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MOTTO

"In our age there is no such thing &&eping out of politics All issues are political issues,

and politics itself is a mass of lies, evasions, folly, hatredsahzophrenia?

"Power is in tearing human minds to pieces and putting thenthigagain in new shapes of

your own choosing®'

1 George OrwellAll Art Is Propaganda: Critical Essays
2 George Orwell1984
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1 INTRODUCTION

Cognitive Linguisticghenceforth: CL)has become a fashionable field of study over the last

few decades. The triggtar suchaphenomenomvas the publication dietaphors We Live By

a book written byGeorge Lakoff and Mark Johnson in 1980. The importance of the book lies

in the fact thathe authors claimed that everythinvge understand is purely metaphorical in
nature, and that metaphor as such is not a figure of speech used to enrich burt igl&

cognitive tool due to which we are able to grasmceptsaround usin terms ofother
things/conceptsin the bookLakoff and Johnsomlsoc | ai m t hat Amet onymic
systematic the same way met aphortheyclanotat ept s
one term is conceptualised by means of its relatioarteeghing else. Moreover, thayguethat
experiential grounding in case of metonymies is more obvious than in case of metaphoric
concepts because it involves direct physical or causal associations. (&ad#ddhnson, 1980:

39). Metonymies arbrought in close connection with cultural and religious symbolism.

Cultural and religious symbolism are special casesnetonymy. The conceptual
systems of cultures and religions are metaphorical in nature. Symbolic metonymies are
critical links betweereveryday experience and the coherent metaphorical systems that
characterize religions and cultures. Symbolic metonymies that are grounded in our
physical experience provide an essential means of comprehending religious and cultural
concepts (LakoftndJomson, 1980: 40).

Since then, many linguists (Radden and Kdvecses 1999, Barcelona 2012, Brdar 2002,

Littlemore 2015, etc.) have begun to show much interest for the field of metonymy as the book

was at the time revolutionary because it established thedtiondor the future research in the

fieldofCLLMost of the work in the field of CL is

ugly sister- metonymy deserves just as much, or even more of our attention. Metonymy is also

less supported by many researchers and less present in the works of coggitirgsli which

is an injustice that may be amended by the research presented in this dissertation. It is therefore

the aim of the dissertation to invite other scholars in the field to investmatgreater extent

the phenomenon which is highly presenbur everyday life.

Basic features of metonymy are unanimously accepted by cognitive linguists:

(1) the fundamentally conceptual nature of metonymy, (2) the fact that it is
experientiallygrounded, (3) the fact that it can be the root to some cognitdelsand

(4) and the fact that it involves experientially and conceptually connected, i.e.,
Aficontiguouso, el ements (Barcelona, 2011:



When metonymic mapping is discussélte use offie n t iist réjeetedfRather, the terms

domains (osubdomainsare usedor metonymic sources and targ@tsd).

[ €] stulteeand the targéiclude atl e a s t t he mor e rel evat
encyclopaediknowledge about them. Asfa@ f er ent i alfioryo ,a ntdh ei sftoat
notion has been shown not to be a necessary condition for metonymicity, and it has been
suggested that the |l atter notion shoul d I
(Barcelona2011: 49).

Barcelona (201150) proposes three types of metonymies: 1) purely schematic metoniymies
extremely common metonymies which satisfy omgcessargonditions for metonymicity, 2)
simply typical metonymie$ thetarget is clearly distinct from the source (those\areLE
FOR PART and PART FOR WHOLE metonymies), 3) prototypical metonymiésreferential
metonymies)Out of thethree types of metonymies only typical metonymies will be analysed
in the dissertation bacase we will seeheways in whichBrexitis used to mean many possible
things such athe date of the exit, trade relations, the future with the EU and other countries,
the referendum, the terms of the deaBrexit negotiations, Brexit processetc. This
dissertation will illustrate pragmatic effects which are a direct result of suchsélwfu
metonymies as evidenced in the political discourse surrounding the situation Breuiiah
the United Kingdom in the period from 2016 until present.

Based on the provided examples, we will see the pragmatic effects caused by the
extensivause ofBrexitalone or as part ofcollocations such &Brexit dea) Brexit negotiation
Brexit date etc.In such a way, one could assume that metonymy triggeitecpbhctivity. In
other words, the metonymies politicians use in a discourse are the source of recipients' activity,
i.e.it triggersthe conceptualisations that lead to the eémoice as tavho theywould give their
votes to, owhethertheywould give themat all

Both metaphor and metonymy are cognitive procesadsthecrucial differencéeing
their natureas atwo-domain mapping as opposed to sindtemain mapping, respectively.
MoreoverAmet onymy does not simply substitute one
them to form a n e(MdyvecsesanchRadderx19961€l9),randnttppse new,
complex (metonymic) meanings d@rexit will be analysed with respect to pragmatic effects,
i.e. to the way people would act upon in terms of vobesaddition, t is assumed that
Ametonymy performs various functions in spee
predicati on, p r o p @Panthérand Thornbuagn 20031 1) whloch witl beo n i



illustrated on a number of examples provided in thisgkrtation. The use @&rexitin British

political discourse will be mostly representative of how metonymy is operative on the level of

illocution. In other words, politicians' use and abus®mxit is indicative of how the voters

would act upon, i.e. mom they would give their votes to, and such pragmatic effects triggered

by metonymyare a par excellenceexampleof metonymy being operative on the level of

illocution. On the other hand, certainnumberof examples will be illustrative of metonymy

being operative on the level of refereneéhich consequentlyriggers different rhetorad

functionssuch as the usef euphemisms, dysphemisms, blurring, etc, all of which luae

purpose in common manipulatng the voters
In cognitive terms, euphemisms are used when one wants to name things without calling
up a mental picture of them. The aim of using euphemisrhsas st ri ke at a
imagination. Euphemisms do not form complete pictures in the mind, nor do they
completely define an event or object. Without a complete definition, the ability to
understand the true meaning of a statement is obscured (Mihas,12005:

Politicians use of euphemisms and dysphemisms suggestsat At he speaker |

vilifying the p4dalinairdalanpa i taisldhe phen@Bedagilt | 7 8)

be exemplified by numerous examplasthe case ofeuphemismsand blurringbecausehe

metonymic use oBrexitdid not produce dysphemisms in duealysed dataset.

The results of conducted analysis of metonymic (referential) meanindg3rexit has shown

that politicians use collocations wiBrexit, such asBrexit dea) Brexit negotiation Bréxit

d at e fin sucka way thatthe collocation is actually used f8rexit which thenrefers to

many thingsconcessionfuture relationship with Euope,(Brexit) negotiations the date of

exit, trade agreement after exitp name just a few. Due to a variety of possible meanings

Brexitmay refer to, and due to the fact that ibienvery vague what politicians wanted to say

whenusng Brexit, British political discourse has proved todreadequate plac® analysehe

influenceof metonymy on the targed recipientsi.e.voters The roleof metonymy in political

discourse with respect to euphemisms and dysphemisms is clearly expressed in the following:

Metonymy often seems to function as a kind of 'avoidance strategy.' for reasons of
euphemism perhaps. Conversdalso serves as a 'focusisgategy which in extreme

cases results in dysphemism. The relationship between the domains involved in
metonymy seems to be one of inclusion, with either a more general concept standing for
a more specific oner vice vera. There will always be a difference in scale or level of
abstractionwhich is not the case for metaphor (Warren, 1999: 272).

Political discoursénas always beemvery interestingrea of linguistic studyprimarily because
of the language used by its protagonists, i.e. politicians. We often witness politicians' language

3



which is illustrative of theipseudedesire for the greater good; in reality, we often experience
something quite the oppositepowerhungry politcians whoput their personal needs above
the general good. So, tlkssertatiorwill try to cast some light on how rhetoric functions of
the political discourse are enabled by means of metonymic mappeuggs. (2004 also deals
with rhetoric and in herdok Inventions in Rhetoric and Compositisineprovides an extensive
review of rhetoric through historyrecisely she gives an insight into Greek viewsloatoric,
Roman viewsthe views on rhetoric in Medieval times, Renaissance, as well dsatie
postulates of rhetoric through the™ 89" and the 20 century It follows that Classical rhetoric
matters a lot even nowadays, especially in politics, but also in other asplataan activity,
such as teaching.

Such rhetoric is abundant in metonymies, and the dissertation will illustrate pragmatic effects
which are a direct result of such (ab)use of metonynMiese precisely when politicians use
Brexitdeal they may not refer to the dgadr se but toBrexitwhose referential meaning may
be eitherreferendum exit, trade relations date of the exit etc. Such unclear referential
meaning oBrexitresults in general confusipwhich leads to giving votes to politicians based

on wrong assumptions.

We already suggested that much work on political discourse was traditionally being
done under the broad label of “rhetoric'. This is of course not surprising when we realize
that classical rhetoric, apart from its uses in the courtroom, was primarily developed as
an fiartd to persuade people in a political assembly. Thus, special arguments, special
forms and figures of style were traditionally associated with political text and talk.
Indeed, common sense notions of political discourse as typically verbose, hyperbolic,
dishaest and immoral are sometimes simply summarized with the negative label of
‘rhetoric' (Van Dijk, 1997: 34).

It canthusbe inferred that political discourspoliticians and the way things are handled in

politics ascribenegative connotation® rhetorc, andit could not thusbe regarded just as a

virtue of speaking nicely and convincinghlaving said that, it is now clear why it is said that

political discourse is one of the most interesting, yet challenging areas of linguistic study,
especially whemnalysed from the cognitive perspectiVee examples in the dissertation will

be demonstrative of the rhetoric functions which are realized by means of metonymic meanings

of ABrexito. Those fslordng,ieto. ansl havemnao dtherp@wpose thanh e mi
to mislead the recipients, i.e. the votefhy are euphemisms used in the political discourse?
Inaeuphemi sm, At he positive opposite of an a
neutral t £1B9BO0Y. War r en



A few words should alsbe said regarding thevent whichis often used by politicians in the

UK from 2016 onwards, and which ultimateiyggered the analysis of metonymies in the

British political discoursavith the aimof examinng pragmatic effectsaused by the (ab)use

of those metonymied hedissertatiorwill analyse onesignificantmoment which ismportant

not onlyfor the UK, butfor the rest of the worl@d the momentis Brexit, whose repercussions

are yet to beevaluated The idea ofBrexit, i.e. British exitfrom the EU,started after the
resignation of the former UKOGs Prime Ministe
Brexit referendumin which 52% of people voted to leave the EU. Although he was a former
Consevative Party leader, he was actually opposeBrexitand wanted the UK to be a part

of the EU One ofC a me r regnetd segarding thénitiation ofther e f er endum on t h
continuing membership of the EWas the following:"l allowed people tahink there were

much more fundamental changeghat we could almost have a sort of pakdchoose aspect

to which European laws we obeyed and which we didn't. And this, | think, was damaging"
(https://www.npr.org/2019/09/29/764199387/daeameroncallsthe-brexitreferendurrhis-
greatesteqgret?t=161547942944kst updated on 29th September 2019).

After the referendum ate, the UK has become a divided society, and a political drama
surroundingBrexith as become a battl efi el AL ebaevt ewesefn. tEhv
though Cameron takes the stand that the UK is better off inside the EU, he understands why

people voted as they did. That is why he claims the following:

"It's not an illegitimate choice for the sixth biggest country in the world to stnetBuropean

Union, we want to be your friends, we want to be ymighbourswe want to be your partners,”

he said. "But we don't want to be members, and that's the choice that we've taken. And | don't
think that is an illegitimate choice or an impo$sib choice to deliver"
(https://www.npr.org/2019/09/29/764199387/dacaimeroncallsthe-brexitreferendurshis-
greatestegret?t=161547942944 st updated on 29th September 2019).

To sumup, it is claimed thaDavid Camerortalled forthe Brexit referendum to show that the
country was in favour of remaiy, like him. To his surprise52% of the population voted to
leave the European Union making the majority of U.K. citizens in favour of Brexit. The right
wing of the Conservative party and UKIP had been complaining frequently about the damage
that the European Union has caused tacthentry so he decided to call a referendum , asking

the country what their opinion was (Brexit or remain)

3 David Cameron wrote a bodtor the Recordn which the whole situation regardiBgexit was explained.


https://www.npr.org/2019/09/29/764199387/david-cameron-calls-the-brexit-referendum-his-greatest-regret?t=1615479429442
https://www.npr.org/2019/09/29/764199387/david-cameron-calls-the-brexit-referendum-his-greatest-regret?t=1615479429442
https://www.npr.org/2019/09/29/764199387/david-cameron-calls-the-brexit-referendum-his-greatest-regret?t=1615479429442
https://www.npr.org/2019/09/29/764199387/david-cameron-calls-the-brexit-referendum-his-greatest-regret?t=1615479429442

(https://buretnewsclub.com/issues/politicianadpower/thediscussion/whydid-david

camerorcall-the-brexitreferendum/last updated on 25th January 2020).

Although it is clear how the whole issue arouBrkxit startedthe UK6s pol i ti cal
through historyshould be explainedn order to completely grasghe UK 6 s si ze an
powerfulnessvith respect to the exit from the European Unibhne United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland has always been one ofbilggest countries in the world,
especially if its imperialist conducis the periodfrom the 11" to 20" century are taken into
accountFrom the 2 century ithasalsobeenknown asthe British Commonwealth Having
in mindthe impacthe UKhashadthrough historyn terms of all the colonies it has worldwjde
it is not surprising at alihat Brexit sets new ground for future relationgth other countries
because there are many unknown issues surroundifg, itvhat iBrexit actually?There are
many all egories surrounding the whole event
understood in terms of comparison wittarriage and divorce, or as Ctais-Black puts it:
Afor many British people membership of the E
and for many Europeans the UK was alwayfecult mar r i age p arThelissuwen ( 20!
o fBrefitot has dbarcingissue afterthe Br exi t Voteo in 2016 be
under which the UK wanted to leave the EU. Such an event was then humorously expressed as
in the following:
AHave your c ak eEurapeahs teisanplied thad the UK wanied t@retain
all the main berfés that came from being a member of the European Union (henceforth
the EU). It sought to restrict EU immigration and leave the Single Market, while
ensuring that frictionless trade with the EU would continue after Brexit: but this

appearedtotheEUnegoat or s as wanting t o-Black,adl& it b
3).

4 The British Empire a worldwide system of dependenéesolonies protectorates, and other territofethat

over a span of some three centuries was brought undspvkeeigty of the crown ofGreat Britainand the
administration of the British government. The policy of granting or recognizing significant degrees- of self
government by dependencieshioh was favoured by the ffilung nature of thempire led to the development

by the 20th century of t he compisinglargely seffgoverniigBepéntdenceehr C o mmc
that acknowledged an increasingly symbolic British sovereignty. The term was embodied in statute in 1931. Today
the Commonwealthncludes former elements of the British Empire in a free associatieovefeigrstates. In the

17th and 18th centuries, the crown exercised contel ibs colonies chiefly in the areas of trade and shipping. In
accordance with the mercantilist philosophy of the time, the colonies were regarded as a source of necessary raw
materials for England and were granted monopolies for their products, sudfaesotand sugar, in the British
market(https://www.britannica.com/place/Britidhmpire updated byhe Editors of Encyclopaedia Britannjca

Dec 2020)



https://burnetnewsclub.com/issues/politicians-and-power/the-discussion/why-did-david-cameron-call-the-brexit-referendum/
https://burnetnewsclub.com/issues/politicians-and-power/the-discussion/why-did-david-cameron-call-the-brexit-referendum/
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Western-colonialism
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/sovereignty
https://www.britannica.com/place/Great-Britain-island-Europe
https://www.britannica.com/topic/empire-political-science
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/comprising
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Commonwealth-association-of-states
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/sovereign
https://www.britannica.com/place/British-Empire

CharterisBl ack explained it in the following way:
your cake?0 This meant that you could no | on

there would no |l onger be any cake |l eft to ea

The abovementionedmakesit clearer why it took so long for the UK to actually exit the.EU

More precisely, it tookfour years since the Referendum which took place in 2016, and it is yet

to be discovered hovuture relationsbetween the UK and oth&uropeanas well asnon

European countriesould be affectedThe troublesome issues regarding the exit incteakie

principes(M The basic trade principles of the EUOS:S
capital, ser vi c e sBlagkn2018:B24)iminigrdation,thé Wdh dackstepr 1 s
and taking back . fiomdeg ot he fi RIKéxi tl awst ed of 2
streams of reasonirigone which is preRemain (the UK should stay in the EU) an the other

one is preLeave (the UK should leave the EWnd thg are based on two scenaribghe

Al nvaded Natitrehn&oseeragnoNandond scenari o, r

Many proBrexit supporters wanted to leave the EU because they saw the UK as
symbolising freedom and democracy and the EU as symbobhsitigpitarianismand

bureacracy. The concept of sovereignty was especially important to mainstream
supporters of Leave represented by the
designated by the Electoral Commission, in April 2016, as the official campign.

0l nvaded Nation6é scenario viewed the EUO®S
The collapse of border controls in EU countries bordering the Mediterranean increased

the threat of immigration of people from r@ristian, noAwhite and norEurope&n
backgrounds (CharterBlack, 2018: 106/107).

Moreover,af t er t he 2016 Re fpelitical partiestookuitfereat t he |
viewpoints regarding the issueBifexit, whichmadetheterms under which the birth of

Brexit took place. Key elements of the Conservatives included that thevaiho

longer being bound by EU law and European Court of Justice rulings, quitting the EU
single market and seeking a "comprehensive" free trade deal in its place, striking trade
deals wih other countries around the wofldé Key elements of their opponentse.

the Labour Partywere: protecting all existing workers' rights, consumer rights and
environmental protections, aiming for "tasffiee access" to the EU single market, while
accepting "unchanged access" is impossible, leaving the option of the customs union on
the table, refusing to accept a "no deal" scenario, no second referendum on the final deal
- but giving MPs a decisive say on what happens next, guaranteeing theofigis
nationals living and working in the UK to stay in the country from "day one", no target
numbers for migration leve[s é | .

(https://www.bbc.com/news/uBolitics-39665835 last updated o™ June 2017).
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In addition, Amadeo claims the following regarding the impad&reiiton the EU:

Brexitis a vote against globalization. As a result, it has weakened forces in the EU that
favor integration. On the other hand, the majority of EU citizens still strongly support
the union.In a Pew Research Centirvey across 10 European nations, almost 75%
say the EU promotes peace, and 55% believe it supports prosperity. In addition, more
than a third see the role of the U.K. as diminishing (2621).
Obviously,Brexitis being seen as antiglobal conduct onghg of the UK, which ultimately
affects other countries' influence on global issues. In a way, one could say that the whole event
of UK's exit from the EU undermines the influence of other European countries on a global

level.

[ é] st r on g e rcouhtieslawe inlhe past Gardrin other parts of the world)

been associated with faster economic growth. There is broad agreement among UK

based economists that stronger trade, I nv

economic output. These insigh coupled with a prediction that Brexit is likely, overall,

to raise barriers to trade between the UK and other countiéasl most economists to

believe that Brexit will hamper UK economic growth (Tetlow and Stojanovic, 2018: 4).
The postBrexitsittnat i on i s best described as foll ows:
gl obal significance as the worldds | argest t
development aid, a major player in international environmental diplomacy, legydactor in

Europebds diplomacy and securityidn (Whitman, 2

Prior to the analysis one should comprehend what politics is. In an attegdgdiobe what
politics 1is, a former American president Ron
said that politics is the second oldest profession. | have learned that it bears a striking
resembl anc é. Ifatormeripresidént anasveryisignificant political figure of the

20" centurycompars politics with prostitution, it is then not surprising that many linguistic
studies are conducted with respect to political discourse. By comparing politics with
prostitution, Reagan wanted $ay that the same way prostitutes exchange sex for money, the
politicians sell their beliefs for positions and powdBesides thatpolitics is also interesting

from another perspective and that is the means they use to operate in politics. Take for example
several professions: a mason, a surgeon, an architect, a dentist, a plumber, a tedctieyetc.

all work with tangible toolga mason works with bricks and plaster, a surgeon with a scalpel,

an architect with pencils, a dentist with a dental grinder, plumber with pipes, a teacher with

5 https://www.thebalance.coBrexit-consequence4062999Updated on 6th Jan 2021)
5 https://www.brairyguote.com/quotes/ronald_reagan_147698?src=t_pdliisdatedon 23rd Dec 2020)
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chalk and board, etc.Jhe tool politicians use isot a tangible tool; rather, they use laage.

Unlike many other professions, politicians do not work with tangible tools which is what makes
the political discourse interesting to study because it is so susceptible to different interpretations
of the same thing. There are sciences such as gegghor mathematics where everything is
clearly defined and exact. However, that is not the case with politics. Nothing is exact in
politics, everything depends on many factors most of which are extralinguistic factors such as
context, politicians and regmients,i.e. the voters. Politics without language is almost-non
existent which is why political discourse is one of the most interesting and thqughbking

fields of linguistic research; it puts a lot of emphasis on how various use of language affects

people (the voters) into choosing the people who will eventually govern their country.

In addition, Chilton claims that political activity is almost unimaginable without the use of

|l anguage, and that Al anguage iheneedfadryuagen ant |
is a result of socialisation of humans which involves the formation of coalitions, the signalling

of group boundaries, and all that these developments imply, including the emergence of what

is called reciprocal altruism (Chilton, 20G8).

He sees language asiaaxtricable part of politics, as the wheel of reaching goals by all means.
Due to the fact that it appears as a kind of a cunning game, pablitslately beena very
fashionable field of research to deal with. However, jgslis not something new and exotic to
deal with; it has always been present in people's lives, even since the era of Aristotle who
emphasises the main task of politicians:
The most important task for the politician is, in the role of lawgiver (nomothetés)
frame the appropriate constitution for the estate. This involves enduring laws,
customs, and institutions (including a system of moral education) for the citizens. Once
the constitution is in place, the politician needs to take the appropriaturesdo
maintain it, to introduce reforms when he finds them necessary, and to prevent
developments which might subvert the political system. Politics is all around us, and

even though we do not want to be included in it, we most certainly anexmnicable
part of it/

Although we all feel the politicians should behave in such a way, somehow, we watness
different situation, or actually quithe opposite, which is why politics is an inevitable part of
society in which a variety of goals are to be achieved, primarily personal goals ofipavgey
politicians. Because of that, most of the linguistic research is lately conducted exactly with

respect to language use in political discourse. Although thersatsfactorynumberof papers

" https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/aristatigitics/#PolView(Updated by Fred Miller, 2017)
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studying language dhe political discourse from a cognitive perspectitiee contribution of
this dissertation | i es i nlangquage byfmednd o excessige
use of metonymies (in this particular ca8rexitbased metonymies) leads towards

manipulating the voters.

In terms oftheliteral meaning of the worBrexit, one could simply say that ittise British exit

from the European Uniadnthat would beheliteral meaning of the word which is a combination
of Br (which is shortened form of British) arekit Oxford English Dictionary provides the
definition of the wordBrexif. The definition ofBrexit should be taken into account, as well as
the history of the term and the influence of the prevegsificantmoments. It was modelled

on Grexit, the term that had been coined for a possible (and at that time far more likeky) Gree
exit from both theéeuro currency and the E0’he OED has recognis&texitsolely as a noun,
though this will soon need to be revisdtimay also be used as a verth€TUK will Brexitin
2019, or as an adjectiv@he Brexitreferendum To datehasnot quite established itself as an
adverbi it seems that something cannot be d8Be e x i tHoligl ifiis already part of a set
adverbial phrase: despiBrexit In terms of those who suppd@texit, there aredbothA B r erx i t
fiandA B r eexiivhich arenot synonymsA B r erfis used to describe someone who accepts
Brexitwith or without enthusiasm, whil& B r eexiii i ised for someone enthusedBrexit
There is also an opposite 8B r e x iartd & B fi eexfi and that isRemainer The word
Remoaners used byA B r eexsifor abad loser who wants to set aside the referendum result.
Some collocationtavealso arsen sincethe 2016 referendum votéiardBrexit, soft Brexit,
cleanBrexit. Apart from all ofthe above mentioned, there is aB@gret for regret oBrexit,

al ong wBrext. dogbs

My researctwill demonstrate thaBrexit entails much more than simpiyexit from the EU.

