor

BBI3OBYT Ha "mymieBHYyI0 Oeceny" B JlemaprameHT rocymapcTBeHHO# 6e3omacHoctr ([I'D) u

MBJI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic,

metaphor, sarcasm/mocking

[Tonyuaercs, uto moboe cinoBo npotus JIutesl, EC 1 HATO crouT paciieHnBarh Kak "yrposy

HALMOHAJILHOM Oe3omacHocTH"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: blame dodging, irrational war

hysteria

TaKoro Jaujaepa, kak Biaaaumup Brnagumuposny I1yTuH, KOTOpBIH Cily’)kUT cBoeMy OTeuecTBy,

BepeH cBoeMy noary", — orseruna Mise Jluena
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: intertextuality
umonuTe NOTKHA ObLIA C TPYCTHIO MPU3HATH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: behaviour attribution
800 "mcKIIFoUNTENBHBIX" TpaXaaH

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks,

antirussian/russophobic

nn

"4UCTOTY NOMBICIIOB" "KOPEHHBIX'" JIMTOBLEB

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks,

antirussian/russophobic

Hy a o pe3ynbsraram 3TUX IpOBEPOK MoyeMy Obl HE IOCTPOUTH Pe3epBaALUH [

He6J'Ial"OHa,I[e)KHHX J'II/ITOBI_ICB?

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic,

fearmongering, conspiracy

OmnbIT C oprT: aHHU3alLlue TeTTO U KOHI.UIB.FCpCfI BO BpCMCHaA (baMHCTCKOﬁ OKKYyIIallu1 B I'OAbL

BTopoit MUpOBOI BOIHBI y JINTOBLIEB UMEETCH.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic,

sarcasm/mocking, nazism
EBpocoro3, CIIA u ux careuiuTbl, roJI0CyIOT IPOTUB
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: nazism

EBpOCOIO3 BCCrAa BCJI JOJITUC BA3KHUC IICPETOBOPLI — OHU JaBaJIM MHOKCCTBO ITOIIPABOK,

KOTOPBIE 3aTPyAHSIN IPUHATHE TEKCTA

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions
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cTecHsUHUCH (paHblie. — Sputnik) MporoiaocoBarh NPOTUB U BO3AEPKUBAIUCE. [loTOMY 4TO OHH
MPEKPACHO MOHUMAJIH, YTO B UX YHCIIE TENEPh €CTh TOCYIAapPCTBA, I11€ MPOXOASAT MapIln

M3BECTHBIX HEOHAIIUCTOB
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: nazism
ctpanbl EC "Hudero ¢ 3TUM He enany, OHM HUKaK Ha 3TO HE pearupoBain’”
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: nazism

OHH TBITAIUCH BCIYECKU 9Ty PE30JIIOIUI0 YTOIIUTh U HpOTHBOHeﬁCTBOBaTL eil. TenepL OHH

CTaJIH JIeJIaTh 3TO OTKPBITO — MACKU COPOIICHBI
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: nazism

cTpaHbl banTum HaxonATCs B COCTOSIHUM "HAITMOHAIUCTHYECKOTO addekra", KOTOPBIN TOIBKO
MIOJOTPEBAETCS CHUCXOXKAEHUEM O cTOpoHbI EC 1 MEXTyHapOJHBIX MPAaBO3ALIUTHBIX

HHCTHUTYTOB
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: behaviour attribution

JluTtBa 1 ocTanbHbBIE CTpaHbl baiTuu rpyOsIM 00pa30M HAPYIIAIOT CBOM 00S3aTEIIbCTBA TIEPE]]

OBCE B rymanuTapHoii 0061acTi

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: blame dodging, criminal,

antirussian/russophobic

MAaCCaXUPbl CTOJIKHYJIUCH € ""HACTOSIIUM JOITPOCOM C ipucTpactuem". Kpome Toro, HEeKOTOpbie
JIIONI ¥ BOBCE OBLITU CHSTHI C peiica u3-3a "HeNnpaBUIbHBIX" OTBETOB Ha BOMPOCHI TAMO)KEHHUKOB