The dissertatiomill illustratehow Brexitis used in British political discourse, i.e. we will see
what the metonymic (referential) meaningsBrexit are and how they are received by the
general public, i.e. how the voters would act upomibther words, we will see wheth@rexit

really stamls for British exit, or whetherit entails otherreferentialmeanings as welland

8the (proposed) withdrawal of the United Kingdom from the European Union, and the political process
associated with it". It continues: "Sometimes used spedifieaih reference to the referendum held in the UK
on 23rd June 2016, in which a majority of voters favoured withdrawal from the EU"
https://www.open.edu/openledianguages/englistanguage/thdanguageBrexit (Updated on 8 Jan 2017)

9 https://www.open.edu/openlearn/languages/endtisuage/théanguageBrexit (Updated on 8 Jan 2017)
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whether such metonymic network expands through time, thus causing different pragmatic
effects.This means that the results of the dissertation will be illustrative of Bi@xit, when

used as a part of a collocation suctBasxit deal actually hasdifferent referential meanings
based upon which the public reacts in terms of giving vdtesdless to sa the dissertation

analyses referential metonymies for whicls said:

For anything to qualify as a referential metonyhe following applies: {iit should
have a referent {ii) the intended referent is not explicitly mentioned 1 but its retrieval
depends on inference (iii) inference is made possible because there is some connection
between the mentioned referent (the trigger) and the impliedergféthe target)2
deemed so well known that in the context in question the former will automatically
suggest the latter (Warren, 1999: 123).
Whenever cognitive linguistics is mentioned, there are two cognitive tools that instantly come
to mindi metapholand metonymy. Even though most of the research conducted in CL is based
on metaphor, thdissertatiorwill try to show thathisis linguistic injustice because metonymy
deserves just as much or even more research, especially when political discouqaessam.
In addition, ®me researcbuggess that PART FOR WHOLEmMetonymy triggers the occurrence
of many metaphorswvhich means thametonymy is superordinate to metapltBarcelona,

2000, etc.).

In the following chapters the dissertation provides more details on the political and social
context regardin@rexitin order to get the whole picture. The analysi4.826.558 wordand

the total number 012.012 of the lexemeBrexit from a data set diected from some of the

major British newspapers and tabloids presents a solid foundation for reliable mtal S

attention will be paid to the use Bfexitin two of the most influential slogans in the observed
period: ABrexit hmearsaBMayi tamdusi€&eétbBrExi t d
Johnson. They will serve as case studies for a wide network of metonymic mesHrisngsit

thathas beerwoven with a frequent effect of blurring the lines of intended referential concepts.

11



1. 1.Rationale

A partof themotivationfor investigatingtherole of metonymyin political discourses thefact

thatit is metaphomhich hasbeenin theforegroundof researchn political discoursgChilton

andllyin (1993),CharterisBlack (2006, Musolff (2004, Semino(2008, Wodak (2006, etc).

The dissertatiorwill try to illuminatethe pragmatic functions of the political discourse based

on the referential (metonymic) meaning of the lexddmexitin the British media.The wse of
metonymies irpolitical discourse ighe reason why it has lately become such an interesting
field of study amongst scholar&notherreason why it has become such an interesting field of
study is thafiusing metaphor and metonymy made language emotigAadanda,2017: 47)

and because of that emotional component, the language should be analysed ffererd di
perspectiveOb vi ousl y, politicians u 9envomrstematipnsii e s w
and thus gain votds bein power, and thdissertatiorwill try to demonstrate that on the basis

of many examples.

The motivation for writing thelissertationalsolies in the fact thaBrexit has become, and
probably will be one of the world's key events for the future relations amongst cod)tzies

writing about linguistic aspect of suctsignificantmoment would mean that tlkéssertations

just a smaltontribution to such legacin addition, there are three possible scenarios regarding
theUKO6s exi t .Oliver (B016) Iprevidds dn elanation what may happen in the
future, now that the UK is out of the EThe abundance of referential (metonymic) meanings
thatBrexithasin British political discourse is suggestive of the fact that politicians are masters

of manipulation who climb othe career ladder by means of lying, making the truth prettier,
deceiving, using doublespeak, being unclear, etdvidsay Gifford (2019: 3 puts it: fiBrexit

has opened a space for a politics of personalisation and private renown (Langer 2011), sets the
conditions for politicians t o.Pglijcessdmstobeaa per
place where it is not that important whigblitical party one favours; rather, it is more important

that one belongs to certain affiliatidoate nineteenth century British thinker Herbert Spencer
rejected a traditional view of politics according to whitls a place of camperation amongst
participants of the system:

[ é ¥ocial evolutionary advancement necessarily involves the freedoractiod of
individual persons acting in autonomofas opposed to relationally interdependent)
individual capacities. Spencer advocates, consistent with his social evolutionary

10 hitps://review.chicagobooth.edu/economics/2021/articlefivilvbrexitaffectfuture-growth-uk-and-eu
economiegupdated on 27 Jan 2021)
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theoretical synthesis, a scheme of individualistic conservative ethics thaihdiatmost
all governmental interference into the lives and workings of persons (Roark, 2004: 1/2).

The aim of the dissertatiaa to enlighten rhetora functions as well as pragmatic effects of
overexploiting metonymy in political discourse and to examine the results of such (ab)use.

Metonymy triggers the occurrence of metaphors, and since most of the research in CL so far is

dedicated to metaphor, thessertation would try to correct such injustice which will be
demonstrated on the examphe of metaphora NATION IS A FAMILY , a metaphor which is
metonymybasedsincethe whole nation (the British) is referred tofamnily, i.e. asone aspect
oftheunitwe c al | family, and that | s wheretheygetc t
married That is why in most of the textghich weresubjected to analys@ne could find the
referents such as fAdi vor c 8@xitto.r fimarri ageo
Hopefully, thedissertatiowo u | d Ao @ easdne nev researatudiesn the field, so

we can better understand political discourse, especially the vital paitenmetonymywhich
politics is full of, and which isnost frequently useds ameans of reaching politicians' goals

To sum up, metonymy plays a central role in political discourse, and in thatBsemrgéurned

out to be a fertile groundbecause it has a variety of metonymic (referential) meanings which
ultimately have different pragmatic effec@Given the fact thahetopic of thedissertations an
important historic moment whose repercussions piidbablybe very powerful in yearsot
come, and given the fact that politicians use language as their badiortcedching goalsa
cognitive analysis oBrexit in political discoursewill demonstratethat metonymy is an
inextricable part of the political discourse

The @ntral aspect of my motivation for writing tliessertatioris to challenge more scholars

in the field to investigate the importance of metonymy in our everyday life, especially in

political discoursewhich is abundant imetonymies

1. 2. The aims of dissertaticend hypotheses

The aimof the dissertation is to determirtbe waysin which metonymy is used ithe British
mediaon the example of a historic moment for the URBrexit, and howit reflects the actual
political situationin the UK i.e.how politicians use it to achieve personal, and not the national
goals Thedissertatiorwill show that metonymic mappings used in political discourse in the

UK are indicative of politicians using IWOT as a figure of speechyut asa means of

13
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manipulaton, distorting the realityavoiding the truth, making the truth sound preftetc.

all with the ultimate goal: getting the votes.
[ é Jmetaphorical and metonymic thought pervade political discourse. They are
incredibly valuable tools to political elite systems because of the efficiency of their
work. It only takes planned lexical choices to trigger powerful connections in the minds
of listeners. A strategic target within the public discourse is that of iredgsocial
categories. If the power structure can dictabe we categorize each other, they can

mobilize large numbers of individuals to act on behalf of their ideologies (Meadows,
2005: 14).

Moreover, thedissertationwill try to show whether the use of a certain metonymy is
prototypical or if its referential(metonymic)meaninghas changed over timévhat Brexit
refers to when it is used by Theresa May, what it refers to when used by Boris Jeta)son
Political discourse ia par excellencexample of language being very dependentamtexts,
which, as we will see, change constantly, thus affegtisgpnymicmeaning ofBrexit, which
is subjected to the analysis in thissertationIn other words, thelissertatiorwill show the
pragmatic function of metonyicn mappings on the example 8frexit in British political

discourse
Thedissertations based othe followinghypotheses

U0 Metonymic mappings enable the realization of different rhedabffienctions of the
political discoursesuch as euphemisms, blurring, etc.;

U Brexitbased metonymies ausedas a strategy of manipulation;

U Metonymic mappings of the lexenBzexit trigger changes in the target domain which
is illustrative of the fact that political discoursehghly dependent on the external

factors, i.e. the context.

1. 3. The structure of thdissertation

Thedissertations written by following the IMRaD structur&he Introductiorexplainswhat
the dissertatiorwill deal with, the rationalethe hypothese®tc, followed bythe Theoretical
background which includes the following: describing and explaithedoundations of CLi
primarily metaphor and metonymyroviding insight into political discourse, rhetoric,
euphemisms, angeneral principles gbragmaticswvhich is releant for thepragmatic effects
triggeredby metonymic mappingsf A B r é. ¥He section willlsoinclude the context and its

importance for creation of the different scenarios that could be found in political discourse and
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which strongly affect the language used inTihe Theoretical backgrounsectionis followed
by Methodologywhich explainshow the research was conducted, what phenomenon has been
subjected to the analysis, what the datasahdits sizeas well asvhat the criteriausedwith
respect to the dataset elaboratidhe Methodology sectiois followed by Results which are
illustrative of the conducted analysis and which tire basis for the outlineadonclusions
regarding the use of metonymies in political discourse.CHmral @rt of thedissertations
the Discussiorsectionwherethe results will be discussedomparingthem to the similar
research so far conducted in Glinally, thedissertatiorwill be summarised ithe Conclusion
section in which the most important aspects ofdissertatiorwill be highlighted, alongside
with the possiblaecommendation$or research in the future. At the end, ttlissertation
provides the list of sourcethe researchlwas conductedon, as well as the list of relevant

referencesvhich was of great help in writing tltBssertation
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2 THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

2. 1. Brexit Political, Economic and Social context

Prior to the analysis of the examples, one must first be familiarized with the cBnegfitthat

is what its geographical, social and political context is, and what the possible repercussions of
suchamonumentaphenomenon might be in the futuiiéde notivation behindrexitcould be

found inGrexit Grexitcould be defined akeGreek exit from the EU, i.e. the Eurozéhd&he
reasons for leaving the Union (Eurozone) could be ascribed to poor financial handling, i.e.

monetary policy.

After the 2009 financi al crisis, Greece b
By 2010 it was heading towards bankruptcy, settififeairs of a second financial crisis.

Many now see the exit of Greece from the euro, or Grexit as it is also known, as the only
solution for the country to end its cycle of borrowing, regain control of its monetary
policy, and stabilize the economy.

(https://gedproject.de/globalization/grexjtfast updated on 30th March 2016)

Greece became a part of the Eurozone in 2001 and only 8 years later, the financial crisis
began, such that -ta-GDP @atibwas 1&Poe Theree aessevdral b t
causes of Greeceds debt probl ems. The fir
evasion and corruption. This is thought to have taken place over several decades and
was misreported in order to keep within the Eurozone monetary guidelines. The second

is that when Greece joined the Eurozone, its labour costs went up significantly, making
its trade deficit i ncrease. Third: when
biggest industries, shipping and tourism, slowed dramatically.

(https://gedproject.de/globalization/grexjtfast updated on 30th March 2016)

Thetwo events differ in the following:

Grexit refers to the likely possibility of Greece being forced out of the EU as a result of
a governmentlebt crisis. On the other hand, Brexit is an ongoing voluntary
disintegration process voted on by the people of the UK via the 2016 referendum. This
brief outline is sufficient to indicate three fundamental differences. Firstly, one was a
possible scenario of a membstate leaving the EU, the other is an ongoing process of

a membeistate leaving the EU. Secondly, in the case of Grexit, withdrawal fnem t
Eurozone or the EU would be externally imposed, while Brexit is a voluntary decision
of a major regional power to leave. Thirdly, with regard to the two referendums, only
the British referendum posed a direct question with regard to EU membership

11 The Eurozone is a monetary union consisting@®tountries that have each adopted the euro as their sole
currency(https://gedproject.de/globalization/grexijtlast updated on 30th March 2016).
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(https://www.eir.info/2020/05/04/grextandbrexit-lessondor-the-eu/, last updated
on 4th May 2020)

Although both processes, nam&yexit andBrexit are disintegratioprocessesas suggested

above the difference between the two lies in the motivation behind the desire to leave the EU.

The dironology of Brexit may be describeds follows: After the resignation of the former
British PM David Camerornwho started the idea of Brexahdpromptedhe Brexitreferendum
vote in 2016wrhich ended by the British voting Leave by a close margin of, Sl%éresa May
came as his successtirenew PM. In March 2017 the UK notified the EU about its withdrawal
by invokingthe so-called Article 50 of the Treaty othe European Uniotf. During a three

year long premiership, Mayarked the British history as the one who desperately wanted to
get the UK out of the EU, and act upitve Brexit vote from 201Gsshe promised the British.
She eventually had to resign as lBzexit deal had been three times rejected by the House of

Commons.

However, it should be stressed that the Leave and Remain campaigns had effects on the voters
as well. The Leave campaign is determined by the two slogans whéahfilled the media
discourse in the period after 20Béexitvote. The slogans in question @&@eexit means Brexit
and Get Brexit dongand were introduced by Theresa May and Boris Johnson, respectively.
Both of the Prime Ministers were in favour of the UKexit the EU, and both of them belong
to the Conservative Party (JotheRemin cammign, May 0 S
mostly favoured by the lefirientated parties such as Labour Party which is led by Jeremy
Corbyn, was in favour of staying thin the EU, though they wanted to protect legal and social
rights of UKO®Gs opdwiogt &l.€2018:M8) meestigated the rothed effects
of é&roedldd arguments on both sides of the ref
the wote through an array of piBU or anttEU messages.
Our main finding is that, in one of the most Eurosceptic states in the EU, proEU
arguments had the potential to significantly increase support for remaining in the EU,
while anttEU arguments had lesstpatial to impact support for either remaining or
leaving. Our results suggest that in more recent years thaehelarsed arguments

about the perceived cost s, ri sks and thr
national debate about continued EU menship.

The following conclusion isnadefrom the research conducted by Goodwin et al. (2018: 14):

12 A legal mechanism by which a member state may withdraw from the Union
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Given that public attitudes toward EU membership were highly polarized and finely
balanced before the referendum, such that the way the respective cases were framed
could have made all the difference, our results suggest that it might have been a mistake
for the Remain campaign to focus primarily on the potential economic costs of leaving
theEUiwhi ch the Leave campai @§nmthedthas makisgsae d a s
positive case for remaining in the EU. Therefore, afldocampaign would have had

to dominate the arEU message in order to be effective.

Moreover, it is also claimed:

Notwithstanding, the reasons why the Remain campaign failed to convince enough
voters of the economic case to stay in the EU are that the public were not convinced that
Britain had benefitted economically from the EU in the past or would do so in future
which made it harder to persuade them that the economy would suffer if leaving is the
option. Another reason is that more people liked and trusted Boris Johnson than either
David Cameron or George Osborne, and those who liked Boris Johnson were more
likely to believe that Brexit would not lead to an economic downturn.

(https://whatukthinks.org/eu/med@@ntre/newesearckuncoversthe-reasonsvhy-the-

remaircampaignfailed-to-convinceenoughvotersof-economiecaseto-stayin-the-eu/, last
updated on 17 Apri2016

The candidate othe Remain campaign was Jeremy Corbthe leader of the Labour Party

who claimed the following:
Labour is c¢clear that we should remain in
wrote in the Financial Times. He added: "If Mr Cameron fails to deliver a good package
or one that reduces thecsal gains we have previously won in Europe, he needs to

understand that Labour will renegotiate to restore our rights and promote a socially
progressive Europe.

(https://www.bbc.com/news/diolitics-eureferenduri35743994 last updated on 14th April
2016).

In contrast tahe Remain campaign, there was the Vote Leave campaign which was led by
Boris JohnsonTwo figures of fundamental significance in Johnson's coming to the PM position
were Dominic Cummings, previously a special adviser to Michael Gove, who became VL
Campaign director, and Matthew Elliott, a renowned political lobbyist, whoawpsinted as
Chief Executive. Both figures played a key role in formulating thé>¢ampaigning strategy
(Smith et al., 2021: 27).

The critical moment was the decision taken by the official VL campaign at the end of
May 2016 to change their focus and foreground exclusionary anrdlgistidiscourses,

VL stands for Vote Leave
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thus emulating the nationalist rhetoric of the LE/GO campaign. This populist dathbit

by senior political figures within the Conservative party provides an example of what

we term Ostrategic popul i st -surlagetimthd oqui s
Conservative partyos 2019 Gener al El ectio
campaign as a tribune of O6the peopled agai
transformed mainstream media reporting. The prioritisation of immigration

i mmedi ately forced the topic up the nati
political stance on EU membership (Smith et al., 2021: 33).

J o h n campaga was determined by sleganhe repeated every time he had to address the
public, and that is$setBrexitdone This slogan was the result of Dominic Cummings' research
on the emotionsurrounding Brexit negotiationwhich were basically those of irritation and
thedesire to end the process peopldéad become sick and tired of the whole issue and wanted
to see its finalisatiorDominic Cummingshad made focus groups around the UK to examine
how people felt regardinBrexit negotiations, and the resultad shown that the British were
tired and annoyed by the whddgexit thing and just wanted it to be over. Based on the results
of Cummi n g the Vote desave &antpaignas created under the slog@et Brexit
doneand waded by Prime Minister Boris JohnsoBucha tautology, though annoying the
British, had its positive outcomiethe desirable goal of getting the UK out of the fbich
was finally achieved on 31January 2020 whethe transition periodf started and was
supposed to end on 3December 202@Beveral issues remained the same during the transition
period and they include the following:

T Travelling to and from the EU (including the rules around driving licences and pet

passports)
1 Freedom of movement (the right to live and work in the EUacel versa)

1 UK-EU trade, which will continue without any extra charges or checks being introduced
(https://www.bbc.com/news/dBolitics-50838994 updated on 1sluly 2020).

Moreover, the UKwill continue to follow EU rules during the transition period and will
contribute to the EU's budgdthe sumblingpoint of the wholeBrexit process isheso-called

Irish backstog the term which is related to the problem of Northeataind (henceforth NI)
which is a part of the UK which it shares the border with, as well as with the Republic of Ireland
which remained a member of the EUhe problem are trade arrangements between the

Republic which isamember of the EU and NI which is a part of the UK and their wish, and

14The EU said it will not negotiate details of new arrangements with the UK until it ceabecan EU member.
The transition period is designed to proviohee for that new relationship to be agreed while ensuring that
business will only need to adapt to ABW rules once th&uture deais agreed
(https://www.instituteforgovernment.org.uk/explainers/brésansitionperiod last updated on 2nd December
2020)
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motivating factor fothee x i t 1 s not bei n gegwdationsbubave bsfownt he E U
The Withdrawal Agreement includes the Protocol on Ireland and Northern Ireland which i
designed to prevent a hard border on the island, and the Protocol came into fétdamumaty

2021. TheProtocolis a complex system that allows ftleern Ireland to remain in the UK

customs territory and, at the same time, benefit from access to the Single Market
(https://ec.europa.eul/ireland/news/k@ypolicy-areas/breix_en last updated on 10th March

2021).

The whole issue of the Irish backstop was resolved by the fact that NI remained a part of the

EU legally, although there was a border between two islarfaiedt Britain and Ireland).
Moreover, that means new checks on goods. Inspedté&ing place at Northern Ireland ports
and customs documents have to be filled leading to criticism that a border has effectively
been created in the Irish Séwtps://www.bbc.com/news/explaineb8724381 last updated on
9th March 2021).

At the end of transition, t he UKO s rel ati on

agreemenit has negotiatedith the EU on tradand other areas of aaperation. In a naleal
scenario, the UK would have to rely on previous international conventions for security co
operation and would trade with the EU on World Trade Organization terms. The exception in
both these cases is Northern Ireland, whose trade in goods with the EU would be covered by
the provisions in th&lorthern Ireland protocoEvenwithout a deal, the UK would continue to
follow the EU rules transferred into UK law through #d Withdrawal Act 2018At the end

of transition period, the UK would l@ble to diverge if UK courts decided to interpret existing
EU law differently or if the government introduced changes into UK law
(https://www.instituteforgovement.org.uk/explainers/brexitansitionperiod last updated

on 2nd December 2020).

Brexitindeed represents a historic moment because it will strongly affect many areas of life,

especially with respect to the relationship between the UK and the UthaAyaare the biggest

allies when trade is in question. The modern relationship between the United States and the
United Kingdom (UK) was forged during the Second World War. It was cemented during the
Cold War, as both countries worked together bilatesdly within NATO to counter the threat

of the Soviet Union. The UK is the sixtArgest economy in the world and a major financial
centre. The United States and the UK share an extensive and mutually beneficial trade and

economic relationship, and eachhisé ot her 6 s | a r i 2020:0)or ei gn i n\y
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It could be said that frompolitical perspectiveBrexitwill affect many things, and one of them

is that the UK will no longer be a partthie EU in its decisiormaking processewhich affect

not orly the politics of European countries, but also politics of European countries with those

outside of the EUThe repercussionsf such a huge political event will bar-reachng and

may be the cause of a variety of future riots, and perhaps may lead to a war. However,

presumptions should be left asidestime will tell what the future holds. What can be done,

though, isa harmless study of language of those in power because suabyansay be the

indicator of possible future events. In order to fully grasp the importartbe exit in terms of

future economic stabilitypne must explaimvhat the business model is in the UK, as well as

what being a part of the EU meant for that sitgb
The UKO6s business model i s also characte
flows, with extensive capital markets and a tax regwtach is favourable to
international investorBrexit is likely to impact in profound ways upon this national
business model. Since the 1990s, the UK©OGs
sustained by the countryés membership of
Market. Membership of the trading bloc granted UK firms access to a highly integrated

econanic area with minimal notariff barriersandthesoal | ed O6passportod
services (Lavery, Quaglia and Dannreuther, 2017: 5).

Membership of the EU and the development of the Single Market in finance have bolstered the
UKOs nat i on alitslbargedinancelsectornThedUKlhad an open and competitive
financial sector that was well positioned to take advantage from theveg of financial

barriers, the introduction of passporting rights and the harmonisation of financial regulation
across the EU. The EU became the biggest market for UK exports of financial services,
generating a trade surplus of £15 billion, athrd @ thUK&6 s t ot al trade su
services, which totalled A46 billion in 2012
EU more than doubl ed over t he peaexshangatradingde . A
and 40% of globaltradingmmur os takes place in the UK. The
fund assets, 42% of EU privagguity funds, half of EU investment bank activity, half of EU

pension assets and international insurance premiums (TheUIity2015). Over the last

decades, th€ity greatly benefited from the free movement of capital and labour within the EU.

In turn, the success of the financial sector was a driving force for the British economy and a
linchpin of the UK business modaktcording taJamesand Quaglia(2017: 7). he authors

conclude their analysis of the pd3texiteconomic stability saying: Ultimately, the longerm
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i mpact will f undament aBrekitthatd engheimed in thertransitoeal 6 v a r
and final o6édeal 6 to W(®dadyn.reed by the UK and

All'in all, it could be argued th&rexitwi | I di mi ni sh t he UKG&s gl obal
in foreign policy, security and economic relations (Mix, 2020: 15).

Moreover, the whole situation surroundiBgexitand the first thing it entailsBritish exit from

the EU, could be regarded as a divoiea,divorce from the EU. Some authors hence claim
thatBrexitis seen as metaphRATION IS A FAMILY , whichiswhyt he wor d Adi vorce
found in British press wheBrexitis in question. Itneanghat the UK was a part of an arranged
marriage with the EU, and ever since 2016 referendum vote, the UK wants to divorce the EU.
This is an example of a metaphor being supe

metonymic (referential) meaning 8frexit, andBrexit as such is illustrated as the metaphor
NATION IS A FAMILY.

[ ] our study has shown that the divorce
British-EU relations (CharteriB| ack 2019) and, since the n

marriage of convenienceb6 from at | east 19
However, events such as divorce can be r ¢
Brexte er s are now considering is to frame th

to which Britain could return when the EU and Britain will be no more tieaghbours
(Milizia and Spinzi, 2020: 161).