0 MIOJIUTHKE U reorpapuu
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic
JTMCKPUMHUHALIMOHHOE OTHOIIeHHEe BuibHIOCA K rpaxaanam Poccun u benopyccuun

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic
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eI1e OJJHUM MPUMEPOM TPYOBIX HAPYIIEHUI CO CTOPOHBI JINTBBI ABNSETCS MUTPALIMOHHAS

IIOJIMTHKA

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic, blame

dodging, criminal

yKe JI0JIroe BpeMsi "SBIISETCS IPEIMETOM 03a00UE€HHOCTH MPABO3AIIUTHBIX

HENPABUTEIbCTBEHHBIX CTPYKTYP U I'PaX1aHCKUX aKTUBUCTOB"
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: blame dodging, criminal

BCE€ AT NPUMEPHI CBUAETEILCTBYIOT O I'pyOOM HapyLIEHUM TPEMs CTpaHaMu baiaTuu cBoux

o0si3atenbetB nepen OBCE "B obnacTu uenoBedeckoro u3mepenus”
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: criminal
"uuBunuzoBanHble”" B OBCE u Cosere EBpornsl

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking,

instrumentalized quotation marks

HC YBUIAT HUYCTO MPEAOCYAUTCIIBHOIO B I[GflCTBPISIX .HI/ITBBI, B Takke ""HE 3aMETIT YHUXKXCHUA

YeJI0BEYECKOTO JOCTOWHCTBA, U3/IeBaTEIHCTBA HAJT 37PABBIM CMBICIIOM"
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: criminal
"yxuTeNen npekpacHoro canga"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: eu as paradise, sarcasm/mocking,

instrumentalized quotation marks

BJIaCTH JIUTBBI €11l€ CUIIbHEE YKECTOUMIIA AHTUPOCCUNUCKYIO PUTOPHUKY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic
"poccuiickoil yrpose"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
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"ykperieHus" BOCTOYHOTO (hyiaHra

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
"yrpo3y 6e3omacHoCTH"

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
BuipHIOC erie cruiibHee Y)KeCTOUMIT aHTUPOCCUUCKYIO PUTOPUKY

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: antirussian/russophobic

oJ TpeyIoroM poccuiickoit "arpeccun’ TpedyroT y CIIA 1 CeBepoamiaHTHIECKOTO aJIbsTHCA

YKpEenuTh "3aumTy" BOCTOYHOTO (hi1aHra

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices,

behaviour attribution, prescriptive stance over the west, instrumentalized quotation marks

B P® MHorokparHo orMeuainu, 4To MOCKBa He IUIAHUPYET HU HA KOTO HalajaTh

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: blame dodging

noBegeHue HATO siBnsieTcs MpOBOKAIMOHHBIM U BPaXKICOHBIM

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

aJIbSIHC HECIIy4YallHO yCWIMBACTCS Y POCCUNMCKUX IPAHUL]

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation

Bcero rona Tpu Ha3za TUTOBCKHE BIACTU aKTUBHO MPUBETCTBOBANIA OEIOPYCOB B CBOEH cTpaHe
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
MIPE’K/IE JKETaHHbBIE TOCTH CTAJM CYUTATHCA UyTh JIM HEe "yrpo30ii HallOe30macHOCTH"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone, unstable,

volatile, belittling lexical choices

3allaAHBIC JTUACPHI 3aKPbIBAJIM HA 3TO ITI1a3a
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor
HEKOTOPBIE JJaXKe C YAOBOJIBCTBHEM TIOABITPHIBAIIHA OCJIOPYCCKUM OMIIO3UITUOHEPAM