In this section thelissertatiordeak with the relevant research conducted so far in CL which
serves as atheoreticalframework for thedissertation The section is divided intgeveral
chapters with respect to several topics relevant for the researchdiggbeationFirstly, basic
principles relevanto rhetoric will be provided in theissertation Rhetoric is important as it
represerga foreground for whdtaslater beomethe focus of interest amongst scholars in the
field of CL, i.e. the study of metaphor. Moreover, the focus of interest are the phenomena in
CL, especially the ones thate common ipolitical discourseAfterwards, thébasic postulates

of CL will be exphinedand supported bthe research conducted lvglevant scholars in the
field. Metaphor and metonymy &80 basic cognitive tools CL are the focus of studymongst
cognitive linguistsand will be the focus of study in thdissertation More precisely the
dissertation will focus on thanalysis ofmetonynesin their function ofredirecting the focus

in the concept of Brexit from 6a wdWeiat  Gohsdoda
in British political discourseThe fllowing section includeshe most important features of
political discourseandwhatdifferentiatest from other types of discourses, what the ultimate

goal of its protagonists, etc.The followingsection deals with the conteXthe mportance of
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contextwill be illustratedin light of referential (metonymic) meanitigatBrexit has since the
context creates those meaningke rext section deals withuphemismas a frequent means
usedin political discoursdor not being direct and straightforwaiice. The final section of the
theoretical background includes the sectawalingwith pragmatics which is relevant as
metonymic mappings drexit have a variety of pragmatic effects (sometimes politicians use
it to meanreferendum sometimes to meathe date of exitsometimes it refers t8rexit

negotiations concessionetc., as it will be presented and exemplified later irdibsertatioi

2. 2. Rhetoric Definition and General Principles

According to Aristotle, the aim of rhetoric
has not happene Orecoulinply saiha rhetdnieig aovirtue of 8peaking

nicely and convincingly, and it is very important to politicsavhose main goal is to win the
election, i.e. get the votes, and the way to obtain it is not that importastissertatioraims

to cast some light on the role metonymy has in media discoyrfgeusing orthe rhetoric used

by politicians. In that sense it is very important to note that metonymy was differently regarded
through history. In other words, ancient rhetoric regarded metonymy as a type of metaphor,

alongside with synecdoche.

Aristotle, however,classifies them all under metaphor (2738.86 Thus, Greek
grammarians and rhetoricians coined the term metGnymia, recognizing it as an

i mportant distinction for and contributio
Metonymy involves substitution of a caete figure for an abstraction or an epithet for

a proper name; therefore, metonymy can be
While metaphoric substitution is based on analogy (A is [like] B), metonymic
substitution is based on contiguity or close, &xg association (A stanesr B)

(Burkett, (2011: 96).

However, that changed a lot through history, especially in tHecgftury with Lakoff and

J o h ns o nNetaphbre® We Live Bwhich treas metonymy and metaphor as cognitive
processeswhichenaldeur under standing of the world. Fr«
are no longer seen just as the tropdigures of speech which are used to enrich the political
speecheslhe publicationof that book meant that the Aristotelian view on metonyray/been

completely abandoned and substituted with a view that it is a cognitive tool that enables
understanding the world we live in. Moreover, classical and modern rhetoric could be

differentiated in the following: 1)the problens of the world are seen thrgh logic/reason in
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classical rhetoric while in modern rhetoric they are seen through shared and private symbols;
2) logical proofs in classical as opposed to emotional (psychological) in modern rhetoric; 3)
logical argument ishekey for persuasive discoge in classical rhetoric, whereas empathy and
mutual trust arehe key factor in modern rhetoric; 4) unidirectional communication between
therhetor and the audience in classical rhetoric, while in the modern cooperation between the
rhetor and the audieads what matters most. To sum up those distinctions, it could be said that
the goal of the classical rhetoric is persuasion, while in the modern rhetoric it is communication
(Ede and Lunsford, 1982: 3/4/5). Moreover, there is another view regardingffdrerdies

bet ween the Aol do and Anewo rhetoric:

The key term for the old rhetoric was "persuasion” and its stress was upon deliberate
design. The key term for the "new" rhetoric would be "identification,” which can include

a partially "unconscious" factan appeal. "ldentification” at its simplest is also a
deliberate device, as when the politician seeks to identify himself with his audience
(Burke, 1951: 203).

Obviousl vy, Burkeds view is compatible with
Empathy and trustas elementsfdi newo r het ori c are what ,Bur ke
as the rhetor identifies oneself with the audience on the basis of emotiomsituel trust and

empathy. Modern views on rhetoric could be found in the works of Hauser and Cushman
(1973), Perelman (1971), Corbett (1963), etc. Corbett takes the stand that Classical rhetoric
should not be a priori disputed and neglected. In factfha ¢ ms t hat ARadaptati

rhetoric can help educate our teacherso (196
The beginnings of defining rhetoric date back to the era of old Greeks, precisely to Aristotle.

[ é] Aristotle establishes r hehebasisathieas a t
conceptualization that our tradition has inherited some of the most powerful yet
problematic views about language. Suspended between the practice of oratory in the
fifth-century polis and the Platonic critique of this activity, the Ateian effort to
institutionalize rhetoric within philosophy is fraught with tensions (Zerba, 1990: 241).

Aristotle placed rhetoric within the scope of philosopiBut the view of language as
representation is undermined in the text by the rhetoricof\t ot | e 6s ar gument
his analyses of specific categories of rhetoric (Zerba, 1990: R{#toric can be simply
defined as the art of persuasidthetoric is said to be the faculty of observihg possibly
persuasiveconcerning anything at alln other words, rhetoric is a faculty for discovering
persuasive argumen(p. 243).For Aristotle,fipersuasiveé meansfipersuasive for someone

andthis is what the will illustrate omnumber of examples taken from the British mezhahe
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example othelexemeBrexit Thedissertatiorwill demonstrate how politicians in the UK use
different persuasive strategiésmetonymy being one of them, as well as the topic of the
dissertatiori to get to power, but not for the general (national) wellbeing rather to feed
their powerhungry stomachsAristotle claims that rhetoric is a capacity for manipulating
probable arguments (p. 246) and that is the phenomenalisgertatiorwill try to cast some
light on. Zerba claims thafidoing politics is less noble than legislating precisely because of its
involvement in the particularities of decistomaking and, hence, in rhetorical persuasion.
Politics becomes dirty work the more it descends from the philosophically universal and
ostersibly nonrhetorical contemplation ddw-ma k i (199@ 250).Most of the principles
regarding rhetori c cPoatidsahdRhetorict Poairyfohds & placeAim i st ot
Aristotle's general scheme of human activity.
He divides human activity iotthree areas: thought (theoria), action (praxis) and
production (poiesisPoetry andarts,he includes under the head of imitation (mimesis)
which is one of the divisions of production. In Book VIII of the Politics, Aristotle speaks
of the educative value of visual, musical and verbal arts. BotliRk®toricand the
Poeticscan be considered tioe expansions of this view. Poetry may have its own
internal laws, but "for Aristotle as much as for Plato, it is an art to be praised or blamed,
only in its relation to the whole human being of whom it is both the instrument and the
reflection.” We mighsay that Aristotle sets literature free from Plato's radical moralism

and didacticism, while he still expects it to be conformable to a moral understanding of
the world(Landa, 1971: 2/3).

In his Poetics Aristotle makes a comparison between poetry astbity saying that poetry

tends to express the universal, and history the particular. He thus concludes that poetry is higher
than history (1971: 35)Poetry is mentioned here in the light of trogesnetaphor and
metonymyi which have always been considdrtropes, whereas ever since the birth of CL

(around 1980) we know they are not used just to flourish someone's tatitlitaghe way we

grasp of the world around us.additioni t i s ¢l ai med that #fAmetapho!
of ordinary rather than extraordinary | angu
(Lakoff and Johnson, 1980: FAristotle sapthat metaphor is the application of an alien name

by transferene either from genus to species, or by analogy, that is proportion (1971: 77/ 79).

What best describes metaphor in his pointofviewi [ €] t o make good met a
eye for resemblances (p. 8He looksat metaphor in a vertical, rather than koritalway. In

otherwords metaphor expresses relationship between words and things, and not the difference

between literal and figurative senses of individual words.

Moreover, a gecial place within rhetoric belongs to metaphor and metonymy, thihegh

emphasis would be ometonymy since the topic of the dissertation is the analysis of
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metonymies. According to netnaditional rhetorical views, metonymy has a role of extending

certain category,&. metonymy enables broader understanding of a cextaicept.
The pork chop left without payinBeference to a customer through the name of the dish
which the customer ordered is possible because of certain features of the restaurant
situation, in particular the fact that waiters interact with customengipéslly for the
purpose of taking and delivering the customers' orders. These examples suggest that the
essence of metonymy resides in the possibility of establishing connections between
entities which ceoccur within a given conceptual structure. Thisareltterization

suggests a rather broader understanding of metonymy than that given by traditional
rhetoric (Taylor, 2003: 123/124).

Generally speaking Acritics evalwuate rhetori
illuminates the operatoand ef f ect s andWhedbee,t1997:i18S)¥he qutGarsl| |

warn rhetoric critics that Athey should r ema
vehicle for correct usage or for ornamentation, but also may convey a message, si; at lea
reinforce the mes s andWwhedbaeol99%:H&Eyhaiofldencegrammad ( Gi |
may have on the audience will be demonstrated on the exampBe>datfwhich is at times

used with an articl@, and at times, with the definite artidleei both uses enable various

pragmatic effects.

The following chapters provide an overview in the field of CL which is the theoretical

framework for thalissertation

2. 3. Cognitive Linguistics BasicPostulates

Formal approaches to linguistics include theories that are bagbeéjrasame suggests, on the
form. Structuralismis one of the formal linguistic studieghich produced another linguistic

branch, i.eTransformational Generative Grammar, the study introduced by Noam Chomsky.

Generative grammar is simply a system of rules that in some expliciwelhdefined

way assigns structural descriptions to sentences. Obviously, every speaker of a language
has mastered and internalized a generative grammar that expresses his knowledge of his
language. This is not to say that he is aware of the rules of the grammandhatvhe

can become aware of them, or that his statements about his intuitive knowledge of the
language are necessarily accurate (Chomsky, 1965: 8).
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Generative grammar is considered to be the formal linguistic approach due to its dependence
on rules.Furthermore, Chomsky (1965: 12) elaborates traditional approaches to linguistics in
the following way:
Within traditional linguistic theory, furthermore, it was clearly understood that one of
the qualities that all languages have in common is their "cegatispect. Thus an

essential property of language is that it provides the means for expressing indefinitely
many thoughts and for reacting appropriately in an indefinite range of new situations.

The wnderlyingpremise of Generative Grammar could benmarizedn the following:

A speaker of a natural language has the ability to understand indefinitely many sentences
of her language that she has never previously encountered; indeed, her ability to
understand any sentence of her language does not depehér having a prior
acquaintance with it (Schiffer, 2014: 62).

Cognitive Linguistics emerged as a reaction to formal linguistic approaches of the time,
primarily European structuralism which occurred arotimel1930s, and istartedfrom the

premise thalanguage can be described based on the familiar fabes.aeator of the
structuralist theory, Ferdinand de Saussure, claimed that language is a system, and that the facts
shouldnot be taken in isolation, but as a part of a system. The theorgagtanguage as a

soci al phenomenon which iIis used for communi c
the fact that linguistic sign is arbitrafybecause of that arbitrariness of a linguistic sign, the

theory was disputed as it does not explain kfoege signs are motivated.

Apart from the fact that such formal approaches pay attention to form and their view of a
language as a system, there is another reason for disputing the structuralist view of language,
and it is its focus on the language (laegand not the speech (paroll).contrast to those

formal linguistic approaches which exclude the importance of extralinguistic factors on the
language itself, there are approaches which dispute those princilasopean Structuralism
and/orGeneratie Grammaras well asapproaches that oppose the postulates of the theory
Cognitive Linguistics arises then as a result of a disagreement with the linguistic principles of
the time. CL is, as Evans, Bergen and Zingg007: 263p ut i t , i a fingudter n s ch
t hought a.inathgy woads, it is & leguistic approach based on the fact that the way
people conceptualize and categorize the phenomena in their reality is vital for understanding
and interpreting linguistic phenomena. Basicallymian experience is what matters in

language. Their contribution to the theory of languagdesnclusion of the extralinguistic
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experience in language study. It actually means that, for cognitive linguists, context is
inextricable part of languag®Moreover, most of the cognitive linguists claiinat meaning does

not exist independently from the people that create and use them (Barcelona, 1997: 9).

Cognitive Linguistics as a linguistic approach was the reaction on the linguistic [ggaayed

by the European structuralists. Basically, the two approaches differed mostly on the question
of meaningCognitive Linguistics emerged as a reaction to formal linguistic approaches of the
time, primarily European structuralism which occurred athd930s, and it went from the
premise that language can be described based on the familiar facts. Creator of the structuralist
theory, Ferdinand de Saussure, claimed that language is a system, and that the factstshould
be taken in isolation, but aspart of a system. The theory also saw language as a social
phenomenon which is used for communicati on.
that linguistic sign is arbitrary because of that arbitrariness of a linguistic sign, the theory was

disputed as it does not explain how those signs are motivated.

It is claimedthat meaning is grounded in our embodied experience, and that is how reality
surrounding us is conceptualized and understddokeover, cognitive linguists prefer to
understand hguistic facts in depth, i.e. both in their phenomenological and cognitive
complexity, and only then face the secondary problem of formal representation (Barcelona,
1997: 14).

The nmajority of linguistic theories are based andifference of opinion regarding meaning.
Barcelona (1997: 9) claims that meanings are really not inherent in linguistic forms, but they
are conventionallpaired more or less directly, to linguistic forms, which thedmec ¢4 e s ©

for the activation of these meanings.

In contrast, meaning can be explored with respect to embodied (experiential) realism, a term
firstintroduced by Lakoff and Johnson (1980). Suchosta\{&®@3:137) claims that Cognitive
Semantics and embodied realism benefit from each other and could not be viewed separately

and independently of each other. Moreover, she elabaratesr statement:

By investigating language, we do not discover linguistats only, but these linguistic

results can also give us insighto human cognitive mechanisms, and into the way
humans conceptualize, understand and reason about their experience in various areas of
life. What Cognitive Semantiagemonstrates is that the way we experience, think, and
talk about the world is not objective, universal, transcendent, and disembodied, and that
we unavoidably understand reality through our embodied experience and conceptual
metaphorsibid, 138).
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Among the most prominent advocates @fbodied (experiential realism) are Lakoff and
Johnson, the authors of thdetaphors We Live By the book which is considered the
cornerstone of CL. They emphasised the importance of embodied realism in meaning
construction
An attempt to gain knowledge of something is conceptualized as looking or searching
for it, and gaining knowledge is conceptualized as discovering or finding. Someone who
is ignorant is in the dark, while someone who is incapable of knowing is blirehalxde
people to know something is to shed light on the matter. Something that enables you to
know something is enlightening, it is something that enables you to see. New facts that

have come to light are facts that have become known (to those who ang)dbkkoff
andJohnson, 2003: 255).

Geeraert42016: 2)suggests that meaning phenomena in natural langeagestbe studied

in isolation from the encyclopaedic knowledge individuals pos$essddition he concludes

the following: AiCognitive approaches to meaning can be said to be based on the Saussurean
view that the meanings associated with wadsconcepts in the minds of speakers rather than
objects in the external world. Cognitive Semantics, howewtels order to this view by showing

that the linguistic signs are organised into conceptual aféad, 91). It is also supported by
Lakoff and Johnson (2003: 249) which descri
realism is not a philosophical docteitacked onto our theory of conceptual metaphor. It is the
best account of the grounding of meaning that makes sense of the broadest range of converging
empirical evidence that is available from the cognisive i e .[Rakeva f2002: 238) however,

is one @ the biggest critics of Lakoff and Johnson's work with respect to embodied realism.
She claimgibid) t h @he grefatest disadvantages of this position are the extreme empiricism it

entails and its inconsistent treatment of the reductidnmekativismd i | e mma i
It could beconcludedhat CL is all about what motivates linguistic phenomena.

All in all, CL can be said tencapsulate many sciencescompletely grasp of cognitive
processes connectadth language. In addition to the abenentioned pointsthe subject of

CL can be summarised in the following: Cognitive linguistics (CL) is aiplise of the
cognitive sciences that deals with description and explaining of mental structures and processes
connected with language knowledd&€ognitive linguistics is more like kind of flexible
framework of various language theories rather than one widely acabptag(Bednarikova,

2013: 14).The reason why CL has become such an interesting field of study in the last few
decades lies in the fact that it does not observe lggguaisolation; rather, it combines

principles of many sciences on how language operates, i.e. what and how something is said,
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with what meanings, and with a variety of effects on the listener. Those are the things that
matter in language study, and thatespecially present in political discourse, which will,
hopefully, be illustrated successfully in tthesertationCL is a place where almost all sciences

meet, at least marginally, and that is what makes language study such a dynamic area of
linguistic investigationfiMor eov er , CL is best described as
precisely because it does not constitute a single clasgbulated theory. Instead, it is an
approach that has adopted a common set of core commitments and guidingestimcich

have led to a diverse range of complementary, overlapping (and sometimes competing)
theorie® (Evans, Bergen, Zinken, 2007: 264).

Within research of cognitive linguistics, the naEleanor Rose comes to mind asne of the

pioneers whalealt with categorization and family resemblabeéwveen conceptshe theory

which ultimately led to irdepthanaly®s of meaning
[ €] the members of categories which are c
most incommon with other members ofetltategory and least attributes in common
with other categories. In probabilistic terms, the hypothesis is that prototypicality is a

function of the total cue validity of the attributes of items (Rosch and Mervis, 1975:
573).

In other words, when it is shthat something is prototypical of a category, it means that it has

more salient features of a category (prototype) than something e¢derobight in connection

the notionsof prototypicalityand family resemblanégin the following way:
[ é inembers of a category come to be viewed as prototypical of the category as a whole
in proportion to the extent to which they bear a family resemblance to (have attributes
which overlap those of) other members of the categoryv€rsely, items viewed as

most prototypical of one category will be those with least family resemblance to or
membership in other categories (Rosckl Mervis 1975: 575).

Family resembl anicse a sstirmpcotrutraanlt baass iAsandor pr ¢
Mervis, 1975: 599)Prototypicality could be said to be a reaction to meaning studies based on
componential analysisand as such, the theory refuses to see the language as an isolated
phenomenon

[ €] prototype theory is reluctant to acce

structure in natural languages which can be studied in its own right, in isolation from
the other cognitive capacities of man. In particular, meaning phenomenaumal nat

15 A term which was introduced by Wittgsteinin his bookThe Blue and Brown Bookghich was published in
1958.
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languages cannot be studied in isolation frometieyclopaediknowledge individuals
possess (Geeraerts, 2006: 142).

Il n addition to what was said regarding categ
of radial category which is exerifged in the following way:

As we saw in the case of mother, radial structure within a category is another source of
prototype effects. Within radial categories in general, less central subcategories are
understood as variants of more central categoriass, birth mother and foster mother

are not understood purely on their own terms; they are comprehended via their
relationship to the central model of mother (1987: 91).

It means thathe conceptloser to the central meaning @mother is more prototypical than

the concept which is farther from the central meaning.

Apart from prototypicality and radial categories, there is a view according to which metonymy

plays a significant rolen terms ofcategory extensiofiraylor, 2003: 124).

Taylor (2003: 139)also suggests that all metaphorical associations are grounded in metonymy
which means thahetonymy is more basic in meaning extension than metaphategorization

can also be viewed as a means of comparison betweegpieces of experience:

The act of categorizatianapplying a word, a morpheme or construction to a particular
experience to be communicatedhvolves comparison of the experience iregtion to

prior experiences and judging it to belong to the class of prior experiences to which the
linguistic expression has been applied (Croft and Cruse, 2004: 54).

Mental Spaces Theory also belongs to Cognitive Semantics. It is a theory introdéddy

Fauconnier.

The fundamental insight this theory provides is that mental spaces partition meaning
into distinct conceptual r e g i Thentseorphras 6 p a c k
contributed to Cognitivéemantics nas much as f#fAit provides an
viewpointshifts during discourse, which in turn facilitates an intuitive solution to some

of the referential problems formal accounts of semantics hagstled with (Evans,

Birken, Zingen, 2007280281).
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Another important theory within Cognitiv€emantics isthe Conceptual Blending Theory
which isacontinuation of the Mental Spaces Theory, and whose pioneers are Gilles Fauconnier

and Mark Turner. The authors explain the Blending theotlgefollowing way:

Conceptual blending is described and studied scientifically in terms of integration
networks In its most basic form, a conceptual integration network consists of four
connected mental spaces: two partially matched input spaces, a generic space
constituted by structure common to the inputs, and the blended space. The blended space
is constructedhrough selective projection from the inputs, pattern completion, and
dynamic elaboration. The blend has emergent dynamics (Fauconnier and Turner, 2003:
60).

When talking about CL, except f@ognitive Semantics, an important area of study most
definitely belongs t@€ognitive Grammar.
In a broad sense, grammar designates the language system as a dédialeding
sound, meaning and morphosyntax. The grammar of a language consists of an inventory
of units that are formmeaning pairings: morphemes, words agthmmatical
constructions. Langacker calls these umiygnbolic assembliebecause they unite

properties of sound, meaning and grammar within a single representation (Faber, 2012:
60).

Langacker empdsizes the importance of grammar in a sense that it contribbutesaning.
I will argue instead that grammar is meaningful. This is so in two respects. For one
thing, the elements of grammitike vocabulary item$ have meanings in their own
right. Additionally, grammar allows us to construct and symbolize the more elaborate
meanings of complex expressions (like phrases, clauses, and sentences). It is thus an
essential aspect of the conceptual apparatus through which we apprehend and engage
the world. And instead of being a distinct and-selitained cognitive system, grammar

is not only an integral part of cognition but also a key to understanding it (Langacker,
2008: 4).

What Langacker actually says is that grammard&ect link between lexical units and their
meanings, and it is a means through which we can grasp conmuexstic units such as
phrases. In other words, grammar of certain language is the vital part of communication because
if there were no grammar language would be completely pointless. Imagine a society in which
people use the words but without followiggammaticalrulesi would communication be
possible in such a society? Probably not. As we can see, grammar is what triggers the meaning
of words and thus enables communication. In addition, Langacker even cotmeeigh
discourse saying:

Cognitive Grammar makes contact with discourse through the basic claim that all
linguistic units are abstracted from usage events, i.e., actual instances of language use.
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Each such event consists of a comprehensive conceptualization, comprising an
expressn's full contextual understanding, paired with an elaborate vocalization, in all
its phonetic detail (Langacker2001: 144).

Obviously, Langacker takes the stand that the meaning of a linguistic unit is deoiveithe
context it is used in. Such amextdependent meaning of a word would smme sort of
frame ofthisdissertationn a sense thahemetonymic (referential) meaning of a lexeBrexit
would beanalysedwith respect to the context it is used thus causing different pragmatic

effects,to be discussed later thedissertation

2.3.1. Domains

Generally speaking, domaiase cognitive entities that operate as a frame to sets of interrelated
concepts (Blasco, 2015: 73). This chapter briefly explains why domains are important within
the study of CL, and what the difference between domains involved in metaphoric and

metonymc mappingss.

Domains are complex mental projections or mappings of our knowledge of one domain

of experience to structure our knowledge of different domain of experience, and they

are normally carried out unconsciously and effortlessly. In metaphoreyecp (part

of) one conceptual domain onto another separate domain, e gpulee domairof

temperature onto thiarget domairof emotion as irHe tried to act coolln metonymy

the projection takes place within the same domain; an example is constitytadsby

pro totomappings, as ifle wonthreegoldgs wher e t he concept fAgol
medal 06 (example borrowed from Ra)dden K°ve

He therefore talks dbasic vs. abstract domainthe latter thus being existent due to the first
one.
Langacker 6s f a meNUGKLEenkiehrogn haedly be explaimesl wifhout
the concept ofINGER] . FINGHR] provides the necessary contéxbr domaini for

the characterization oKNUCKLE] and hence constitutes one of its primary conceptual
componentso (Langacker, 1987: 148) .

When a second criterion is involved, i.e. dimensionality, Langack€87: 152)says that
domains can be either bounded or unbounded with respect to a given dimension. We are capable

of perceiving only a specific range of pitches, hues, and temperatures, for instance, whereas
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time and space are essentially unbounded. [atter criterion is important inasmuch as
locational domains are exemplified by temperature and coldaralso summarizes the
difference between those two types of domains in the following:
The sensations of each of these domains are localized to particular regions of the body,
so we can distinguish, for instance, between a pain in the elbow and a comparable pain
in the knee. Coordination with the cognitive representation of bodily locagives

these domains the extensionality to make them configurational to a certain degree
(Langacker1987: 154).

I n addition to all of the above, Littl emore
similar to ICMs in that they constitute thehmrent and relatively stable knowledge structure

that we have about any particular entity. The difference is that domains are in some ways less
ideali sed and abstracto (2015: 14). One can
we haveinourhehs f or parti cul ar c oandTagp, R048:486). event s

It follows that meaning construction is nothing else than conceptualization.

The latter otwithstanding there is a view that some domains are image schematic, and that
someimage schemas are a type of a domain (Clausner and Croft, 199%h23rgument is
further elaborated in the following way:
Domains and domain matrices are required for representing the meaning of words, i.e.,
concepts. We believe that the class of concepts that are encoded by words in human
languages is not an accidental collectioncohcepts butepresents a cognitively

significant subset thereof whose structure is significant to human beings (Clausner and
Croft, 1999: 26).

2.3. 2. Encyclopaedi&knowledge

Langacker diffeentiates betweentwo types of knowledgé definitional andencyclopaedic
Definitional knowledge is knowledge of the essential properties of wordsrarytlopaedic
knowledge is the knowledge of the contingent properties of words (Langacker, 1987: 172).

Basically, the difference could be summarized as follows:

Our definition& knowledge of words corresponds to the essential properties of the
entities and categories that the words designa@ur encyclopaediknowledge of
words correspads to the contingent properties of the entities and properties that the words

designateibid).
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One of the pioneers in the field of studyiagcyclopaediknowledge is John Haiman who
described the relationship between encyclopeaiks dictionaries for which he claimed they
are Asystematic (i.e. alphabetized) compil at

and that the criterion which distinguishes t
Haiman claims thaéncyclopedia (in the sense of both Bloomfield and Kripke) does not exist.

There are no hard facts, and all science is ethnoscience. Our culture is somewhat unusual
in that we recognize a distinction betweemestience (or folklore), on the one hand,
andhard science on the other. In our figures of speech, we express the first, but we know
it to be inaccurate: thus we talk about the sun rising and setting, about the four corners
of the earth, and so on, as if the earth were flat, and the sun went ar@altmdugh we

know better. (1980: 337).

Moreover, encyclopaedic knowledge is important for Frame Semamg@fsr ast is structured
as a background for the description of meanings in natural language (Geeraerts, 200 15).
relationship betweelCMs and metonymies I&in the fact that metonymies are produeath

respect tahe ICMs which heavily rely on encyclopaedic knowledge (Littlemore, 2015: 69/70).

The journalist offended the pyramiccording to usageased approaches to language,

readers of this sentence would generalise from their previous exposure to the
construt i on and from their encyclopaedic knoyv
a human object in the final position (Littlemore, 2015: 150).

The role of encyclopaedic knowledge for metonymy could be surmsedbais following:

Organization of encyclopaedic&wledge also underlies furthernontliteral type of

language use, i.e. metonynthe referential relationship between an expression and a

target concept that it is conceptually closely related to but not congruent with. In
example (1), foinstance, the place name Brussels stands for the governing institution

of the O6European Unionbd, on account of t|
based in the Belgian capital (Musolff, 2016: 8).

Many examples of such metonymies are often found Itigad discourse such aghe White
Housefort he USAG®G s , 10 Dowsimgrsimeetthe address of the British government

for the BritishgovernmentBuckingham Palactor the representatives tife Royal familyetc.

2. 3. 3. Imageschemas
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When it comes to mapping between domains, it shoultl fréori stressed that without image
schemas, that mapping cannot happen. It basically means that cognitive tools that we use on a
daily basisi namely, metaphor and metonymycannot come to life if there are no image
schemas which actually presuppose their creation. Idealized Cognitive Model (ICM) is
something which includethe imageschematic basis for mapping to take place between two
domahs, and within a single domain in case of metaphor and metonymy, respectively.
Moreover, ICM (simply understood as a meaning) is closely related to what Fillmore calls

A f r a niithe dedm best explained as something which is understood only by means of

samething it is proximally related to.

An example of such phenomenon could be seen
presupposes the existence of a Achildo in or
words, Achildo tandhegfthamecoocepnderfs imot he
The idea of a presupposed structure of relationsthpdiindamentum relatiopagainst
which words likesonandfather are understood, is very much like the notion of the
semantic frame: we can know the meanings of titdvidual words only by first

understanding the factual basis for the relationship which they idekRiiliy¢re, 1985:
224).

Lakoff (1987: 271kuggests that experience is structured independently of concepts, though,
concepts can enable further strucigr
One of Mark Johnson's basic insights is that experience is structured in a significant way
prior to, and independent of, any concepts. Existing concepts may impose further
structuring on what we experience, but basic experiential structures are present
regardless of any such imposition of concepts. TORTAINER schema defines the most
basic distinction betweem andouT. We understand our own bodies as containers

perhaps the most basic things we do are ingest and excrete, take air into our lungs and
breahe it out.

Image schemas are one of the most basic building blocks of cognition and constitute another
type of ICMT they are the first and most fundamental mental representations of knowledge that

we develop as children. They arise from our first encounters widttstgnd the ways in which

our bodies interact with thosidjectsandar e t hus 6éembodi ed6. They i
fact that objects can be contained (the container schema), objects can form part of other objects
(the part whole schema) and thingarcbe central or peripheral (the centperiphery schema)

[é] (Littlemore, 2015: 13).
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2.3. 4. Usagebased Model

Cognitive Linguistics is defined asusagebased model of a langua@@eeraerts, 2006: 17).

The experience of language is an experience of actual language use, not of words like
you would find them in a dictionary or sentence patterns like you would find them in a
grammar. That is why we say that Cognitive Linguistics is a ubaged model of
grammar: if we take the experiential nature of grammar seriously, we will have to take
the actual experience of language seriously, and that is experience of actual language
use (Geeraerts, 2006: 6).

The UsagebasedViodelassumes theslationship between linguistic skills of a person and

experience they gaiover the course of time.

The linguistic skills that a person possesses at any given moment in itintiee form

of a Astructured i nresunftom heyaamblates gxpebemdei ¢  un
with language across the totality of usage events in her life. This accumulated linguistic
experience undergoes processes of entrenchment, due to repeated uses of particular
expressions across usage events, and abstraction, duevarigtien in constituents of

particular expressions across usage events (Tomasello, 2000: 61).

In reality, examples of usadmsed model are demonstrated in the following:

For example, usageased theories explicitly recognize that human beings learasand
many relatively fixed, iterbased linguistic expressions such as Hadoin? Could

you please ..., I 6 m s i mp liywhichneeen whetntheg nd Y G
are potentially decomposable into elements, are stored and produced as single units
(ibid)

The basisfor the usagebased model of grammar is usage data and the natural form that non
elicited usage data take is that of a corpus (Geeraerts, 2006: TB&)Usagebased model

affects most aspects of language which is why it is said that CL is defined by it.

Common features of allsage-based models of a language proposed by Kemmer and Barlow
(200Q p. 27 14) are the following:

1 The intimate relation between linguistic structures and instances of use of language (A

usagebased model is one in which the speédker | i ngui sti ¢c system
grounded in 6busage event sob: instances of
language.)
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1 The importance of frequency (Higher frequency of a unit or pattern results in a greater
degree of what Langackderms entrenchment, i.e. cognitive routinization, which
affects the processing of the unit.)

1 Comprehension and production as integral, rather than peripheral, to the linguistic

system (The speaker 0s |[-stitumeg by regulaties inghei | i t vy,
mental processing of language. On this view, it does not make sense to draw a sharp

di stinction between what is traditionally
performance is itself part of a speaker os

1 Focus on the rel of learning and experience in language acquisition (Since in ausage
based model instances of producing and understanding language are of central
importance to the structuring of the linguistic system, they must be especially significant
in the acquisitn of language, when the system is in the process of taking form).

1 Linguistic representations as emergent, rather than stored as fixed entities. (During
l i nguistic processing, l i ngui stic units
activity: they &ist as activation patterns.)

1 Importance of usage data in theory construction and descr{Beause the linguistic
system is so closely tied to usage, it follows that theories of language should be
grounded in an observation of data from actual us&gliage)

1 The intimate relation between usage, synchronic variation, and diachronic change
(Different speakers will not have precisely the same experience and will thus differ
somewhat in the frequency of variants they exhibit. But speakers who intétaeteh
other more are predicted to have more similar patterns of variation.)

1 The interconnectedness of the linguistic system withlmguistic cognitive systems.

(Itis plausible, indeed a ntitlypothesis, to assume that the process of abstracting wha
i's similar in recurrent experiences (sch
intrinsically different in language from what happens for other types of experience)

1 The crucial role of context in the operation of the linguistic system (All aspécts
language, from phonetics to semantics, are open to influence from both linguistic and
nonlinguistic context.)

2. 3.5. Concepts

Evans (2007: 31) provides the following definition of a concept:

concept (also representation). The fundamental unitkmdwledge central to
categorisation and conceptualisation. Conceptsere in the conceptual system, and
from early in infancy are redescribed from perceptual experience through a process
termed perceptual meaning analysis. This process gives risentmgheudimentary of
concepts known as an image schema. Concepts can be encoded in a apguodige
format known as the lexical concept. While concepts are relatively stable cognitive
entities they are modified by ongoing episodic and recurrent expesienc

Cognitive linguistics embraces an encyclopaedic view on meaning in the sense that the concepts

constituting expressionsOo meanings are often
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knowledgei or at least, it rejects a strict dichotomy betweiaguistic and encyclopaedic
knowledge (Lemmens, 2015: 94oreover, it is claimed thahhguage makes use of concepts.
Concepts are what words, morphemes, graimmaticalconstructions express. Indeed, the
expression of concepts is primarily what langaéggabout (Gallese and Lakoff, 1995: 478).
is also suggested that concepts, including linguistic conceptgjranadedin experience

(bodily/physical experience, or social/cultural experience) (Barcelona, 1997: 9).

According to Lakoff (1990106) there are several features typical for concepts:

1 They do not mirror nature (they are not intemegdresentations of the external reality)

1 They are not defined by necessary and sufficient conditions

1 Biological natural kind concepts do not refer to sets of biological entities in the world
that share common properties

1 They are not disembodied

1 They cannobe represented by arbitrary symbols used in formal grammars

1 There are no caepts that exist on their own

1 They are not all literal, many of them are structured metaphorically

1 They are not all universal, nor culture or languagecific.

The relation between concepdomaini encyclopaedic knowledge could be summarised in

the following:ficoncept can function either as a profile or as a base for another concept profile,
whereas domains are structural units of eacyclopaedik n o wl eKdrgiegik o(vi I , To mj
2009: 53).

2. 4.Cognitive Theory of Metaphor and Metonymy

Conceptualization is what CL is based on, or as Blasco ¢lais one of our basic cognitive
abilities and is totally necessary for us, since it allows uerg@nize the information we
perceive from the external wod@2015: 71). As mentioned above, CL can be divided in two
big areas of study, namely Cognitisemantics and Cognitiv&érammar. The most important
area of research within Cogniti&manticgs aimed at answering what meaning is and how it
is motivated, anthe Cognitive Theory of Metaphor and Metonymgpresents an insight the
pursuit for meaningThe theoryestablished itself as a backbone of all the research studies in
the field of CL.Both cognitive tools are very important afigervasive ireveryday life, not just

in language but in thought and actipasLakoff and Johnson put it (1980: 3). They are ast,
previously thoughfigures of speech which flourish the tablyt some sort of a device which

helps us to better understand the world around us. The basic difference between the two could
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be summarized in the number of domains in which the mappingsplake A mappingis
equivalent to conceptual projection (Barcelona, 2012: 256 mappings in metaphor occur

on a twedomain level, whereas in metonymy mappings take place on a-siogiain level

which means that metonymy has a referential role in conceptualizing reality, while metaphor
serves for better understanding of abstract concepts in terms of those that are ddmtaete.
indicates that metaphor and metonymy are approached as conceptesisps of extension,

i.e. they are not so much relationships between the words as relationships between the concepts.
fiOne conceptual entity, the vehicle, provides mental access to another conceptual entity, the
targe® (2002/2003: 38)Both cognitive tolsare based on embodied experience and that is why

it is said that they are not merely a figure of speech; rather, they are constantly present in our
language and we all use it without being aware that we are using them. That is why CTMM is
atheorymosty studied in the field of CL, as it is the case with tthissertationin which only
metonymy would be studied, especially the one used by politicians in media discourse on the

example oBrexit

Ruiz de Mendozaprovides three differentiating characteristics between metaphor and
metonymy:
(1) In metaphor there are two conceptual domains involved, one being understood in

terms of the other, while metonymy only involves one conceptual domain, i.e. the
mapping occls within a single domain and not across domains.

(2) In metaphor, the source domain is mapped onto the target domain, and thus it is
mainly used for understanding, e.g. | have control over him (CONTROL IS UP). In
contrast, metonymy is mainly used for mefiece, since we can refer to an entity in a
domain by referring to another entity within the same domain, e.g. Wall Street is in crisis
(the street stands for the institution). (3) The relationship between the source and target
domains in metaphor is of éhfiis & kind; in metonymy there is &stands fod
relationship, since one entity in a domain is taken as standing for another entity in the
same domain or for the domain as a wH@l@05: 98).

Basically, it can be said that the world we conceptualize is grounded on image schemas for
which Velascos ays t hey are fAan organised cognitiyve

reality from aeé&dd.ain perspectiveo

The difference betweanetaphor and metonymytisat in metaphor we deal with two domains
(one helps us understand the other), whsinmetonymy we deal with one domain (one refers
to the other, or its part). It can henbe concluded thaimetaphors and metonymies have

different roles in languag@&hey areused for understandirand referring, respectively.
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Furthermorethere is another striking difference between metaphor and metofmgther
important point is that metonymic mappings are asymmetric, unlike metaphorical mappings,
which symmetrically project the structure oktBource onto that of the targgBarcelona,

2012: 255).

I n addition, there is Jakobsonds view (1975:
based on the similarity which connects the metaphorical term with the term for which it is
substituted.
Consequently, when constructing a metalanguage to interpret tropes, the researcher
possesses more homogeneous means to handle metaphor, whereas metonymy, based on
a different principle, easily defies interpretation. Therefore nothing comparable to the
rich literature on metaphor can be cited for the theory of metonymy. For the same
reason, it is generally realized that romanticism is closely linked with metaphor, whereas

the equally intimate ties of realism with metonymy usually remain unnoticed (Jakobson,
1975: 258).

Obviously, Jakobson takes the view that metonymy is more difficult to interpret than metaphor

especiallypbecausehe former isbased on contiguity, tHatteron similarity.

2.4. 1. ConceptuaMetaphorTheory(CMT)

The definition of metaphor is provided by Lakoff (1992: 1) who suggested it is a novel or
poetic linguistic expression where one or more words for a concept are used outside of its
normal conventional meaning to express a similar concept.
[ €] t h emdtaphorissot im language at all, but in the way we conceptualize one
mental domain in terms of another. The general theory of metaphor is given by
characterizing such crossdomain mappings. And in the process, everyday abstract
concepts like time, stade change, causation, and pur pose also turn out to be
metaphorical. The result is that metaphor (that is, edogsain mapping) is absolutely

central to ordinary natural language semantics, and that the study of literary metaphor
is an extension of thewsly of everyday metaphoib{d).

Metaphor came to focus of interest amongst cognitive scholars since th&btaghors We

Live Bywas published in 1980 by George Lakoff and Mark Johnson. The book is considered to
be the cradle of Cognitive Linguistics, and many scholars began to show a lot of intettest for
research aredaylor (2002, 2003)Croft and Cruis€2004) Langacke(1987, 1999 Kévecses
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(2010), Brdar (2019, etc. It is suggested by the book that our conceptual system is not

something we are normally aware of. Lakoff and Johnson (1980: 3) further elaborate it by

saying: Al n most of t hee simplythihkeandtadt moregos lesewe d o
automatically along certain |ineso. Met aphor
more abstract i deas, or as Taylor (2003: 13

metaphor as a means whereby everarabstract and intangible areas of experience can be
conceptualized in terms of familiar and concrete. Metaphor is thus motivated by a search for

understandi ngo.

What matters most when explaining metaphor is the number of domains involved in it, as well
as how mapping takes place. In other words, metaphor is used to explain some more abstract
concepts in terms of those more concrete, and it is done by means of two domains, namely
SOURCE DOMAINandTARGET DOMAIN. The first domain is considered as a vehistamething

that triggers the meaning, i.e. the content of the target domain.

Kdvecses (201®17) elaborates ometaphor in the following way:

First, some conceptual metaphors appear to beumagrsal or potentially universal
(though not universal in an absolute sense).

Second, such universal metaphors seem to result from certain commonalities in human
experience. These commonalities constituniversal embodiment on which many
conceptual metaphors are based.

Third, it is important, however, not to think of embodiment as a mechanical and
automatic force shaping conceptual metaphors (and conceptual systems in general) but
as a complex set ddctors to which speakers can apply differential experiential foci.

Fourth, in the course of metaphorical conceptualization in addition to the pressure of
embodiment, human beings also observe the pressure of context. The effort to be
coherent with the lmal context may be an important tool in understanding the use of
metaphors in natural discourse.

Fifth, metaphors vary not only craesslturally but also within cultures. This variation
can occur along a number of dimensions including the social, regethaic, style,
subcultural, diachronic, and individual dimensions.

Sixth, there is some agreement among scholars that a major function of the metaphors
we find in discourse is to provide coherence. This issue can be related to the notion of
intertextuaity .

The kasicpostulates of how metaphor operates are summarised in the following:

The standard definition of conceptual metaphors can be given as follows: A conceptual
metaphor is a systematic set of correspondences, or mappings, between two domains of
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experience (see Kdvecses 2017). The definition is a more technical way of saying what
the weltknown definition by Lakoff and Johnson (1980) states, according to which a
conceptual metaphor is "understanding one domain in terms of another". In a conceptual
metaphor, certain elements and the relations in a domain are mapped onto another
domain. The domain, from which they are mapped is called the "source domain" and
the domain onto which they are mapped is called the "target domain”. We can illustrate
how the correspondences, or mappings, work with the conceptual metaphor ANGER IS
FIRE. Butfirst, let us see some linguistic metaphors that realize this conceptual
metaphor in English:

Those were inflammatory remarks.
Smoke was coming out of his ears.
She was burning with anger.

Given such examples, the following set of correspondences, or mgapmian be
proposed: the cause of fire

Bthe cause of anger causing the fire
3 causing the anger the thing on fire
3the angry person the fire

Rthe anger the intensity of fire

R the intensity of anger (Kovecses, 2018: 125/126).

Moreover, it is claimed th&MT has played a significant part in the rise of cognitimguistics

with its efforts to offer a new way of thinking about linguistic structure and behaviour. It has
significantly enhanced understanding of the dynamic linksveen bodily experience,
pervasive patterns of thouglaylture, and linguistic structure and behaviour (Gibbs, 2014:
15/16).

When explaining metaphor, an inextricable part of the explanation belongs to image schemas,
especially theuP-DOWN schema whiclserves as the basis for differentiating three types of
conceptual metaphors: 1) quantityqRE IS UP, LESS IS DOW)N 2) evaluation ¢OOD IS UR

BAD IS DOWN), and 3) controlFOWER IS UP, POWERLESSNESS IS DOW({Iaylor, 2003: 136).

There is a viewin CL held by some scholars that metaphors are universal by its nature.
Kdvecseq2009: 283) for example, argues that commonality in human experience is not the
only force that plays a role in the process of establishing and using metajgtens are &o
countervailingforces that work against universality in metaphor product@wviously, there
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are some factors which lead to metaphor variation, one of them being culture, which means that
we then speak dfvo types of dimensions causing metaphor vematl) crossculturaland 2)
within-culture dimensionln a case of crossultural dimension of metaphor variatiare deal

with a situation in which culture uses a set of different source domains for a particular target
domain, or conversely, where a culture uses a particular source domain for conceptualizing a
set of different target domains (Kdvecses, 2009: 288)en he talks about withioulture
dimension, Kovecse$2009: 286)argues that such variation ocsuslong a number of
dimensions including the social, regional, ethstgle, subcultural, diachronic, and individual
dimensionsSome of the examples provideg Kovecses areWOMEN ARE (SMALL) FURRY
ANIMALS (bunny, kitten),WOMEN ARE BIRDS (henparty, bird, chick) WOMEN ARE SWEET

FOOD (cookie, dish, sweetie piejle also argues that reasons sachmetaphor variation are

Adi fferenti al experience and di ff endtesthusi al co
suggestedhat, although universal embodiment is very important for conceptual metaphor,

metaphor variation should by no means be extgd when metaphor is in question.

Reddy(1993: 311)proposedch somewhat differenbok athuman language by describing it as
a conduit enabling the transfer of repertoire members from one individual to afk#leined
thetermAc o ndeutigphorfi and he also provided severa

(1) language functions like a conduit, transferring thoughts bodily from one person to
another; (2) in writing and speaking, people insert their thoughts or feelings in the
words; (3) words accomplish the transfer by containing the thoughts or feelings and
conveying them to others; and (4) in listening or reading, people extract the thoughts
and feelings once again from the words. The fact that it is quite foreign to common sense
to think of words as having "insides" makes it quite easy for us to abstract from the
strict, "major" version of the metaphor, in which thoughts and emotions are always
contained in something. That is, the major framework sees ideas as existingi¢itime
human heads or, at leastithin words uttered by humans. The "minor" framework
overlooks words as containers and allows ideas and feelings to flow, unfettered and
completely disembodied, into a kind of ambient space between human(Realdly,

1993: B0/291).

An interesting insight into metaphor study is the one provided by Gi&®7(who expanded
categorisation of metaphors ingarimary metaphorsand complex metaphorsPrimary
metaphorsare those that help in construction of the compiestaphorsor as Grady1997:
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264) puts it: primary metaphors are important elements of the semantic and conceptual
machinery which makes linguistic metaphorpossHle al so says that they
so many figurative conceptualizations, manymich we hardly notice are not literal. These
are conceptual associations which create the illusion of similaitiig easy to lose sight of the
fact that coldness and lack of emotion, for example, are fundamentally different and
incommensurable, justs height and quantity are (Grady, 2005: 1612/16P8)mary source
conceptsare aspects of our perception of our bodies and our environment, in all possible
modalities. They include our (schematic) cognitive representations of the shapes and sizes of
objects around us, their positions, their smells fienburs our own motion thwugh space,
temperatures, brightness, basic actions like holding and cutting and examining, bodily
sensations like hunger, itching, and strain, and so forth (Gi&®7 265). The best way to
explain those concepts is by means of an example.
Suppose that what has been caftettORIES ARE BUILDINGShas something like a
derived, secondary statusi.e. it is a metaphor composed of distinct and independently
motivated metaphorical correspondences, which could also occur outside of this

particular combination. A possible analysis along these lines would include the
following:

|. ORGANIZATION IS PHYSICAL STRUCTURE

Il. VIABILITY IS ERECTNESS

Grady providesan example of theomplex metaphowhich consistsof the abovementioned

primary metaphors

1 Our marriage is inatters.
The example is explained in the following way:
It can be demonstrated tHBRGANIZATION IS PHYSICAL STRUCTURENAVIABILITY IS
ERECTNESSXist independently of one anothgré ] e have evidence of thpossibility

of conceptualizing abstract structures in terms of physical structure independent of
erectnes(Grady, 2005457 47).

At the end, it can be summed up that CMT provided a way to think about how abstract concepts
are established and how theflirence different domains of human thought, as well as ordinary
language use and understanding (Gil20€9 16).