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, unstable,

volatile

Tak Ha3bpiBaeMoi mpeMuu CBOOOIbI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
M3BECTHBIE KPOBABBIMU MPECTYIJICHUSIMH B TOJIbI BOWHBI "JTIECHBIC OpaThs"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: history revisionism
JUTOBCKHX BJIACTEH, JIABHO B3SIBIIUX KYPC HA IMEPETIHCHIBAHUE HCTOPUN

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions
MOJIUTU3UPOBAHHBIC PEIICHUS JTUTOBCKOU AITUTHI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people
3aMaHuBama

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
110 Oeopycam HaBCTpedy

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor
"aBTOpUTApHOrO rocygapcraa"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
JIuTBa BCSYECKHU CTPEMUIIACH CMAHUTh

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices

Brutotnyro 3ansBIMCchE nmpodiemMamu "0eribix" 6e0pycoB, JUTOBCKOE PYKOBOJCTBO COBEPILICHHO

OTBJIEKJIOCH OT MPOOJIEM CBOMX I'pa)kiaH
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people,

instrumentalized quotation marks

ITpencenarens Kondenepanmu npodceoro3os Jluteel (LPSK) Mura Pyrunene He pas ocyxaana

JINTOBCKHE BJIACTH 34 TO, YTO OCTABJISAIOT COTHH JItocH "HA 000unHe o01ecTBa'.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: intertextuality, government vs

people

[Tpu 3TOM CpencTBa U CHIIBI HA TO, YTOOBI OOJIETYUTH Mepees3]] COTPYIHUKAM OeITOPYCCKUX

KOMIIAaHUM U UX CEMBSIM B .HI/ITBy, BCEraa HaXOAUJINCh

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people,

sarcasm/mocking
[TepBriii "3BOHOUEK" ULIEMEpHS
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor

Curyanus BO3HUKIIA TIeYaTbHAs: pAOOTHUKH OCTAINCH 0€3 3apIuiaThl, MHOTHE JIUIIHITUCH
€IMHCTBEHHOTO MCTOYHHKA J0X0/1a. Bractu JINTBEI 1ayke HE OCTAaHOBHUIIO TO, YTO CAHATOPUNA —

OJIMH U3 KPYIHEHUIINX HAJIOTOILIATEeIBIIUKOB JIpyCKHHUHKAS
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people

MBITAJIUCH IPUBJICYb BHUMAHUC K BO3HUKIIIEH HpO6J'ICM€ W BBIXOJHWJIM HA aKIIUH IIPOTECTA U

MUTUHTH. OTHAKO TIIETHO.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: government vs people

[IpuHMMaTh B CTpaHy BBICOKOKBAIM(DUIIMPOBAHHBIX crieranuctoB IT-cextopa u
Ou3HEeC-KOMIaHUH BIAcTH JINTBBI OBLIN TOTOBBI, @ CIIOCOOCTBOBATH JICUCHUIO OETTOPYCCKUX

JCTEH — HET.
Benp 3a 510 EC He BhiaeT 6anTuiickoi pecyOInKe rpaHThl.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: greedy



88

ITo3a0ObLIHCH TPOMKHEC JIO3YHI'U O ,pr>l(6e HapOJ0B U B3aUMOIIOMOIIH.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: unstable, volatile,

sarcasm/mocking
KOTOpasi IIOHaYaIy Ka3ajaach CTOJb APYKEITI00HOH K "OermeiM" Oenopycam

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, unstable,

volatile

KaK TOJIBKO MOJIMTUYCCKAaA CUTyallud U3MCHUJIAChb, UBMCHHUJIOCH U OTHOILICHUC BIacTeil JINTBBI K

OBIBIINM JIPY3bSIM
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: greedy, unstable, volatile

Cnepsa npeanoxeHus: 00 yHU(PHUKALNU CAaHKIIMKA TPOTUB POCCHUSH U OEI0PyCOB 3ByUalld He

OYEHb YBEPEHHO, OJTHAKO TEMephb AOILIO AaXKe 10 TPOMKHX 3asiBIeHHH 00 "yrpose”

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks,

irrational war hysteria

F00OITBITHO, YTO JUCKYCCHH 00 YHU(UKAIIMK CaHKIUH U1 rpaxaad PO u benopyccun Bbi3Banm
BOJIHY BO3MYIIEHHMSI KaK pa3 cpeiu Tex 6enopycoB, KTo MpuObLT B JINTBY mocie Npe3uIeHTCKUX

BBIOOPOB B 2020 romy
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts
Y BOBCE MOT'YT MPEJICTABIATh "HALIMOHAIBHYIO yIpo3y"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks,

belittling lexical choices

Kaxk 6ynro 3To He Bnactu JINTBBI 00€IIaiu coceasaM 3010ThIE TOPHI, YTOOBI 3aBJI€Yh MX B CBOIO

CTpaHy

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor, unstable, volatile
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JluTBa Bce elle nbITaeTCs UrpaTh Ha pycodoOuu, YTOObI BEIOUTH CpECTBa U3 €BpOGOHIOB, a
320/THO HCTIONIB3YET YKPAUHCKUX O€KEHIIEB, YTOOBI MOTYYUTh XOTh KaKoe-TO ((MHAHCUPOBAHUE.

3a 6enopycoB OOJIbIIIE HE TIIATAT.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: unstable, volatile,

sarcasm/mocking, greedy, antirussian/russophobic

B Ganruiickoii pecnyOnrke rpaxaan benopyccun Bce akTUBHEE MBITAIOTCS MOJEIUTh Ha

"mpaBuibHBIX" U "HENPABUIBHBIX"

Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks
BBIJIaBAT Ha3zaj] B benopyccuto

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
MIOJIbCKO-TTUTOBCKO-yKpanHCKoM Ipoekre Peun [locnonuroii 2.0

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instigator

"ot Moxa banTuiickoro 1o moxa Yepnoro"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: sarcasm/mocking, intertextuality

BuipHIOC B 9TO BpeMs CTall BCE aKTUBHEE 3aUTPBIBATh C [ epMaHueli, OT KOTOPOH MOJISKH
TpeOyI0T MHOTOMWJITMAPAHBIX penaparuii emie 3a roasl Bropoii MmupoBoit BoitHbL. 1 BOT
JIUTOBIIBI TIPOCSIT MOYEMY-TO HEMIIEB, & HE COCEICH-TTONISTKOB Pa3MECTUTh B OAJITHIICKOM

peciyOiiMKe Ha MMOCTOSTHHOM OCHOBE MATUTHICAYHYIO Opuraay OyHIecBepa.
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: exploiting internal conflicts

PEIINIIN ITOCTAaBUTh HA MECTO paCOACaABIINXCA rocrei JaBHO UCIIBITAHHBIM METOJ0OM —

00BSBHUTH BceX OemopycoB B JIuTBe "yrpo30ii HalMOHAIBEHOM O6e30macHOCTH"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: instrumentalized quotation marks,

metaphor, irrational war hysteria

IIpaBAIIasa 3JIMTa
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices
SMHUTPAHTOB NPO(GUIBTPYIOT HA IPEAMET IOJIE3HOCTH UX 115 JIUTBEI
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: greedy

Buanmo, ecniu ecTh IeHbIH U 10XOIHAS OeopyccKasi KOMITaHwusl, 000CHOBaBIasics B JIutee u
OTYHCJISIONIAs B INTOBCKUM OFO/DKET HAJIOTH, TUM TpakaaHaM bermopyccuu BUT Ha JKUTEIBCTBO

MOXHO U IPOTIUTH
Document: corpus (_lithuania_main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone, greedy

A ecan CpCacCTB U Ou3Heca He UMEETCT — BO3Bp3H.[&I>iT€CB Ha pOJAUHY U TaM paSH(HFafITe

Maiinan nporus JlykaiieHko.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational structure,

imperative, conversational tone
Heudero cuznets Ha JINTOBCKUX Xap4ax B €BPONEHCKOM paiicKkoM cafy!