Some authors in the fielof CL go from the premise that framing is of great importance for

met aphor to take place. A 6framed tends to
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that (i) concerns a particular aspect of the world, (i) generates expectations and inferences in
communication and action, and (iii) tends to be associated with particular lexical and

grammaticathoices in language (Semino, Demjén, Demmen, 2018: 627).

Lately, there has been a new insight into the metaphor thebigh is called Deliberate
Metaphor Theory (DMTand it is proposed by Steen (). Simply saiddeliberate metaphor

use is the intentional use of a metaphor as a metaphor (Steen, 2015: 1).

Deliberate metaphor use must be differentiated from all other metaphor use, which is
nondeliberate: those metaphors are not presented as metaphors to the addressee, but are
simply (but intentionally) used as the available language means to talk abodé a wi
range of topicsikid).

A wonderful and welknown deliberate metaphor is found in the first twelve lines of
Shakespeareds Sonnet 18, reproduced here

Shall | compare thee to a summer's day?

Thou art more lovely and more temperate:
Rough winds do shake the darling buds of May,
And summer's lease hath all too short a date;
Sometime too hot the eye of heaven shines,
And often is his gold complexion dimmed,;

And every fair from fair sometime declines,

By chance or nature's changing cowrs&rimmed:
But thy eternal summer shall not fade,

Nor lose possession of that fair thou ow'st,

Nor shall death brag thou wandrest in his shade,
When in eternal lines to time thou grow'st.

So long as men can breathe or eyes can see,

So long lives this, ahthis gives life to thee.

Deliberate metaphor is metaphorical because it maps correspondences from one
conceptual domain to another. It is deliberate because it involves people using metaphor
as metaphor: it makes intentional use of something to thinktadbmething else. In
Sonnet 18, this is made | inguistically e
compare thee to a summerds day?6 Seemin
metaphorical taunt to himself, then rises to the challenge bgluping a brilliant

exercise in figurative thinking. Deliberate metaphor involves paying attention to a
source domain during online production or reception, in order to engage idcnogs

mapping i whether this comparison targets external resemblance or proportional

46



analogy, includes irony or overstatement, is new or conventional,Stten, 2009:
181)

24.1.1. Types of Metaphors

This chapter gives insight into the taxonomy of metaphors provided by George Lakoff and
Mark Johnson in their bodWetaphors We Live Byhich was published in 1980.

According to Lakoff and Johnson metaphors can be classified into three groups:

1) structural metaphors
2) orientational metaphors

3) ontological metaphors.

Structural metaphorsre the ones in which one concept is metaphorically structured in
terms of another (198014). Following metaphors belong to the classsuluctural
metaphors

0 ARGUMENT IS WAR
0 TIME IS MONEY

Subcategories of tHEME IS MONEY metaphor ar@IME IS A LIMITED RESOURCE andTIME IS

A VALUABLE COMMODITY .

Some of the examples we use on a dadgis without actually regarding it as metaphor are the

following ones:

a) | 0 v e worawvagument with him.
b) You disagree? Olshoot
c) Heattacked every weak poim my argument. (1980: 4)

The examples pertaining to the categomEe IS MONEY metaphor ar¢he following ones:

a) Y o u évastingmy time.
b) Y o u dunning outof time.
c) Do youhavemuch timeleft? (1980:7/8)
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Structural domains operate on tbasisof the source domain which may trigger several
domains simultaneousltructural metaphors are those in which one concept is expressed in
terms of a different structured, ARGUMENTSl vy def

WARO ma p IpanerandHernandez2011: 164).

[ ] the structure and |l ogic of the source
correspondence is pl aus9RGODMERTISWEBROT s & 3 & mmml e ¢
sentence | i ke #fl t hought | thatvthesspegkerihadg t o

difficulties to win a debate. Possible extensions of this expression that make use of the
same metaphor show that the rest of the c.
I woul dnodt surrender s o Id brikgedown alf thewht i n g
a r g u melbafiezandblerndndez, 201171).

However, there are constraints to structural metaphorsoaadof thesas the Invariance
Principle. The Invariance Principle would seem to constrain the mapping in such a way that the
possession element from the transfer schema has to be discarded since there is no corresponding
element in the targetl{afiezandHernandez2011: 18). In other words, th&ME IS MONEY

metaphor is present in human language, wheveasey IS TIME metaphor is nomxistent.In

addition, as Lakoff (1992: 10) puts it:

One should instead think of the Invariance Principle in terms of constraints on fixed
correspondences: If one looks at the existing correspondences, one will see that the
Invariance Principle holds: source domain interiors correspond to target domain
interiors; source domain exteriors correspond to target domain exteriors; etc. As a
consequence it will turn out that the imagghematic structure of the target domain
cannot be violated: One cannot find cases where a source domain interior is mapped
onto a taget domain exterior, or where a source domain exterior is mapped onto a target
domain path. This simply does not happen.

A classicexample ofa structural metaphor ISOVE IS A JOURNEY.

In this metaphor, we use the notion of motion along a path towwatestination in order
to reason and talk about some aspects of love relationships, as revealed by many
common linguistic expressions like those in (1):

a. AOur marriage is off to a good starto
b. AWe are going nowhereo

c. fAltbés been a |l ong, bumpy roadbo

d. AWe are back on track againo.
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These and other similar expressions reveal the existence of an underlying system of
conceptual correspondences between love and journeys in which lovers developing a
love relationship are seen as travelers on a journey. In the mapping, the love refationshi

is a vehicle, | oversdé common goals are th
impediments to motion, and so dbdfiezandHernandez2011: 162).

The ®cond type of metaphors amientational metaphorsvhich are based on spatial
orientation, as their name suggests. Basically, human experience is based @©OwWN
orientation and it affects the language as wele following examples are illustrative of

orientational metaphora/e use all the time:

a) HAPPYIS UP, SAD IS DOWN
My spiritsrose
b) CONSCIOUS IS UP, UNCONSCIOUS IS DOWN
Hefell asleep.
c) HEALTH AND LIFE ARE UP, SICKNESS AND DEATH ARE DOWN
He camadownwith the flu.
d) HAVING CONTROL OR FORCE IS UP, BEING SUBJECT TO CONTROL OR FORCE IS DOWN
| 6 an topof the situation.
e) MORE IS UP, LESS IS DOWN
He isunderge.
f) FORSEEABLE FUTURE EVENTS ARE UP (and AHEAD)
| 6m af r aiugaheadbfusvhat 6s
g) HIGH STATUS IS UP, LOW STATUS IS DOWN
He 6 s peakof hiscareer.
h) GOOD IS UP, BAD IS DOWN
Things ardooking up.
i) VIRTUE IS UP, DEPRAVITY IS DOWN
She hasigh standards.
j) RATIONAL IS UP, EMOTIONAL IS DOWN
He c o usk abovénhisemotions(1980: 15/16/17).

All of those types of metaphors are used on an everyday basis which indeed is the proof that
our conceptualization of the world is grounded in human experience. The way we conceptualize
the reality around us is what enters the language, and that is espe@aliytpon all the

metaphors and metonymies we use all the time without even being aware of it.
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The third type of metaphors belong to the classertblogical metaphorsvhich are the ways

of viewing events, activities, emotions, ideas, etc., as entities and substances (Lakoff and
Johnson, 1980: 25). They can be used for various purposes, and Lakoff and Johnson (1980: 26
1 27) propose the following:

Referring(My fear ofinsectss driving my wife crazy.)
Quantifying(It will take a lot of patienceo finish this book.)
Identifying Aspect€The brutality of wardehumanizes us all.)
Identifying CauseéHe did it out ofanger)

= =2 A2 A =

Setting Goals and Motivating Actio(ide went to New York teeek fame and fortune

THE MIND IS A MACHINE metaphor is could be found in our culture in the following ways:
We 6 r e s toigiintd outthe solutiorgto this equation.

My mi nd gperaingtodays n 0t

Boy, thewheels are turningiow!

| 6 anittle rustytoday.

Webve been working on t hirwmnngoubdbdtearm al |l day

2.4. 2. Conceptual Theory of Metonymy

Apart frommetaphormetonymyis another cognitive tool just as important for the way we
grasp the reality arounas As previously mentioned, the underlying difference between the
two is the role they have in language. In other woadagtaphor is used for understanding,
whereasametonymy is used for referring. Another basic difference is the number of domains
in which mapping takes placA. metaphoricmapping involves two domairisSOURCEand
TARGET DOMAINT and the mapping is used to help us understand some more abstract concepts
in terms of basic one$n contrast, metonymic mapping involves mapping within a single
domain.Panther and Thornbu(@017 279/280) provide features of metonymy:

i. Itis an assoctave or, from a semiotic perspective, indexical relation between

meaning components within one conceptual frame (in contrast to metaphor,
which is an iconic relation between two conceptual frames).
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ii.  Metonymy is not specific to language but exists in otkemistic modes, such
as e.g. the visual arts (see Panther 2005).

iii.  Metonymy involves a linguistic vehicle that denotes a semantic component in
a conceptual frame, the source meaning, which, in turn, serves as a conceptual
vehicle to access a target meaninge(6vecses and Radden 1998; Radden
and Kovecses 1999). The source meaning is conceptually integrated into the
target meaning as a result of the metonymic operation.

iv.  The relation between source and target is conceptually tight (cf. Panther and
Thornburg 19 8 ; see also Fauconnier and Turn
compression).

v. The relation between source and target is typically contingent, i.e. conceptually
non-necessary.

vi. Languages may differ as to the conceptual relations they metonymically
exploit.

When metonymy is in question, we are dealing with a single domain mapping, i.e. the mapping
takes place within one domain in which one part of the concept is used to refer to the whole
category of the concept, sice versawhere the whole category ofetltoncept is taken for

the part of the conceptVe are thus dealing with two main types of metonymigs,WHOLE

FOR PARTmMetonymiesandPART FOR PARTMetonymies.

It is c¢claimed that a fundament al property of
and activates the target by virtue of the experiential (hence pragmatic) link between the roles
each of them performs in the O0Bals)én additiannct i on e
one of the ways to describe what metonymy is and how it operates could be explained in the

f ol | o akeyidga foricognitive linguists is that metonymy draws on the relationship that

exists between the two items within a particulak nowl edge networ ki (Lit
She (2015: 10) also claims that metonymy could not be understood without idealised cognitive
models which encompass the cultural knowledge that people have and are not restricted to the

6r eal worl dét hht Amet®esymg may occur whereve
models. We have ICMs of everything that is conceptualized, which includes the
conceptualization of things and events, word forms and their meanings, and things and events

i n the r éwetseswudRadden, 199% 21).

When it comes to the analysis of metonymies, it should be stressed that there are certain types
of metonymies. Warren distinguishes two types of metonympspositional and referential.

[ é] refer ent i alviolaiettuih oondiigns. Prepogitisnal tmetonymy,

on the other hand, tends to be literally true since the validity of the consequent

(implicitly conveyed notion) depends on the validity of the antecedent (explicit
expressionln the case of propositionaletonymy, it is natural to relate the implicit and
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explicit notions by means of-then relations, whereas this is less natural in the case of
referential metonymy and a different kind of paraphrasing suggestslitsélfput you

on the governor's reparfyour behaviour] (Pauwels 1999:269) you = "that which you
did" (Warren, 2006: 8/9).

The result of metonymic mappings are metonymnsch are, according to Brd§2007: 12)
expressions that are used instead of some other expressions such that talatteions are

associated with or suggested by the former

(4) a. He was testifying on the Hill earlier in the week.
b. He emigrated to America in 1969.

In (4) a. the Hill, short for Capitol Hill, is not used to denote this particular location in
Washington, i.e. the hill where the Capitol building stands, or not even so much this
particular building as the institution of the US Congress which meetssibuiiding.

In (4) b., America is not used in its most peo s&ise, to denote the whole continent,
but rather just the United States of America.

The difference between metaphor and metongased on the number of the domains involved

in mappingouldbe simply illustrated ais Figure 1.

metaphorical mapping metonymic mapping

Figure 1. Metaphor and metonymy distinguished on the basisehumber of conceptual
domains involvedBrdar, 2007: 14)
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Although both cognitive tools are recognized as basic cognitive processes in CL, they have
been seen as playing different roles in the organization afrdrematicacomponents well

(Brdar, 2002/2003: 41Metonymy is so pervasive in language, not only on the level of lexicon
but also on the level of gramméf.) wherethe lexemeBrexit which was sometimes found

with the indefinite articlea, and sometimes with the definite artidlee, and that is how
metonymy is used in grammarit is the cause oframmaticalrecategorization, so in that
respect, it also affects the pragmatic mtexit has in British political discourse which will be
illustrated on the number of the examples foimBritish media.Thedissertatiorwill present
examples ofa Brexit use in the media as opposedthe Brexit use, as well as its role in
discourse.Regarding domains involved in metonymy, Bencf261l: 198)says that a
referential context isiothing else thathe domain Basically, whena metonymic mapping
occurs, i.e. when one concept is mapped onto the part of the concept it perttian tioe

latter concept is actually the context of tB@URCE domain, andthis again proveshat
metonymy haa primarily referential role in the languagdetonymic mappings can simply be
explained in the following way: metonymy provides mental access to a less salient domain or
entity through a more salient one (Benczes, 2011: 20@he mebnymic mapping, the source
domain activates the target domain, but the conceptual content of the source domain remains

present and contributes to the full i nterpre

It can be thus argued that in both cais@s case of metaphor and metonyingncyclopaedic
knowledge is what is organized, in a way to help understand and/or to refer to something,
respectively. Moreover(Musolff 2016: 8) whose primary focus of interest are metaphors,
especiallypolitical onessuggests that the organizatioreotyclopaedi&nowledge in domains

also underlies a further nditeral type of language use, that is, metonyhmythe example

Britain has moved a step closer to leaving the European Union after David Cadexianed

owar 6 on Bhespéehse name Brussels stands for
Uniond, on account of the Uniondés Commissi on
The metonymy can thus be classified @ ACE FOR INSTTUTION mapping (Brussels stands

for seat of the EU CommissiorfLACE FOR INSTITUTIONmMetonymy is found in significant
number in the British press whek® 10 af 16- DowningStreéhavebeen used to refer to the
British government.Recent research on mo@aymy provides different insights into how
metonymy really operates in political discourse. Brdar claims that conceptual metonymic
chains are series of metonymic sources unified by common metonymic targets (2015: 88). In

other words, Brdar goes from theemise that metonymyLACE FOR INSTITUTIONIN political
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discourse comes in different shapes, but always with the same tardbg gevernment. This

is also the case in British political discourse. No 10 is shortened address of the place where the
UK's government is; its full address is 10 Downing Street, but it is often used either as just No
10, or Downing Street, both types hgiused in this excerpt. There are many metonymic chains

in political discourse whodenctionmay be taddflourishto the text or perhafdse informative

for the reader. It means that if someone is not familiar with these théough as the
government'sddress, who the Prime Minister is, etc., they will probably learn all these things

from articles written in such a way.

Over the last thirty yearshe traditional view regarding metaphor and metonymy has been
abandoned. Metaphor antetonyny were seen as figures of speech, i.e. the tropes. Because of

all the research conducted in the field of CL, it has lately becmmeextricable parof our

everyday communication. Littlemore argues that one of the reasons why we need metonymy is
that it is impossible to encapsulate all aspects of our intended meaning in the language that we
use Rel ated to this is the faeaitdstphydichllgimpossibdlet hi nk
to consciously activate all the knowledge that we have of a particular concept at once, so we
tend to focus on a salient aspect of ttatcept andise this as point of access to the whole
concept(2015: 4).

There are threessumptions important for a complete understanding of metonymy, and they
are proposed by Radden and Kévecses:

(1) Metonymy is a conceptual phenomenon;
(i) Metonymy is a cognitive process;

(i)  Metonymy operates within an idealized cognitive model (2007: 1).

Metonymy & well as metaphor, is a conceptual phenomenon in the sense that it organizes
encyclopaediknowledge in a way that a part of certain concept is mapped onto the whole
concept ovice versalt helps us to refer to things, people, events, etc. withatuglly invoking

literally those concepts. It could be thus said that metonymy is a helpful means of grasping the
reality around us. It is alsarepresentative piece of evidence that mind and language work
together all the time that is why metonymy ighought of as a cognitive process. An assumption
that metonymy works within the same idealized cognitive model is pretty mucltpeleseas
metonymy is a device used for referringone concept is referred to the part or the whole

category of the conceptithin whose ICM the mapping takes place.
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The universality of metonymy has also been recognized, but there have been many specific
usages and restrictions across different languages:
Metonymy is a universally attested cognitive phenomenon that funddimesttapes
conceptual structures and linguistic expressions in all human languages, in one way or
another. It does not follow from this sort of universality, however, that all human

languages must avail themselves of metonymy in exactly the waangBiidar Szabo
and Brdar, 2004: 44).

The use of met onymy may be motivated by a s
situation. A speaker may use metonymy in order to achieve a rhetorical or social effect. Since
these principles are overridden delibematéhe resulting nomefault metonymy is usually felt

to be figurative (RaddeandKovecses, 2007: 24T heauthorsalso claimed that metonymy is
commonly used to produce rhetorical effects dsiimour jargon, literature, persuasion, slang,

poetry and the like. The rhetorical effects tend to derive from violations of default cognitive

and communicative principlegh(d).

2. 4. 3. Recategorization

Metonymy is useih everydaylife on an everyday basis as it is the way how the reality around
us is conceptualized (Lakoff and Johnson, 1980). It also has underlying role in with respect to
grammar, preciselgrammaticalrecategorizationPestejovsky and Boguraev (1993) argued
agairst the view that words have fixed meanings. They claim the following:

[ ] the | exicon can be seen as a generati
logical operations defined by the wétirmedness rules of the semantics. In this view,

much of the éxical ambiguity of highly ambiguous lexical items is explained because

the semantic load is spread more evenly throughout the lexicon to the other lexical
categories; furthermore, the lexical knowledge we propose as necessary for ambiguity
resolution is een as factored out at different levels of lexical representation (1993: 220).

| mamovi i a n d2016:36)iingestigaded ibddy part metonymies in English and
Bosnian with respect tgrammaticabehaviour, and the results showed that the two languages
have a lot of similarities in conceptual mappings.
The biggest difference found in the contrastivelysia is the possibility of nouto-verb
conversion in English using the metony@®JECT (BODY PART) USED IN THE ACTION FOR

THE ACTION, while Bosniangrammatical system does not allow for nodo-verb
conversion (Il mamovi l and I brigimovil,, 2015
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Onre of the most productive typef metonymy in English, and in many other languages,
involving place names, iI$ONTRY/STATE FOR GOVERNMENT/(LEGAL) INSTITUTION
metonymy, as illustrated in (17):

17)a) France expects Irag to quickly translate its commitmentsatton.
b) Russia has denied it illegally annexed the Baltic republics of Latvia, Lithuania and
Estonia in 1940.
c) Texas implemented a supplemetal rebate program in January 2004 (Brdar, 2007: 87).

In addition, Brdar (2007: 67) claims that the role of onginy in grammar, just like its
pragmatic aspects in discourse, is virtually a virgin territory. The bulk of studies on metonymy
that are not primarily concerned with defining the phenomenon and/or contrasting it with
metaphor, or with the interaction beten the two, have generally focused on lexical aspects of

metonymy, particularly on the issue of metonyimgluced lexical polysemy.

Barcelona (2003: 39) also investigated the role of metonyngyammaticabehaviour and has
come to a conclusiotinat thegrammaticabehaviourof propernames is constantly governed
by our rich knowledge network about their referents. Furthermore, he cléid} the
following:
As a general rule, in English and other languages, single proper nouns may not occur in
the plural, with determiners, or restrictive modifiers. Consider the data in (9):

(9) a. Paris *the Paris *aaris? like the beautiful Paris, but not the ugly one.

Su chl athiarticles on the example 8frexit will be demonstrated (cb. 4., p. 18Pand

analysed with respect to theeanings they generate, and the effect they cause

2.4. 4. Classification of Metonymge

Different scholars provide different classification of metonymi€ke dassification of
metonymy is one of the crucial concerns of research in both traditional rhetoric and cognitive

linguistics, as it contributes to understanding the exact nature of metonymy (Guan, 2009: 180).

Four of the most widely discussed types of metonymies, goged by Thornburg and Panther
(1998) are oreferential dé metonymy, Oproposit

06situational 6 metonymy (Littlemore and Tagg
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referential metonymies are the most common dnesost of the times when we say that
something is metonymy, it is meant that something is used to refer to something else, i.e.
referential type of a metonymy is used. For example, when we say Hollywood, we mean
mainstream American movies. Hollywood isddo refer to the industry it is most famous for,

i.e. movie industry. The other type is propositional metonymy (Panther and Thornburg, 1998;
2007; 2009) which involves a relationship between two propositions. So one might talk about

O0r ai si ng tatnggeethegilopositiandthat one is surprised (Littlemore and Tagg, 2018:

485). lllocutionary metonymy (Panther and Thornburg, 1998) involves pragmatic inferencing.

For exampl e, the question 6édhave you ngmyt a fi
to the question: Opl ease can you |l end or gi\
(Ruiz de Mendoza Ibafiez and Otal Campo, 2002) involves the evocation of a situation within
which one can infer a relationship between one event and anadhémight for example ask

a friend if he or she has O6called the restat
(Littlemore and Tagg, 2018: 485/486).

There isalso a taxonomy provided by Panther and Thornb(k§99: 335)who say that

metonymes can be

a) propositional metonymies:
(1) referential and
(2) predicational,

b) illocutionary metonymies.

lllocutionary metonymiesarenene f er ent i al met onymi es fAwherei

for another illocutionary act, e.gsin the statement or assertion

a I donot know whiehr neay metoeymitabytstand fowotlee muestisn or
inquiry

bWhere is the bath soap?bod

Given that our knowledge about the world is organized by structured ICMs which we perceive
as wholes with part we suggest that the types of metoipnogucing relationships may be
subsumed under two general conceptualigondtions: (i) Whole ICM and its part(s) (ii) Parts

of an ICM Configuration (i) may lead to metonymies in which we access a part of an ICM via
its whole or a whole ICM via one of its parts; configuration (ii) may lead to metonymies in
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which we access a gavia another part of an ICM. Thisf courseimplies that the whole ICM
is still present in the background (Radd@deniKovecses, 1999: 30).

A great deal of metonymy research is base®R@nd den and K°vecsEsd (199
is unsurprising given its comprehensibility and originality (Littlemanel Tagg, 2018: 486),

and the taxonomy will be used in tbessertatiorfor the analysis of metonymies based on the
example oBrexit.

Thing and part | E.g. PART FOR WHOLE
ICM J The perfect set of wheels (BofE)
] l E.g. ENDS FOR WHOLE SCALE
Scale ICM | Young and olid alike (BolE)

-

Constitution ICM

[ E.g. MATERIAL FOR OBJECT
Use only a 3-wood off the tee (BofE)

E.g. SUB-EVENT FOR WHOLE EVENT
Event ICM 5 :
[ Jay and Denise are to walk up the aisle (BofE)
Category and [ E.g. CATEGORY FOR MEMBER OF CATEGORY
member ICM . Fancy coming round for some drinks (CorTxt)*

[ E.g. SALIENT PROPERTY FOR CATEGORY 1

_The brothers needed some musdie (BofE)
E.g. TIME FOR ACTION

They summered at Ville d'Avray (BolE)

E.g. THING PERCEIVED FOR PERCEPTION|
Head not so great (CorTxt)

Action ICM

Perception ICM

-

E.g. EFFECT FOR CAUSE
| Because you live on a fast road... (BofE) |

Causation ICM

= & [ E.g. PRODUCER FOR PRODUCT ]
L ] She took out the hoover (BofE)
[ S E.g. CONTROLLER FOR CONTROLLED J
L Rommel was In retreat (BNC)
— . ' Po ion ICM E.g. POSSESSED FOR POSSESSOR ]
\ | He married money and became an MP (BofE)

9. F
Containment ICM E.g. CONTAINER FOR CONTENTS
I'l have a glass to celebrate

E.g. PLACE FOR INHABITANTS
The whole fown is on the verge of starvation (BofE)

Sign and reference E.g. WORDS FOR g:g SCSONCEPTS THEY
ICM (Too general a concept for this volume)

E 9. MODIFIED FORM FOR ORIGINAL FORM
o
Pccoation 1o LOL (for 'laugh out loud’) (CorTxt) }

Location ICM

Figure 2. Classification of Metonymieaccording tdRadden and Kovecsés999)i n Bab i |
(2018: 41)
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It could be said that from all types of metonymies provided by Radden and Kdvecses, several
types stand out with respect to tieéevance for the analysis conducted in the dissertatiore
type belongs toWHOLE FOR PARTmMetonymies, whereas others belongPRT FOR PART

metonymiesThose metonymies are:

1 EVENTICM (SUBEVENT FOR THEWHOLEEVENTf e s peci al ly whem t he
the EU B referred to all the things suahexit entails (fishing policy, immigration, trade
relations, the question of the Northern Ireland, etc.)

f CONTROL ICM (CONTROLLER FOR CONTROLLEDJ it was often found in the British
political discour se when&8reedtwasihjuestiansa Mayod
when heBrexit dealhad been three times rejected by MRsvas suggestive of the fact
that she lost control of the whaBrexitissue.

 CONTAINMENTICM (EVENTISACONTAINER)It he whol e evermBtexifpf t he
is regarded as a container which means th
container.

f  LOCATION ICM (PLACE FOR GOVERNMENT)I addresses such as 10 Downing Street or
No 10 were frequently found in the Britis
it is the place where the UKO6s government

1 MODIFICATION ICM (MODIFIED FORM FOR ORIGINAL FORM)i the examples of those
could be found in a number &rexitbased neologisms such Beexiteer, Brexiter,
Bremoaner, Bregretetc. which are all modified ways of saying the one who is
enthusiastic foBrexit, the one who is for the exit, but not so enthusiastic, the one who

is unhappy with the exit, or the one who regrets leaving the EU.

Obviously, all ofthosemetonymies areften usedn everyday communicatioand none of us
actually realizes that we angsing metonymies. That is because metonymy (as well as
metaphor) have always been considered as trope, or figure of speech used to provide some
charm to the content that eing expressed. The research in CL in the last forty yesrs

proved that those cognitive tools are not just figures of speech, and that they have
multifunctional role in our livesMore precisely metonymies used in political discourse have
manipulative purposewith respect tahe listeners, i.e. the voters whicteaactually means

thanks to whom powethungry politicians become peoglecharge of the decisiemaking

process certain country, in this particular case, of the UK.

59



Radden and Kdvecses (199) argue thatlte PART FOR PARTMetonymies can gonder the
name of synecdoch8ynecdoches are less ubiquitous thedDLE FOR PARTMetonymies and,
hence, more likely to be noticed. This applies to deliberate metonymic usages Jinehieas
are cool wheels you have theaie well as to the widespread usebofly parts such dsand,

face, head or lefpr a personibid).

That is one of the possible criteria for classifying metonymiég second classification is
presented by Ruiz de Mendoza and Diez Velasco (2003449% and is based on the criterion

of relationship between metonymic expression and its referent. They distinguish two types of
met ony mi erss. 0 Uirtcaerdg,e twhi ¢ h PRRTEARGVHOLEMetonyMy,@rdn d t o
a fAismircget O, w h i ovHOLECFOR PARTragonymyl Enlike ®adden and
Kovecses (1999), they do not inclueleRT FOR PARTmMetonymy, explaining that for them this

type of metonymy is just an instance of metonymic domain inclusion where the target is a

subdomain of source.

2.5. Metaphor and Metgmy in Contact

Sincethe publication of the booletaphors We Live Byvhen scientists from the field of CL
began to show more interastthe topic of metaphor and metonymy, one question often came
to mind: In what way exactly are metaphor and metonymy in contact? One way of looking at
the issue is the one proposed by Barcelona who says that metonymy is the motivation for
metaphor, i.e. hargues that metonymy is superordinate to metaphor. In other words, metonymy
triggers metaphor. The metonymies motivating
sense that they are not directly expressed by means of a metaphorical linguisticaxdrass
they conceptually motivate the corresponding conceptual metaphorelona (2012: 256)
claims that there are two major types of metonymic motivation of metaphor.
The first motivation can be called correlatiabstractionBoth the metaphoric taeg
and the metaphoric source are conceptualized metonymically from the same
Asubdomai no, as | n DEVIANG COLGRSAREQEVIANBSOUNDSe t a p h o
(manifested by such expressionsTals a t 0 scolaur). In@thed words, in both cases
an EFFECT stands for aCAUSE within the same fram&PERCEPTION).The second
motivation can be referred to as generalization or decontextualization of a metonymy.
A conceptual metaphor likelORE IS UPis based on the metonymactivation of
QUANTITY (MORE) by HEIGHT (UP), due to their frequent experiential association in

POURING or HEAPING frames / experiences / scenarios. The metonymy is directly
expressed in the second utterance cupn t hi s
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i's sti | |HEGHTIs mdpped MWBANTITY in a context wherelEIGHT is no
longer really involved, the mapping is metaphorical, as in the high cost of living /
skyrocketing prices

Geeraerts (2002151) argueghat there are three basiases of interaction between metaphor
and metonymy to be distinguished: cases in which metaphor and metonymy occur
consecutively, cases in which they occur in parallel, and cases in which they occur
interchangeablyHe claims that there is always some piggenatic link at the bottom of the
prism between the literal readings of the constituent items and their figurative interpretation: at
the very least, the literal reading would motivate the figurative reading because the latter is
consistent with the wordlass of the formefGeeraerts, 2002: 465).

Moreover, among scholars who explored the phenomenon of interaction between metaphor and
metonymy the name ofouis Goossends to be stressed as hetroduced the term
metaphtonymy the term which is a resultf anteraction between metaphor and metonymy.

Metaphtonyms are the result of such process, i.e. interaction.

We have metaphdrom-metonymy, ifthe mapping from one domain onto another is
derivable from usages where the two domains can be taken to be fused into one complex
domain within which the mapping takes place. Such a metgptrormetonymy was
identified as one of the two major 'metaphtonyy types discussed in Gooss¢€h390).

The illustration there came from linguistic action verbial(s), as in instance (29).

(29)'Oh dear', she giggled, 'I'd quite forgotteédhe interpretation is that she said this
while giggling: in that case there issgnecdochic relationship; we express part for the
whole, we have a pure metonymy. Another way to interpret it, is that she said it as if
giggling; hence there is crossing of domain boundaries, we have a metaphor. The point
is, however, that in this metaptical interpretation, the conceptual link with the
metonymic reading is still present. (Goossens, 1998: 131).

Denroche(2018) also investigated the phenomenoninteraction between metaphor and

metonymy, though on a textual level. He came to the foligwionclusions:

The different types of text metaphtonymy discussed above involve only three of the

met aphor and met ony my in discourse phen
Ometonymy clustersd and dédmetonymy e€hai ns:¢
metaplor combinations are possible, though certain combinations offer greater
opportunities for text metaphtonymibid: 21)

Barcelona (1997: 29) suggests two types of interaction between metaphor and metonymy and
they include the following:
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1 Interaction at the purely conceptual level
1 Purely textual censtantiation of a metaphor and metonymy in the same

linguistic expression.
Within the first type of interaction, he differs

1 The metonymic conceptual motivation of metaphor (ettad reachedte
boiling point) i metaphoANGER IS THE HEAT OF A FLUID
1 The metaphoric conceptual motivation of metonymy (@lge won his ears.

I EAR FOR ATTENTIONmMetonymy.

2.6. Conceptual Integration Theory (CIT)

The core notion ofonceptual nt egr ati on theory (someti mes r e
types of human thought consist of the integration or blending of mental spaces, and that the
ability to perform certain types of conceptual blends is what distinguishes humans from other
animals, and modern human cognition from earlier forms of horaioagnition (Gill, 2010:

25).

The theory emerged as a result of the research so far conducted Tiné€theory is often
regar ded a swhich bebhds ntakconoegtoal frames which are importanfor
conceptualization and thus understanding.
Mental spaces serve to combine elements that belong to different conceptual domains,
tying them into homogenous and elastic, yet stable, conceptual frames. We understand
the notion of elastic stability in mas of a stable basic conceptual structure which is
subject to various elaborations under the impact of individual knowledge, experience

and imagery which are imaginatively activated at a given moment of conceptualization
(Belaj, 2005: 121).

Moreover, Coulson (2013: 107/108) provid&sur concepts relevant to the Conceptual
Integration Theory (henceforth CIT), and theseraeaital spaces, frames, cultural modmhsl
mappings A mental space contains a partial representation of the entitielatidns of a

particular scenario as construed by a speaker. Spaces are structured by elements that represent
each of the discourse entities and simple frames to represent the relationships that exist between

them. Frames are hierarchically structuredtaite/value pairs that can either be integrated with
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perceptual information or be used to activate generic knowledge about people and objects
assumed by default. Socially shared frames are called cultural models. Finally, mappings are

abstract correspoedces between elements and relations in different spaces

The pioneers othe theory are Gilles Fauconnier and Mark Turner who say that CIT is very
significant for grammariBlending turns out to be a central feature of grammar. Far from being
an indepenently specified set of forms, grammar is an aspect of conceptual structure and its
evolutiord (FauconnieandTurner, 2003: 86)in addition, Fauconnieand Turner (2002: 101)

provide six key elements of CIT

1) Mental Spaces small conceptual packets constructed as we think and talk, structured by
frames and cognitive models; 2) Input Spaces or Inputgental spaces used as inputs to a
conceptual blet; 3) Generic Spacehis space contains what the input spaces have in common,;

4) The Blend also a mental space, but it is the one created by projections from the input space;
5) Emergent Structurestructure that is generated through compositiongtheng together of
elements that are not in the input spaces), completion (the bringing of additional structure to
the blend, e.g. in completing a pattern), or
a blend as a simulation and runningniaiginatively); 6) Vital Relations: conceptual relations

that show up again and again in compression under blending. They are relationships between
elements in the input spaces that are compressed inside the blend. The vital relations commonly
seen are: Chnge, ldentity, Time, Space, CatiS#ect, PatWhole, Representation, Role,

Analogy, Disanalogy, Property, Similarity, Category, Intentionality, and Uniqueness.

Conceptual blends are all around us, occurring all of the time. A computer desktop interface is

an example of a very common blesidcewe have inputs from both the world of computers

and from the traditional notion of a desk. The computer screen is understbeskasnce we

have the ability to move iteemsstbaandrmovient
the Arecycle bin.o We donét think of this a

occurs subconsciously and seems unremarkable(ilis2010: 26).

The fourspace modebf blending proposed by Fauconnier and Turner 2@0demonstrated

in Figure 3.

63



Generic space

crossspace mapping
Input space 1 Input space 2

. selective projection

~

Blendea space

Figure 3. The fourspace model (FauconniandTurner, 2003: 5P

Belaj (2005 142)investigated the role and nature of mental spaces-imerwommunication
anddividedthem into(i) defocused (generic space and-prgut spaces), (ii) highlighted (input
spaces) and (iii) focal space (bleré)r the first type of mental spaces Bel)(Q5: 124) claims

that the generic space together with its elements represents a defocused space because its
conscious activation in elme utterance interpretation takes extra cognitive efféibr the

second type, the example is provided and explained:

Do the English and German national soccer or basketball teams come to mind, since
these subdomains can rightfully claim status of active zones in examplé&ntkand

beat Germany in the last World Soccer ChampionsHig answer, of course, is no. At
themoment of interpreting sentence (2) what is activated in our consciousness are only
government members of the two countries. Thus they have the status of highlighted
elements which are tightened as the process of conceptual integration unfolds. In other
words, this means that this would be the only subdomain that is thought of at that
moment, the only subdomain that is conceptually present in the target domain, while
other subdomains of England and Germany (i.e. their national sports teams, portions of
ther geography, their economic resources, etc.) are pushed back in the background
(Belaj, 2005: 135).

64



With respect to the third type of mental spaces included in blending, Belaj proposes analysis of
the example in the following way:
England will findithad t o beat Ger man arguments i n f;
the European UniarWWe can use this example to vividly and metaphorically show how,
on the one hand, elements to be projected into the blend are profiled, and on the other,
the remaining ones,d. those that stay in the inputs, are pushed into conceptual
background. Following the interpretation of double metonymy, to which we shall return
later, PLACE FOR INSTITUTION > INSTITUTION FOR PEOPLE the blend accommodates
only a few members of spetidelegations of the ministries of foreign affairs of the two
countries, who thus gain the status of focal elements. With the activation of the blend,
these members enter into a dynamic discussion. The focal elements of the blend hence
become conceptuallglear or sharp (conceptually known), other members of the
ministries, who do not participate in the discussion, remain somewhat in the shadow
(are conceptually less known), while members of the two governments who belong to

other ministries (ministry of edtation, health department etc.) are completely
outshadowed (conceptually unknown) and stand in the background (Belaj, 2005: 127).

Conceptual Integration Theqrgr blending has been examined with respect to word formation
processes in a way that blending is, according to BrdaBedai-Szab6 (2008: 190), a marginal

word formation phenomenon, in certain languages even more marginal than in others. When
Croatianand English are compared, the authors claim that Croatian exhibits very little
compounding and only peculiar types of clipping and has very few blends, while English seems
to be on the other pole of the productivity continuum on all three colimy. suggst that the

less open and flexibléthe language is, the more marginal the blends that are found (if any)
tend to beibid).

Considering the effects and results of CIT, i.e. blending, it is not surprising at aibthiaial
discourse is interesting sdudy fromthe perspective afognitive linguisticsince it is abundant
in blends This will be illustrated on a number of examples later indissertationBlending
thus, becomesothing else bua helpful devicewhen cognitive tools such asetaphor and

metonymy are in question.

The product of complex cognitive operations in conceptual blending is creative figurative
language whictB e r b e(20a3z 31%)claimscan be used to achieve different discourse goals

and promote a certain rhetorical ageRaa autho(ibid: 318)alsoclaims that it is believed that

16 Flexibility means the speed with which foreign lexemes are adapted and becomativeaelements of the
lexical stock(Brdar andBrdarSzab¢ 2008: 191).
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creative figurative language in political discourse produces great rhetorical and ideological

impacts.

2. 7. Political Discourse Definition

Like in all sorts of possible discourses, language is the focal poipblitical discourse
Language is used as a means of communicating thinggeitieigthe message acrods.should

be kept in mind thathere are three orders of discourggserning our livesthe science
discourse, art discourse and political discourse. Each separate domairsyesiissisvith the

others and represents a major disjunct in how we see the world: 'Science speaks the language
of truth, art the language of beauty, and politics the language of good' (Hyland, 2004t 159).

is claimed ipbid) that political discourse should be titenguage of good. However, we often
witness quite the opposite situatibmolitical discourse is a place where languagesed for

the personal good, and not the general gaad it seems to ibe most important thing.

This is why political discourse has become such an interesting field of study within CL.
flnherent to the political action, communication is characterized by a permanent
reconfiguration at the level of contents, strategies, effects, from the perspective ofdtiermaut
registered by the generating contexts and the semiotic stakes in the sodié\ipleamu, 2015:
18). Chilton (2003:3) adds:
On the one hand, politics is viewed as a struggle for power, between those who seek to
assert and maintain their power atitbse who seek to resist it. Some states are
conspicuously based on struggles for power; whether democracies are essentially so
constituted is disputable. On the other hand, politics is viewed as cooperation, as the
practices and institutions that a sogikas for resolving clashes of interest over money,

influence, liberty, and the like. Again, whether democracies are intrinsically so
constituted is disputed

One could agree with Chilton's stand on what politics actually is, or what it entails. With respect
to Brexit, one could agree with the first part of his claim, namely that it is the struggle for power
between the Conservative party (led by both TheresaavidJohnsohand its biggest rival
theLabour party (led by Jeremy Corbyn). The second part of his claim could also be applied to
the topic ofBrexitin political discourse inasmuch as both biggest parties work together to reach
what the British votedor in 2016, i.e. the exirom the EU.How it would be obtained, i.e. on

what termsf the government is led by the Conservatives or the Laisoa whole other thing.
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What exactly is political discours€h i | t on cynically says that po
situation and purposésa political answer in itself (2004: 3). Another definition says ithedn

be identified by its actors or authov&. politicians (Van Dijk, 1998: 12).

Except forthe participants which are the most relevant factor in defining what political
discourse is, Van Dijk claims that the whole context is decisive for the categorization of
discourse as 'political' or not (1998: 1#jtegration of political texts and contexn political
encounters leads to accomplishing specific political aims and goals, such as making or
influencing political decisions, that is decisions that pertain to joint action, the distribution of
social resources, the establishment or change aiaffiorms, regulations and laws, and so on
(1998: 14). Other scholars in the field go from the premise that every political idea, action is
born, prepared, realized and controlled with the help of language. The analysis of political
discourse (or politidarhetoric) should treat discourse as an instrument of doing politics, either
in a strategic or constitutive sense (Kirvalidze and Samnidze, 2016 Tt&2¢ are two stands
that should be taken into accouinbne wishes to define politics:
On the one hand, politics is viewed as a struggle for power, between those who seek to
assert and maintain their power and those who seek to resist it. Some states are
conspicuously based on struggles for power; whedle@enocracies are essentially so
constituted is disputable. On the other hand, politics is viewed as cooperation, as the

practices and institutions that a society has for resolving clashes of interest over money,
influence, liberty, and the like (Chilton, @@: 3).

Even when those viewpoints are taken into account, it is still very difficult to define politics,
and perhaps that aspect is the most challenging impatusany scholars to studyolitical

discourse

There is an interesting view regarding th&ationship between speech and writing whady

as well be relevant to the political discour§@rough history writing has always had primacy

over speech, even though it was a rather unfair treatment on the part of Bgebalps writing

seems to be more important than speech because it is a language that is documented, i.e. there
is a piece of evidence that someone said something, whereas speech is undocumented and it
bel ongs mer el y tooasElbow (1886283)p@uts inSpeeehnis nothing but

wind, waves of temporarily squashed air, waves that begin at once to disperse, that is, to lose
their sound. Writing, on the other hand, stays t#idmavn in black and white.lt is suggested

that writing systems, thergo represent speech. But not quite in the way that we have
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conventionally held. Writing systems create the categories in terms of which we become

conscious of speech (Olson, 1996: 100).

fAlthough either speech or writing can be used for almost any coroative need, we do not

in fact use the two forms interchangeab{Biber, 1988: 8)fiThe general view is that written
language is structurally elaborated, complex, formal, and abstract, while spoken language is
concrete, contextiependent, and structurallimple. Some studies, though, have found almost

no linguistic differences between speech and writing, while others actually claim that speech is
more elaborated and complex than writr{iber, 1988: 5)That is why political discourse,
where spoken langge has the primacy over written languagesush aninteresting and
dynamic field of researclatype of research which is very dependent on the protagonists of
suchdiscourse i.e. politicians, as well athe contextwhich is the key factor in creation of
variety of meanings, botlambiguousand literal. This is why the focus of study in the
dissertationwill be political discourse bustudied on the basis of the language used. im it
particular, thedissertationwill illustrate the effectghe lexeme Brexit has, i.e. what its
referential (metonymic) meaningee when used by different politicians and in different
contexts. In other words, thdissertationwill illustrate the pragmatic functions those

metonymies have on the public, i.e. depict purposes of those metonymies in the discourse.

Van Dijk claims that poer is what matters most when it comes to politics.thereforetalks

about social power for which he says it is social relation between groups or institutions,
involving the control by a (more) powerful group or institution (and its members) of tbascti

and the minds of (the members) a less powerful group. Such power generally presupposes
privileged access to socially valued resources, such as force, wealth, income, knowledge, or
status(1995: 10).

One subtype of the social power is the media power, andiskertatiorwill try to illustrate
whether Britisnewspaperare biased and as suevhat theirinfluenceis onthe public and in

what ways.Media power is generally symbolic and persuasivahesense that the media
primarily have the potential to control to some extent the minds of readers or viewers, but not
directly their actions (Van Dijk, 1995: 10).

Political discourse is often correlated with populism. In other wagod$ticians as acdte

participants of politics in their public addressing often resort to the use of popular expression.
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2.7.1. Populism

A significant part of everymediadiscourse is a communication strategy often used by the
participants ofsuch discourse, and that is populism. Conboy (2006: 152) claimsthieat
language of populism assists in maintaining a more generalized attack on the personalities of
the politiciansand their motives, highlightingvherever possiblecorruption and sel§erving

motivation.

There is a view, howevgthat the media strongly affects populism, and thatnedia act as a
mirror of a society (Mazzoleni, 2008: 64).
To answer thearlier question of whether the media are accomplices in the creation of
populist climates and the rise of populist movements, there is some convincing evidence
that there are close ties between madiatred processes and the political phenomenon
of populsm. All phases in the lifecycle of a populist movement are affected by some

sort of mediadriven influences, and populist leaders cannot disregard the seductive
power of the media. If they do, they risk marginalization (Mazzoleni, 2008: 62).

Populism s regarded as a global communication phenomenon which varies across cultures with
respect to the form, visibility, and the success of populMamny contextual factors determine

the amount of populist communication adopted by political actors, media,aamtorsitizens

(de Vreese et al., 2018: 9). The reason why populism in political discourse is so present is the
recognition that populist ideas must be communicated discursively to achieve the

communicatords goal s and tde&reasameta. 2018:8). ef f ect

It is argued, however, that both centight parties as well as centieft parties are too similar,
i.e.took a step back from their historical ideologies and converged on a number of policies that
Acreated a dreaund ef dmr eppdp wlgi smé ( Ahmed, 2017
The working class and more conservative voters that tended to opt for theletntre
and centraight parties, respectively, found that the parties were too similar and had lost
the ideology that they had once idéetl with. Moreover, deeper EU integration saw

some aspects of power removed from national governments and placed in the hands of
unelected commissioners, which some saw as a major threat to sovereignty (ibid).

That is how, for instance, righiting politicians often use the concepts such as country, religion,
homeland, national pride, etc. In contrast, -lgiitg politicians usea somewhat different

rhetorici the concepts they often use are rights of people, rights of workers, social protection,
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immigrants, etc. Both types of politicians use the concepts which are in accordance with the
political view of the party they pertaint® ol i t i ci ans® addressing th
confronting the opposition. Moreover, Block and Negrine (2017: 190) claim the following:
Populist leaders use abrasive, belligerent, direct, and simple language to connect with
disenchanted publics and teepent themselves as those with a solution to existing and
continuing problems. Indeed, they accuse others of exacerbating the problems. Other
political actors (the centground elite), by and large, work with a pluralist

conversation, seeking consensasher than confrontation and keeping distant and
protected by walls of political correctness.

2.7.2.Social Media an®nline Activism

Apart from populism which is a communication strategy often used by politicians in order to
reach their owrgoals (i.e. be in power), online activism has lately become another important
impetus of the political discourse.
Does online activism matter? It has undoubtedly induced changes in the behavior of the
state by undermining information control and creatirggia pressure for more
government transparency. As a new source of public opinion and citizen mobilization,

it has often led to policy changes. Perhaps more important, online activism is directly
l inked to changes i n ci tdipaveriyany, 2600:36).t ude s

Ghobadi and Clegg (2015: 54) claim tlmer the last decade, online activism has become
increasingly prevalent for sharing information and organizing people to express resistance to
dominant organizational elite¥hey (2015: 5B claim that social activists increasingly wield

the power of the Internet technology to penetrate organizational boundaries and enable social

and political change.

Online activism is often brought in connection to politics, and the influence of ontimesac

on how things are done in politics could be summarized in the following:

Online activism and social media offer a very fruitful area of research for contentious
politics. With the online presence of such a vast amount of information and the ability

to track and observe the audiencexi@l r espc
media into collective action research has the potential to better inform our own
understanding of social protest and dissident behaviour in general (McClain Brown,
2017: 19).
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The Internet has lately become a vital part of our lives because it serves many purposes. One
can find and learn many things online, do business online, and many other positive things but
the Internet caralsohave some downsides as weglhédophilia data tleft, etc.). The relation
between the Internet and social media can be twofold. On the onetirahdernet comes in
handy when one needs to reach the people in a way as to support them in fighting for their
rights. On the other hand, however, it canhmedause of street riots, wars, online riots, etc. if
maliciously used.
Internet serves to mobilize street protest. More often, protest takes place online. The
most common forms include online petitions, the hosting of campaign websites, and
large-scale vebal protests. The most radical is perhaps the hacking of websites. These

forms of contention may be found in blogs, Internet bulletin boards, online communities,
and podcast and YouTulbgpe web sites (Yang, 2009: 33).