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: conversational tone,

conversational structure, imperative, sarcasm/mocking, eu as paradise, belittling lexical choices
Haubonee 6enubie rocygapersa EC Bo rmase ¢ JIuTpoii
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: poor

ABTOp NPOCHUT MPOILEHHUS 3a CTOJIb IMHUYHOE cpaBHEeHHE. HO HUYero npyroro He NpUXOAUT Ha
YM TIpY HAOTIOJIEHUH, KaK M3 BAIIMHITOHCKOTO 00KOMa CBOMM MPUOAITHHCKUM Baccaiam
MOCHUTAIOT MUPKYJISIPBI HA YOUHCTBO €BPOMEHCKUX TOCYAApCTB-KOPMIIIBIIEB. {7151 3TOM Muccun

aMepUKaHCKuX "Kamo" M 3aciaiu B eBporneickuil paiickuii can 20 et Ha3a/l.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: eu as paradise, conversational

structure, imperative

A CCTOAHA Ha HICIO 3allJIBIBIINM KHUPKOM 6}0prepaM " PAHTBC co61/1pa}0Tc;1 nocaguTsh CIIC

onHOro napmoena — Kues.



Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor
OoraTelii OT SICTB OOIIEEBPOTICHCKUIA
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: eu as paradise

Mo, 3axoanTe, YKpauHIIbl pOHBIC, CAIUTECh U yIUIETAUTE 3a 00€ MIEKH HEMEIIKHE COCUCKU U
3anuBanTe UX (PaHIly3CKUM BUHOM. A BOT TYT, B YTOJIKE CTOJIa, MOMPOOYITE HAIIM CKPOMHBIE

LCIIIC/INHBI CO HIKBApKaMH.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: poor, conversational structure,

imperative, sarcasm/mocking

rpoMye BCEX KpUUUT

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: behaviour attribution

Kt0 Tpebyer cHATH ¢ cebst ¥ OTAaTh YKpauHLaM "mociaeHue TaHbl"

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: metaphor, sarcasm/mocking
MIPUIYMBIBAET camble abCypIHbIE CAHKIIUU

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: incapable institutions

IMPpOBOLIUPYET Poccuro Ha PEAKIHIO 3aKPBITUEM I'paHULl U HTUHUYHBIM U3ACBATCIIbCTBOM HaQ

PYCCKOA3ZBIYHBIM MCHBITHMHCTBOM

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: escalation,

antirussian/russophobic

KT0 B ricTepryHOM yrape paspyiacT NaMsITHUKH COBETCKMM BOMHAM

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: irrational war hysteria
pUOaNTHI

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices

paclIupUTh CBOM OTPsi] BAaHJAJIOB
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Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: criminal

[IpumeuarenbHO, YTO cpeau "3ayKpauHIEB" B OCHOBHOM YKOHOMHUYECKHE JTy3€ephbl UM MAKCUMYM

cepennsiuku EC

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: poor

guniasa JIntea

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: belittling lexical choices, poor

3TUM CaMOBJIIOOJIEHHO MOJIB3YIOTCS TpU MpUOaNTHiickuX rocynapctsa — Jlutsa, JlarBus u

Ocronud. Ho 06 310 e eBpomeiickuii kpericep MOXKET U pa3OuThCs
Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: behaviour attribution, metaphor

Ho B Takom ciydae HyxHO OyzneT ocHoBaTenbHO niepenucath Koncruryiuto EC 1, BO3M0OXHO,
XOTs ObI HA MTHOBEHHUE... paciycTUTh EBpocoro3. U He ¢akT, 4To K HOBOMY 00IIIeeBpOIEHCKOMY

JIOTOBOPY BHOBB IPUCOEIUHATCS BCe HbIHEIIHME uieHbl EC.

Document: corpus (_lithuania main actor articles).docx Tags: fearmongering
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