The key concept that is most relevant in the political discoursbkamfluencethe mediahave

on the minds of public, and that is what the dissertation will hopefully demonstrate. Van Dijk
speaks of two types of power that exist on relatr@diai public, suggesting that the media

form the minds of the public, and hence has influence, or power on them, but also, there is the
power of the public with respect to the media, only in the shape of criticism, etc. Special access

to the minds of the public does not ilppontrol. Not only does the public have some freedom

in participating in the use of media messages, it may also not change its mind along the lines
desired by the more powerful. Rejection, disbelief, criticism, or other forms of resistance or
challengemy be involved and thus signal modes of
defined as a form of mind control is hardly unproblematic, as is the power of the media and of
the elite groups that try to accke®Bs the publ

Social media have undoubtedly contributed to new and revitalised forms of civic engagement.
However, the technological developmentle#media and communication also tends to nourish
an uncritical celebration of new participatory possibilities and notions of increased political
deliberation and engagement (Ekman, 2014: 79)e relationship between humans as
individuals, and collectives callbe summarised in the following:
All media are social, in the sense that they establish and maintain relations between and
among humans as individuals and collectives, increasingly across space and time. No
medium is more social than any other mediunmt. &ch medium is social in distinctive
ways. Secalled social media are distinguished by their potential for rtedmyany

communication, drawing on and feeding into networks oftorgne and ond¢o-many
communication, as well (Jensen, 2015: 1).
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Jensendrther claims thasocial media can be understood as a special vehicle of civil society,

manifesting a third force in society, beyond state and market QJe&2t:kb: 2).

As suggested above, social medraa very important factor in civiéndeavourso make the

world a better place, although, at timésey arealso a factor of civil destruction in a way.
Social media plays a role in political discourse as well. In other words, social media provides a
wider context for the interpretation of the refetial (metonymic) meanings &frexit, and its

pragmatic effects.

2.7.3. Collective Newspapers vs. Social Networks

The central part in news reception is the way we get acquainted with the latest news, i.e. whether

we receive it by means of readinglective dissertations or by means of social networks.
The concept of social network had long been used in the social sciences to represent the
connection, relationships and links that exists people and others very close to them;
particularly family andriends [3]. With the birth of new media and for that matter the
internet, a new platform seems to have been formed with which the agenda of social
networking is constantly delivered and that is the internet. It is for this reason that social
media networlng has been explained as the use of an internet platform to connecting a
person to his social networks [3]. Today, there are several websites specially dedicated
for the purpose of social networking and these websites continue to increase in number
of useas. The central question that needs to be answered however has to do with whether

social media networking is all positive with no consequences (Alalawi adeémibi,
2016: 2).

This chapter provides the differences between the two as well as how ¢hemdidffects the
public opinion. What is a soci al net wor k? il
within an organised group or communityo (Pl
newspapersn a traditional way (every morning a deliverpyigirl throws newspapes on
someoneds p o rnewspapenace reachderimg brehkéast). Nowadays, however, it

seems that such traditionalewspaperconsumption has been slowly replaced by social
networks. Today, almost every onlipeblicationhasits profile on social networks such as
Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, etc. The differebetween the twas the fact that when an

article is read on social networks, below the article, there is a possibility for you to leave your

comments, i.e. your opion regarding the topic, which is not the case when you read
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newspaperi a traditional way. In the latter case, once niegvspapers read, you have the
opinion, but you can share it only with people you get in such talks with. With social networks
that s not the case because once the comment is left below the article, it is accessible to
everyone reading the article, amaly asmall amount of censorship is present in such cases. Of
course, there are admins on such networks who are allowed to remqu®pragie comments
and block their authors. However, it seems that today such an inappropriate content is available
all the time on those networks, and that ultimately leads to other issues such as bullying,
development of hatred, spreading paranoia, &tciety hasindeed become a global village
due to those social networks as everyone can see you, what you do, what your opinions are
regarding many things, etc. Notwithstanding, that does not mean that it is a better way to live
our lives.Au contraire such an open access to both our personal and professional aspects of
life only makea contribution regarding what the society lately struggles with, i.e. the violence,
rise of criminal activity, general dissatisfaction in society, etc. There is anothier wath
respect to social networkghe problem of authorship. In collectimewspapes, there is always
an author of the article, whereas on social networks, there are barely any limit as to what is
being published and by whom. The problem of lackingatiorship in publishing via social
networks becomes worse as some people create their false accounts without a picture so their
identity is hidden. With those false accounts, those people still publish different things, leave
comments, share their opimioand in that way, contribute to generating public opinion. So, the
problem of authorship strikes as the central issue between those two ways of delivering news.
Social networking can influence not only the political, cultural, and social phenomena,
but dso the businesses. Social networking provides clear advancements in
communication and se#xpression. Businesses uses social networking to promote

products, concepts and services. But if not understood and managed properly, social
networking could costi reputation of business and individuals (Pupazan, 2011: 63).

Since it can destroy one's business, it can nonetheless destroy the public opinion regarding

variety of things, especially political issues suclBeexit.

Due to the fact thaBrexitis the topic very present in the British media, it was not a shock to
see people marching against Theresa May an@lexit deali the march took place several
days prior to the date the UK was supposed to leave the EU, tlee @th March 2019 he
protest in that sense aprimary metapharthe term which was introduced by Grady. . 4.

1., p. 44).The fact that people stand against May andBrexit dealis an example of the
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primary metaphorACTION IS BODILY MOTION because it relates the domain of physical
movement to the domain of acti@@rady, 1997: 103).

Apart fromthe physical activism presented by means of a protest, there isétsoaxctivism

and itcreates public opinion, as well as public activithe march however, did not result in

the British having to say again what they think about whether the UK should leave or stay in
the EU. Those who participated in the march were naiafled Brexiteers, rather, they were

Remainers who wanted their veito be heard once mare.

The importance of social networking is something we witness on a daily basis, as well as the
public activity which is a direct result of activities conducted on social networks such as
publishing controversial videos or statuses, leaving comments onlihehed status or shared

link to a specific article, or just being a passive contributor of the public opinion (such that
though, he or she publishes nothing, nor leaves comments, they are still influenced by what
others write about something). Social needliso afforchtwo-way interaction with an audience,
beyond any specific recipient. This form of communication falls under the termtmangny,

in which messages are broadcast to a wider audience that can then engage in an exchange (Spier,
2011: 4). Soal media is thus the bridge between the content of the news and acts undertaken
by the collective. It can have a variety of advantages on one hand, but given the quite negative
realia we witness daily, it has many disadvantages on the otherAmywhewho thinks that

social media has no influence on collective conduct is quite deceived.

2. 8. Political Discourse Analysis (PDA)

It is assumed tha&olitical Discourse Analysis a theory that explains the relationship between
politics and language as its basic operating. tbloé advocates of such theory include V. Dijk
(1997),Berglund (2012)PeSouza (2018Jtku & K ° r o(R0OR2Q), Elmiger (2020), etdts
rationale isbest llustrated by what Schaffner (1996: 201) claims:

When we think of politics, we think of it mainly in terms of the struggle for power in
order tosecure specific ideas and interests and put them into practice. This process of
manifesting a political will and transforming it into concrete social action is realised
first of all between political parties. In this process, language plays an impattarinr

fact, any political action is prepared, accompanied, controlled and influenced by
language.

17 Brexit referendumvote was held on 23 June 2016, and the majority of people voted fodb @it voted to
leave the EU, and 48,1% voted to remain in the Bdp$://www.bbc.com/news/politics/eu_refedeim/resultys
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One of the key strategies politicians often use is the exploitation abtlse them strategy.

fAln the domain of political discoursasis often used strategically to display involvement or

the lack of it, to equivocate, i.e. intentionally imprecise language. In natural social interaction,
usplaysa key role in establishing group membership, i.e. its use by speakers expresses distance
orsol i dar ity ovBiernackap2018e2d1§All fhésé pronouns play a role in the
discourse activity of negotiating positions and establishing iderf@igrnacka, 2013: 229).

One of the key strategieagpart from thausvs. them strategy, is the strategy of persuasion and

manipulation as well as abuse of pow#tore of the strategy in chapter&.(p. 199).

Within a more critical perspective, many analyses of social power, including those of
media power, usually imply references to power aithaeis, to various forms of the
illegitimate or otherwise unacceptable exercise of power, given specific standards,
norms, or values. For instance, manipulation as a form of media power enactment is
usually evaluated in negative terms, because mediated information is biased or
concealed in such a way that the knowledge and beliefs of the audience are changed in
a directon that is not necessarily in its best interest. To distinguish legitimate or
acceptable power from power abuse, | use the term dominance to refer to the latter.
Dominance usually involves processes of reproduction that involve strategies aimed at
the corinued preferential access to social resources and the legitimation of such
inequality (Van Dijk, 1995: 11).

Political discourse could not be objectivalpservedunless the audience is included in the

analysis
In the approaches | address here, the audience is conceived of as part of the discourse
mechanism. This is in contrast with more conventional assumptions about mass
communication which rely on the active selfigep s si ve recei ver fico

which is nav contested. The position of the audience may be one of the more salient
differentiating features of the various research paradigms (Cotter, 2001: 421).

The audience is also an important factor for the analysis conducted in the dissertation, as people
vote for those politicians they like, ap a r t y 0 sPoligioglaliscduase is basically a two
way street, i.e. politicians doing politics cannot work without the audience that will eventually

act upon what they are promised, and/ or what/whom they prefer
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2. 8. 1. TheBritish Press

Newspapers should be neutral and objective in order to be a good newgpayéer (1991:
1) argueghe following:

The journalist takes a different view. He or she collects facts, reports them objectively,
and the newspaper presents them fairly and without bimguagevhich is designed

to be unambiguous, undistorting and agreeable to readers. This profesdiosaket
common to all the news media, Press, radio and television, and it is certainly what the
journalist claims in any general statement on the matter.

Unfortunately, the language of many newspapers is not like that, i.e. it is often biased which
meanshhat i n such way, the publicbés opinion is
Tabloid newspapersare merely the latest and most marketable permutation of the
language of the people in periodicath. For many years however, regular periodical
print publication was rgricted to the wealthier classes and the poor had to make do
with more ephemeral literature. Poputewspapersof a particular sort, commercial
and orientated as much towards advertisers as readers, became an established part of

print culture in Britain only from the middle of the nineteenth century (Conboy, 2006:
1).

Three British tabloidhewspapes will serveas a source of examples for the conducted analysis
in the dissertationviz. the Sun, Daily Mailand Daily Mirror. Prior to the analysis, the

dissertatiorwill first provide a historic overview of the tabloidewspapes in the UK.

The birttplaceof tabloidnewspapersvas considered to libe U.S.A, although lhe pioneer in
format and regularities waBritain. The Daily Mirror from 1903 was the first attempt to
produce a regular popular ngvegerin this format, targeting a female readership witteavy
emphasis on illustratiofiln broader terms of connecting in its language to a popular reader and
aiming at the lower end of the social spectrum, this was not however a precursor of the tabloid
in anything other than size; neither was it a commesciecess (Conboy, 2006: 7)TheSurd s

rapid rise saw it power past tiily Mirror reaching a daily sale of over 1.5 million within

four months of its relaunch. By 1978 it boasted a daily sale of over four million.

It appealed in a complex way to women (Holland, 1983) and presented itself as a fun
product in tune with the liberated sexumores of the period and the growing affluence

of itsconsumerist orientatedaders. Even when tl&einbecame increasingly associated
with a rightwing populism, particularly with Kelvin Mackenzie as editor, it maintained
this populist momentum, followg the hegemonic shifts of the Thatcher and then the
Major years in its claims to represent the views and interests of the British working
people (Conboy, 2006: 8).
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When discussing the press, it is very importantriderliethe relation between the press and

politics for that matter. Oneannotoperate without the other.

fiMoreover, as argued at the outset, politics and the media have always, to some degree, been
interdependent: boundaries are blurred between entertainment and information, between private
and public domains, between politicians and celebrities, betweetidnatimedia and new
media and so forth(Wodak, 2009a, c, 2010).
Like never before, people are networked together, communicating opinions and
consuming information on a global basis, and at unprecedented speeds. In this way
politics has become increasipgnnovative, and a strategic understanding of the media
and its effects is now an essential aspect of being a successful politician. This kind of
political participation is, of course, dependent on affordable and easy access to the
Internetand oncompaitr | i t er acy. Paradoxi-gdamd gr,ad hé@r

iIs @ mechanism both for increasing democratic participation and for reproducing forms
of social inequality and exclusion (Wodak, 2012: 531).

Wodak speaks of interdependence of several faatothe process of public information, and
they are politicians, people (voterdpternet access, democratic participation, computer
literacy, social inequality, and public opinidaxamples of the phenomenon will be displayed

later in thedissertation

2.8. 2. News: What Matters?

An importantpart of political discourse is the abundance of newsighr@levant to a certain
country.Newsis what the public opinion is based on, and that is why political discourse is so
interesting to study a large displaypf news, the wayt is presentegdby whom, whom they are
addressed tcetc

News is a representation of the world in language; bedangaage is a semiotic code,

it imposes a structure of values, social and economic in origin, on whatever is

represented; and so inevitably news, like every discourse, constructively patterns that of

which it speaksNews is a representation in this sense of construction; it is not a value
free reflection of 'facts' (Fowler, 1991: 4).

This chapter deals with basic features of neavsl the criteria that need to be fulfilled for the
news to achieve its desired goalfie news media select events for reporting according to a

complex set of criteria of newsworthiness;news is not simply that which happens, but that
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which can be mgarded and presented as newsworthiflesa/ler, 1991: 13)Van Dijk says that

a lack ofeducation may seriously limit news understanding[ é ] powerl essness
limited (passive) access to masediated discourse due to a failurdftdly) understanchews

texts themselves or the events such texts are &b89%: 13/14)He also speakof sacalled

models which are for him, mental representations of an experience.

Thus, understanding a news report means that readers are able to construct a model in
their minds of the events the news report is about. Such a model may also include their
opinions about the event. Although such models represent readers subjective
understanding of evesitthey embody particular instances of socially shared knowledge
and opinions, about such things as riots, inner cities, poverty, blacks, or racism. Thus,
the knowledge and attitudes of the social group of the reader will determine the models
of what he or she reads in thewspaper

The structure of those model can be changed by means of how information is displayed in the
media. That will be obvious in thdissertatioras metonymic meanings tife lexemeBrexitis

how the structure of the model is changed, i.e. how the pisideing maniputed.

2.8. 3. Newgpapersss. Digital News

Lately, newpapershave been slowly replaced lolick journalism i.e. onlinenewspapersr
portals. Since we live in the 21st century and technology has (over)takdifedaralmost
every segment of it is not surprising that it affected the habit of reading as well. The habit
remained the same, but the way people get informed drastically changed itsicpacgde
nowadays read everything on the Internet. The nice habit of throvewgpapeon pe@ | e 6 s
porches before morning cup of coffee completely disappeared and it isexdusively
replaced by personal computers, tablets, cell phones, etc. What happened? Holhasome
digital newsbemmealmost the only way of getting informed?

Online newpapes are a critical case of how actors situated within established media

appropriate novel technical capabilities. Daily npafsersare a lucrative yet steadily

declining business. At the end of the twentieth century, they exhibited profit margins

higher than most industrial sectors and the largest share of advertising expenditures of

all media. However, the indicators of progresgeenomic decline (among them losses

in penetration of the print product and share of the advertising pie, and difficulties in

attracting and retaining younger readers) have not gone unnoticed by decision makers.
(Boczkowski, 2004: 3).
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The author claimshiat onlinenewspapersre actually ainewspapeof social and material

novelties and technicainovations buput in broader context2004: 3).

There are few most important advantages ftboewr e ad er s 0 fordine sepspapers v e .
are still mostly free of charge, often updated throughout the day, easily accessible for everyone
with an I nternet connection; ando(Bchoenpbact an be
et al.,2005: 246). The authors support the idea fi@ading pint newspapersontributes to
awareness of more public events and issues than using oelivepapersloe® (2005: 253).
Perhaps that is what timogulsof the onlinenewspapers/ant to achieve ultimatelyto cause
readers' smaller awareness on public events. The underlying motivation for such conduct is the
desire to hide the truth, to make the truth pretteceivethe reader in any possible wa the
whole thing thus resuttg in obvious manipulation.

Printednewspaperserve an important function for the public agenda: they widen the

horizon of those whose range of interests is rather shelspapeeffects research

has often confirmed the aptitude of pnm@wspaperso integrate marginal groups into

a community (see earlier). In our study, onlm®wvspaperserve an information elite

instead. Certainly, that may change once ontiee'spaperfecome more widespread

in society. So far, it appears that online and prewspapershape the agenda of their

audiences in different ways and are effective for different groBpsaenbach, Waal
and Lauf,2005: 254).

The underlying difference between regular journalism and click journalism, i.e. between printed
newspaperand onlinenewspapes is the targeted audience they are aimed at. In other words,

it seems that printegewspaperare aimed ahe majority of peogwhereas onlineewspapey

are aimed at kind of privileged ones as there are those who do not have the computer, let alone
the Internet and cannot access onfiee/spapes. As suggested above, it seems that the reason

for the development of onlineewspapes is the drive to include the marginal group (the
privileged ones) into the community, so their voice can be heard. That is why every published
article in onlinenewspapeyhas a possibility for people to make comments about the topic, i.e.

to give their opinionfiwhile many people choose to ignore the comments, we believe there is
much to learn from them about ourselves and the ways that people seek to exploit the value of
our social selvas(Fielder and Catalano, 2017: 21There is an interesting aspect of leaving

comments after the article is being read, and that is the&®Hough trolls have a rather

BiThe word (’)troll

60 does not originate from the mythic
It refers to fia ty

pe of angling in which a lure is d
the fhneabho @BL2: 547) . Hardacker (2010: 237) defines
sincerely wishing to be part of the group, while really aiming to cause disruption for their own amusement. This
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negative connotation, it is a fact that they are needtainlya part of making public opinion.

There are readers who read the comments, yet do not leave their own because they wish their
identity to be hidden, or they are too lazy to create a false profile in order to participate in the
discussion. Comments are a sfgpant part of creating public opinion, as wellrapresentation

of people's minds to some extent.

2. 8. 4. Contextas the Creator of Meaning

Linguistic context can be best explained in the wordslichael A. K. Halliday the founder

of Functional Linguistics, who claims:
But a language is not a system of linguistic acts; it is a system of meanings that defines
(among other things) the potential for linguistic acts. The choice of a linguistic act
the speaker's adoptioassignment, and acceptance (or rejection) of speechdolss

constrained by the context, and the meaning of the choice is determined by the context
(1975: 79).

In the analysis of metonymies found in British political discourse, the inextricable Fartiof
analysis belongs to context which is the factor which undoubtedly modifies the meanings of
words More specificallythe meanings dfhe lexemeBrexit are changed ithe light of who
uses it, to whom it is addresstdand how it is received, i.&n termsof the pragmatic effects
metonymy can haven this chapter thelissertatiordeals with how context is defined, what
criteria are relevant and why it plays such a sigaift role in generating meangf words.
This is especially evident in political discourse which represents an abundance of hidden
meanings, lies, making the truth prettier, éto sum up, it can be claimed that context is the
environment (circumstaes or factors by some scholars) in which discourse az¢8mng,
2010, 876) Contextcan be classified as follows:
1) Linguistic contexexpresses the relationship between the words, phrases, sentences and
even paragraphs. Linguistic context carekplored from three aspects: deictic;teat,
and collocation. In a language event, the participants must know where they are in space
and time, and these features relate directly to the deictic context, by which we refer to
the deictic expressions likbé time expressions now, then, etc., the spatial expressions
here, there, etc., and the person expressions |, you &k interpretations of the words
which occur in discourse are constrained by, following Halliday, theitexb
Collocation is not snply a matter of association of ideas.

2) Situationalcontextrefers to the environment, time and place, etc. in which the discourse
occurs, and also the relationship between the participants

definition can be broadened to also inclugeqppl e who seek to influence the
Catalano, 2017: 211).
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3) Cultural contextrefers to the culture, customs and background of epoch in language
communities in which the speakers papgate. Language is a social phenomenon, and
it is closely tied up with the social structure and value system of society

A discourse and its context are in close relationship: the discourse elaboreteseixs

and the context helps interpret the meaning of utterances in the discourse. The
knowledge of context is a premise of the analysis of a disc¢8mey, 2010: 876

878).

Obviously, one cannot coexist without the other, i.e. one generates the otheowtabvious
why context is so important when it comes to any type of linguistic analysis, especially
linguistic analysis othe main protagonists of the political discoufisg@oliticians.The same
author provides three roles a context may have:
1) Eliminateambiguity
Song distinguishes between lexical and structural ambiguity. Lexical ambiguity is the
ambiguity caused by words or phrases, whereas structural ambiguity is the one caused
by grammaticainterpretation of the sentence.
2) Indicate referent
To avoid repetitionywe usually use such words like I, you, he, this, that, etc. to replace
some noun phrases, or words like do, can, should, etc. to replace verb phrases, or then,
there, etc. to replace adverbial phrase of time and place. Therefore, context is of great

importance in understanding the referents of such words.
3) Detect Conversationdimplicature

The term conversational implicature is used by Grice to account for what a speaker can
imply, suggest, or mean, as distinct from what the speaker literally sayssaddduiced

on the basis of the conversational meaning of words together with the context, under the
guidance of the Cooperative Principle and its four maxims, i.e., Quantity, Quality,
Relation and ManngR010: 877/878).

As previously saida context isconditio sine qua nowhen it comes t@any linguistic inquiry,

i.e. any linguistic phenomenon requirdesowing thecontext to be fully understood. Those
phenomena can be analysed only when they include either linguisiinatronal context. This

is particularly apparentin political discourse which is the topic of tlissertation where

different political situations cause different contektall of that thus causing a variety of
pragmatic effects on the public. Tlissertatiorwill illustrate how metonymic mappings of the

lexeme Brexit used in different contestcause differenpragmatic effects: sometimes, the

lexeme is used to mearferendum,sometimesMay 6 s pol i t i ¢sometimes c o mp e
Johnsod s p oihconipéetengesometimeshe date of the exit from the Edometimes is

very vague and unclear what, etghich will be demonstrated ithe dissertation
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2. 9. Metonymic Mappings in Relation to Pragmatic Effects

Cognitive tools such as metaphor and metonymy have always been in the focus of interest of
manylinguists Since a lot of research work has been done on the part of metaphor, and how it
is used in political discourse and with what purposes, the topic dfgbertations metonymy,

i.e. metonymic mappings of the lexerBeexit.

Metonymy serves as a tool for referring to somethitgch means that, since metonymy is
used for referring, itan be considered asgenerator of meaning. This is especially vivid in
political discourse as politicians use metonymies often and extensively for many reasons, but
primarily because they want to achieve certain (personal) goals. To put it differently, politicians
want to maipulate with their voters, and such extensive (ab)use of metonymy is an excellent
way to do it.Moreover, Brdar (2007: 66) argues the following:

[ é] met onymy can be used to construe per

pragmatic effects) angrammaticalperspective grammaticakeffects). Let me provide

some brief examples of what is meant by metonymically construing the pragmatic

perspective. First of all, it has hardly ever been pointed out that one of the most

important textual functions ahetonymy is to enhance the cohesion and coherence of

the utterance. This comes out as such an obvious fact when metonymic chains occurring

in natural data in their context are carefully studied that it may even appear banal to state
them.

It is claimed (bid) that its referential function, providing a means of more or less indirect
reference, is the springboard for its use in-imeing of background assumptions, effectively
attenuating or attributing responsibility for some states of affairs, which odteains quite

inconspicuous.

Barcelona (2012: 254) conducted a research on the functioning of metonymy in
conceptualization, phonology, grammar and discepragmatic inferencing. His survey
provides evidence that metonymy is a conceptual mechanismféa@ritial schema) operating
under the lexicon (in phonological categorization and in the meaninggeardmatical
behaviourof certain morphemes), in the lexicon, and above the lexicon (motivating other
grammatical phenomena, especiallgrammatical recategrization, and partially guiding
discoursepragmatic inferencing, especially indirect speech acts and implicatures). The reason

for its multi-level operation is that metonymy is a fundamentally cognitive phenomenon.
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It is claimed that there are two rolesmetonymy in discourse and they include indirect speech
acts and implicatures.
A BEFOREcomponent for the whole scenario: The meton8B\T)EAKERG6S WI SH THA"
HEARER PERFORM AN ACTION FOR THE WHOLE DIRECTIVE SPEECH Admotivates an
indirect requestt need your help. | would like you to send a message to my mom telling
her I 61 | be awaAFTER component dor theendddesscenaribhe
metonymyA FUTURE ACTION PERFORMED BY THE HEARER FOR THE WHOLE DIRECTIVE

SPEECH ACTmotivates an indirect requesh , Rachel, dondét you s«
marry me nowhe said huskilyYou do care for me, dearest? You will say yes?

The second example of metonymy discourse is its guiding of implicatures. An
example involving a parl i amen-tAmappositemec dot
member of parliament (addressing the Prime Ministu): what can we expect, after

all, of a man who wears silk underpants?he prime Minister (rising calmly)Oh, |

woul d have never t hought the Rightdéds Ho
(Barcelona, 2012: 264).

Some scholars bring metonymy in close relation to pragmatic effects certain language use can
have on thespeaker.
Every process of language change necessarily begins with an ad hoc innovation. Strictly
speaking, however, the change is accomplished only when the innovation has been
habitualisedi.e. adopted by other speakers and diffused in a given speeatucim

These conditions hold also for lexical change, including semantic change induced by an
ad hoc trope (Koch, 2004: 15).

Barcelona (1997: 46) claims that the figurative reading in part depends on how much we want

to firead intoo the example.

Benczeq2005: 173) also investigated how meaning is affected by metaghdmetonymy

based nowmoun compounds which are activated by means of metaphor and met@tyeny.

talks about endocentric and exocentric compounds, the example for the formeppdaee,

whereas the example for the latter bebige-stocking®. In endocentric constructions, the
compound is the hyponym of the head element,apple treeis a kind of tree. Exocentric
compounds are fAheadl esso const rae attworbinthe i n  wk
meaning of a compoundb(d, 174). The analysis of nominal constructions is an issue of degree

which means that there are transparent expressions sapiplastree and opaque cases such

as red tape(ibid 195). There are plenty of exaples of both endocentric and exocentric

19 The meaning of the construction is wetlucated woman (Benczes, 2005: 174).
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constructions in English, both of which are understood with the help of cognitive tools such as
metaphor and metonymy. Needless to say, such constructions have different pragmatic effects
on the hearerThe phenomenon of compounds will be exemplified and analysed in the
dissertation oBrexit-based constructions (e Brexit deal, Brexit negotiation, Brexit date, etc.
being endocentric compounds aBokgret, Bremoan, etdeing exocentric compounds). The
examples will be illustrative of the pragmatic effects such use of compounds has on the
recipients of politicians promises. In other words, it willdd@minedvhetherthe meaning of

Brexitis extended, and if so, to what extent and with what kind of paaignmferencing.

So,whatdistinguishes metonymy from other tropsdirst and foremosthe total reliance on
the conceptual relation of contiguityT he dissertation will demonstrate how metonymy serves

to interpret politBrexti ansd utterances regardi

2. 9. 1. Euphemism and Dysphemism in Political Discourse

Political discourse is a place wheam abundance of linguistic phenomena can be found and
many things can be analysed from various perspectives. One can analyse political speeches
a phonological, morphological, syntactical, semantic, pragmatic level and many others.
Psychology, for instance, can stutlye body language of the politicians, i.e. reerbal
communication of the politicians and compare it to what is being actually arthadowever,

one must agree that the common denominator of all of the phenomena found in political
di scourse is the fact that politiciansod onl
their personal powenungry stomachs are fed, i.e. theitimbte desire is tbe in powerpe in

charge of all decisiomaking processes and be adequately paid f&olitical discourse ia

place where a lot deception takes pléacthat is how metonymy comes in the (spot)light.
Politicians use it to refer toifferent things, to hide the truth, to distort it, to make it prettier,

etc. All of these things mean that politicians use a lot of euphesvaschdysphemisrma to
manipulate the voters. Obviously, metonymies serve different purposes, one of them is creation
of euphemismmand dysphemisswhose first and foremost purpose is to manipulate the voters.

In this chapter we will see in what way euphemism ceetite space for manipulation.
Dysphemisms as a resultraktonymy being operative on the exampl8u#xitwere not found

in the analysed datasdte cefinition of euphemism ias follows fiThe majority of definitions

appeal to their main attributeability to substitute rude or foul lexis, which can causgatige

emotions, such as fear, shame and disgitsrkova and Shigapova, 2014: 105).

84



Euphemisrs are sweetsounding, or at least inoffensive, alternatives for expressions that
speakers or writers prefer not to use in executing a particoilamunicative intention on a
given occasioa There are several roles euphemisms have:

1) fito shield and avoid offense

2) to mistify and to misrepresent

3) to talk up and to inflate

4) to reveal and to inspire

5) to show solidarity and to help define the gang

6) tohave fun and to entertaifBurridge,2012: &1 71).

As suggested above, anphemism is actually verbal elopement we use when we deambt

to confront certain situation, or whenever we are in a tricky position

The aim of thedissertationis to illustrate metonymic (referential) meaningstlo¢ lexeme

Brexit, as well agnetonymyi basedeuphemisms on the example of the lexd3nexit.
Political euphemism is defined as follows:

Political euphemism is created in political life and serves political purposes. Generally
speaking, it is a tool for political participants to hide scandals, disguise the truth, guide
public thoughts when discussing social issues or events. In spite ef gmmmon

features political euphemism share with others, it has three typical features: greater
degree of deviation from its signified, more vague meanings and strong characteristic
oftmesl t s production refl ects pedruthand shiti | | ea
public attention off it By using such e
learning about the world as well as information transmission. Therefore, when reading
political discourse, we should be alert to some potential politicgboses hidden in
euphemismZ£hao and Dong2010:11871 120).

In the same way there ian euphemismwhich serves as a verbal elopement from tricky or
unpleasant situations, there is also its countefipartdysphemism which has the opposite
function.Gr a d <€ Ir a leandMii il (2011: 148)studied pragmatic effects of euphemisms
ancand from what they discovered, it is obvious why they are so ofteninigbd political
discoursethey are used as a strategy to create confusion, vagueness, ambiguity, uncertainty, to
manipulate the voters wne way or the other, etc.
The common traits of euphemisms and dysphemisms are their obvious reliance on a
cognitively and pragmatically conditioned network of functioning roles, and their
obviousdirectionality in pointing at certain features in the &rdomain via the source
domain. This is done with the clear intention of creating the following pragmatic effects:
the hiding of less favourable elements in the target concepts in euphemisms and clear

exposition of these in dysphemisms. The nature oktlghemistic and dysphemistic
taxonomic organization of concepts they designate is inevitably heterogenous, that is

85



heavily dependent on the social structure and cultural influences from different sources,
and along historical lines

It is claimed thatmetonymy is ata crossroads in terms of function and the effect it causes
(Grad€lral!l il 2811:d162Mihé iole of metonymy in formation of the
euphemism and the effect it has, could be summarised in the following: Implicitness is a
characteristic feature of euphemistic metonymy, which leads to complexity of renewal of
associative connections between a tatemotatum and a euphemism (Kara and Shigapova,
2014: 111)Impliciteness seems to be the crucial part of euphemisms ircpbtiiscourse, and
therefore one of the ways for misleading the voters. The examples latediasiatiorwill

support that claim.

The role of metonymy with respect to pragmatic effects, such as euphemisms can be
examplified in the following:
There are no words to express the tremendous gratitude that | carry as the result of my
d o n cselfless gift

The gift metaphor is occasionally reinforced by a metonymy oP#RT FOR WHOLE
type in which an activity is singled out as indicating thegpatit 6 s qual i ty of
transplantation.

A heart transplant is a miraclelt took almost two years for thmiracle to happen.

Closer to the middle part of our continuum, when donors and/or transplantees talk about
their experience in Internet fans, we find a range of conceptual metaphors, from
TRANSPLANTED ORGAN IS A LIVING ORGANISM to TRANSPLANTATION IS A MIRACLE

to the standardRANSPLANTED ORGAN IS A GIFT[ € ] ( Br da +Szabor@20:Br d ar
32171 322).

Brdar and BrdarSzabdinvestigated the role metonymy plays on the pragmatic effbeys
demonstrated that metonymies do in fact produce euphemisms in the medical discourse and in

that way minimize the negative connotations the diseases can have on the patients.

Littlemore (2015 22 - 24) investigated the same phenomerfocusing onthe PHYSICAL
WHOLE FOR PARTmMetonymy.Corpusbased examples of this type of metonymy include the

following:

a) The university will change its mind next week. (BofE)
b) b) The police turned up atbout 5.30. (BofE)
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In these examples, the whole university is used as shorthand for members of the University
Counci |l or Governing Committee, and O0the pol
These cases of metonymy are so subtle that some readers may questiGtathe as
metonymy, and see them simply as a literal use of language. However, their status as
metonymies is supported by the fact that expressions such as these are not possible in all

languages.

In contrastPHYSICAL PART FOR WHOLEMetonymy is rathemrare and often involve bodily parts

as in the examples:
a) The hired hands are here. (BofE)
b) A simple count of heads in and out of Britain. (BofE)

It is alsosuggested that is a pragmatic feature sfART FOR WHOLEmMetonymies that when

they are used ttalk about people, they tend to have a strong depersonalising effect as they
reduce the person to their most relevant attribute hieel handsexample above refers to the

wor ker so f it necowtofheadsxample simply refdrs to Wwhether not they

are here. Part for whole metonymies are prevalent in sexism and other forms of prejudice, as
we can see in thli scowlmbhm®dts bdeasnt itmbenyway men
of legs (BofE).

Moritz (2018: 58) has alstealtwith the phenomenon of metonymy and its pragmatic effects,
namely euphemisms, especially WA8ated metonymies in the speeches of George W. Bush
and Barack Obama.
America will help the Iragis so they can protect their figesi and secure their free
nation.(G.W. Bush) CAUSE FOR EFFECTPROTECTION FOR WAR.

(4) We also know the service does not end with the person wearing the u(ifarack
Obama) PART FOR WHOLE UNIFORM FOR SOLDIERS.

Example (3) is an instance of ntahcontiguity within the metonymic process, since the
vehicle PROTECTION and the targetWAR) do not exist nearby each other in physical
reality. An example of physical contiguity is illustrated in (4), since uniform and soldier
do coexist in physicakality.

Moritz (2018: 75)concludes that conceptual metonymy makes a perfect cognitive mechanism

for the formation of euphemistic expressions.

The metonymic processes in this corpus divert attention from the relevant concepts such as
WAR, ARMY andSOLDIERSandDEATH andDYING and highlight, push forward, elaborate on,
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expand, or change perspective to their contextually, situationally or personally more appropriate

aspectsLIBERTY, SECURITY, PROTECTION, WORK, FORCE, UNIFORM, SACRIFICE

3 DATASET AND METHODOLOGY

As it was said in the introduction, the aim of the dissertation is to see what happens with the
metonymic network oBrexitin the media discourse through time, as suggestedttymore

(2015: 9):i éa key idea for cognitive linguists is that metonymy draws on the relationship that
exists between the two items .WMeftralsiEntae par t i
dissertatiorwas done based on the resudétsievedfrom three British onlin@ewsg@apers(The
Guardian,BBC, Sky Newsand three British online tablasdDaily Mail, Daily Mirror, The

Sun. The dataset was collected and qualitatively as well as quantitatively analyse8ketitie

Engine® program The time perioctoveredin theanalysisfalls within a stretch oftime from
approximately the time whethe UK was supposed to leave the EiJ March 2019) until

around the period of time when the UK actually left the EU (January 2020).

Thedissertatiorwill examinewhether the meaning tielexemeBrexitchanges over time and
with respect teseveral external (extralinguistic) factors sucha@hanged situational context
(the transition at the position ¢fie PM first Theresaviay, then Boris JohnsQndifferent
political skills of both candidateshe fact thathe publicis getting tiredof the whole situation,
etc. The ptal number of wordsn the analysed dataset 5.326.558and is distributedas

illustratedin Table 1.

PUBLICATION TOTAL COUNT OF WORDS
Daily Mirror 216 322
Daily Mall 301 904
The Guardian 212 999
Sky News 133 533
The Sun 240 884

20 The access tSketch Enginés funded by the EU through the ELEXPSnfrastructure projechetween 2018
and 2022. The access is provideth@tostto theinstitutionsand applies tmornrcommercialuseonly. Start date
for using the program was on 1 April 2018 and end date is on 1 April 2022.
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Table 1. Distribution of words acrosataset

The btal number ofhelexemeBrexitin the datasetvas12 012times, and it will be analysed

with respect tdhe provided theoretical framework, primarily with respecthetaxonomy of
metonymies provided by Radden and Kévecses (1999) and with possible pragmatic effects that
those metonymic mappings may hawich is in line with the suggestionprovided in
Grad<€lralk!ljil anBrdaM2007)Bencze(P0A5kEt).

The results are normalised accordingdidand’'s methodology (2004pthat the total number

of thelemmaBrexitwas calculated by means of dividitigetotal number oBrexitby thetotal

number of words found in the dataset and multipligd 000.
12 012/ 1 326 558 = 0,009055 x 1000,855

This meanghatthelemmaBrexitaccounted for evernyinth word in the dataset, which is, one
must agree, quitabig number

The analysis relevant for tlissertationvas donan the followingfew steps. Firstly, all the
articles wherdsrexitis mentioned withirthe provided timeframéthat is theitURL addrességs
werecopied into theSketch EngineSubsetsor individual newspapers were created by copying
all the articlesfom eachndividual online newspaperFor example, if the lemmBrexit was
typed in the search box ®he Sursubsetthe following sets of hits were provided with several

examples for each set:

T modi f i er s anofdeafiBBexite hard Bréxit, & proper Brexatc.)

T nouns modi f iBreXitdbay, thdBr8xit Raryi, Brexit tdlks, Brexit votetc.)
T verbs with fA BddiverBtexit, taget Bexit foae; to calfcel Bresic.)
T verbs wit h i BBreitxriean® Brexi§ BrexitidiveseBrekit hésc.)

T ABr exi tdealarmaBexitra soft Brexit and a second referendeta.)

1

Prepositional phrasesf(Brexit, for Brexit, on Brexit, after Brexit, Brexit witbtc.)

Secondly, eaclsubsetwas analysedby inserting thdemmaBrexit in the search box of the
Sketch Enginand only two sets of results were analysed, nameltyu ns mo dBiefiti ed by
A a @RIr e x i/dr.fit shouttl be stressed, however, that some of the examples provided in the
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dissertation contain not only politicians' talking, but also journalists', comtoesitand other

commentarie$t

Relying on the referential nature of metonymy indicated by nouetynymic meanings of
Brexit were studied in different contexits KWIC lines as usedy differentactors Thirdly,
the headnoun collocate inthe collocation containin@rexit was toshow whether there are
changes with respect tilemetonymic network based dmelexemeBrexit For exampleBrexit
dealis the collocation that contaigrexitand itsheadnoun part islealwhich was subjected
to the analysis to illustrate whethigrere are changesith respect to referential meaning of
Brexit as a premodifierthat is whether the meaning expandss hi ft s from t hat
some other head noun in a specific time framethadituational contexof its written contexts
(cotexts) and pragmatic effects are studied and elaboratednosuch collocationgBrexit
premodifies nouns, and thus affett®r meaning Moreover, wsudisationsof the relationship
the lemmaBrexit has with other collocatetaken from theSketch Engingvhere the analysis
was conducteavill be illustrative of the network of collocates witBrexit After this type of
analysis, thee are two case studies of the slogassd by two PMs in the British medidnich
were analysedto reveal another perspective on wiiaexit may stand for. Thelogansin
guestion areBrexitmean®BrexitandGetBrexitdone usedby Theresa May andoris Johnson

respectively.

The last part of the analysis includesescription of the phenomenaglated to grammar that
is grammaticalrecategorizatiorof parts of speectwhich also may ba result ofmetonymic
mapping. Thalissertatiorwill illustrate how therecategorization takes place, and how it affects

the voters as the eadersof such discourse

Pragmatic effects of metonymy will be qualitatively explained with respect to euphemistic use

of Brexit use, i.eBrexitcollocates

4 RESULTS

21 This is also political discourse, according to van Dyke (1997: 13) who claims the following:

[ é] politicians are not t Ipditc Rronythepnteradtiona pomntof iesv ofi n t he
discourse analysis, we therefore should also include the various recipients in political communicative events, such

as the public, the people, citizens, the ‘'masses', and other groups or categoriesofideatis locate politics and

its discourses in the public sphere, many more participants in political communication appear on the stage.
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This chapter provides an insight into thesults ofthe conducted researciwhich will be
demonstrated in table format(Bxior to the table with results, there will be a section regarding
political partiality of each of the analysed newspapers which is a necessary piece of information
when analymg the possible meaning8rexit may have Then the table will present an
occurencenumber ofthe lemmaBrexit (expressed in percentages)d most frequently found
nouns that collocate with, ii.e. Brexit collocations Needless to say, throst important part of

the chapter belongs to tkeblewhich illustratesvhat the metonymic (referential) meaning of

the noun part of thBrexitcollocationis. The data will also be presented for each of the analysed

newspapers

4. 1. PoliticalBias of British Newpapersaand Tabloids

ANewspapera r e now acti vi st(RobertRestodie cul ture war s.

It is a welkknown fact that journalism should bee service that provides pieces of information
regarding the actual situation of a certain country, or a world in an objective (impartial) way.
Unfortunately, that is not often the case, and in egeryety there are alwaysewspaperthat

try not to hide their attachment to a certain political branch as opposed to the other. The reason
may be the fact thatewspaperare not independent as they should be. Rather, their owners are
sometimes people who, like we all do, have their malitworldviewwhich is then reflecteth

the way articles are written, i.e. on the way the information is being packed and offered to the
readers. In such a way, readersssmmehowmnanipulated, as their opinion is influenced by the
newspapethey read euwsy day. Obviously, politicians are not the only ones who manipulate
the voters by excessive use of metonymies, it is also up tethgpapeone reads every day.
Those two factors combined are an effective way of generating public opinion. The situation i
the UK is no different. Someewspapergean slightly more to right wing, some to left wing,
some lean to centre, whereas there are those who are thobghneutral.

Here in the UK, mostewspapersan be classed as lefing or rightwing, which means that
they will either backgenerally parties like Labour andthe Liberal Democrats or the
Conservatives. Left leanimgewspapersuch asThe Guardiaror The Daily Mirror are likely

to report stories itferently from right wingnewspapersuch asThe Telegraptor The Sun

22 hittps://www. fightingfake.org.uk/medibias(RobertJames Kenneth Peston is the UK's journalist.)
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Some majonewspapersre more guilty of political bias than othérs t 6 s been t hat

decades and decadés.

The BBC has a generally outstanding reputation around the world, but not so long ago their
radio bosses got in trouble when they gave too much airtime to people who denied climate
change was happening. The programme was actually trying to avoid looking likebiasad
towards climate change campaigners, but they ended up going too far, and looking like they
t hought climate change was stil/ a debate.

journalists**

The Guardianis for instanceleft-of-centre, prgressive, generally prBuropean, pravelfare

state, precivil rights, anttmonarchy, whereashe Suns describedy the followingwords
entertainment, "sensational headlines", some soft porn, sometimesvinghtlight on news

and politics, some say xenophobic and sexiste Daily Mirror is described using the
following: "left-wing, downmarket. [...] It remains the only nationaéws@perto support
Labour consistently'The Daily Mail is best described in the following: Staunchly righig.
Populist, rabidly conservative, atiurope, antimmigration, antitaxation, antiabortion, ant
permissive, concocted moral outrag@stish author, journalist, broadcaster and mental health
campaignerAlastair Campbell said: "It's very hard to see how we can be happy as a nation

when every day two million people buy tBaily Mail"?>.
When it comes t&ky Newsa general conclusiotannotbe made for sure.

Founded in 1988y Rupert MurdochSky Newss a British news organization, which
operates a TV network of the same name, a radio sewsce, and distributes news
through online channels. Sky News has sister outlets around the world such as Australia,
Arabia, and Ireland. Sky News has won numerous awards including in 2018, being
namedRoyal Television Societilews Channel of the Year, the eleventh time the
channel hadvon the awardin general, news reporting is balanced and low biased, with
opeddbs having a slight | eSkynNewsea$ frequenthn d e r
accused of having a righiting bias, however, the leféaning New Statesman does not

agree, and awludes thaSky Newss impartial?®

23 https://schools.firstnews.co.uk/blog/fakews/biasin-the-press(Updated on 31st Oct 2019)

24 https://schools.firstnews.co.uk/blog/fakews/biasin-the-press{Updated on 31st Oct 2019).

25 http://www.humantruth.info/uknews@pers comparison.htm{Updated g Vexen Crabtre019).
26 https://mediabiasfactcheck.com/skgws/(Updatel by D. Van Zandton 2/05/2020)
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The Guardians thenewspapemost associated with liberal mideddass Britain: the

worl d of quinoa, sustainabi | bestgnjogedwithc onc e
a flat white over brunch. Mockery aside, their investigative journalism is some of the

best in the business, and thewspapemwon with Pulitzer Prize for publiservice

reporting in 2014. Their popular style guide is written with asafdhiumour.

Describing theéaily Mail is hardi it is the trustechewspapeof oneanda-half million

people, but it also publishes such predictably sensationalist headlines that someone

created a todio generate them automatically is concerned about things that cause

cancer, house prices and immigratioand ifthereis a story that combines all three, so

much the better. Its website, Mail Online, is the most visited Englisjuage
newspapewe bsi te i n the wor I dsectiontofghe websitelthab ar o
focuses mostly on the failings of celebrities ore of the key draws for its 11 million

daily visitors.

Br i t ai -re@dsewspapgrowned by the same group as Times the Sunis the
newspapeto keep an eye on if you want to know the mainstream of British public
opinion. Thenewspapeclaims that its record of endorsing election winners is because

of its influence (take its famous 1992 headline on the surprise election of Johri Major

Al té&sSaum Wot Won 1to) but i1itds perhaps mo
mood of the country on the part of its editéfs.

When it comes tthe BBC, the opinion is based on age:

APeople over the age of 50 beli®BC is dominated by liberals, while students think it is part
ofarightwi ng establishment, té&eai®dofporationds ch

BBC is by far the most widely used source of news in the UK both online and offline,
and it is one of the most highly trusted sources of news. It is also more widely used as a
source of news than many of its peers among other public service media. According t
BBC itself, it also reaches more than 400 million people globally with newy exeek.

BBC is very widely used across the political spectrum. It is the most popular source of
news among both Conservative and Labour voters, and among both Leave amidl Remai
voters. ThoughBBC is slightly less trusted by people who identify with the political

27 https://www.oxfordroyale.com/articlestguideto-british-newspaper#ald=7b82f5f5cbbb-458a8cf9-
€917¢cc896d9¢Updated 28 March 2016)
28 hittps://www.theweek.co.uk/10050Hise-bbcbiasedUpdated21 Oct 2020)
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right than by people in the centre and on the left, it isagitrusted on the riglas major

conservativaenewspapers’

Left leaningnewspapersuch aslhe Guardiaror The Daily Mirror are likely to report stories

differently from right wingnewspapes such a¥he Telegraptor The Suri®

The pol it i crewspapdarssesummdrizetikigwse 4.
Left Centre-Left Centre Centre-Right Right
mirror.co.uk theguardian.com bbe.co.uk telegraph.co.uk dailymail.co.uk

newstatesman.com

buzzfeed.com

independent.co.uk

thetimes.co.uk

express.co.uk

thecanary.co

huffingtonpost.com

itv.com

thesun.co.uk

ft.com

breitbart.com

standard.co.uk

blogs.spectator.co.uk

bloomberg.com infowars.com
metro.co.uk

economist.com

Figure 4. Political bias of the Britismewspaper8 (https://www.fightingfake.org.uk/media
biag

Sky Newss not in the table, but it was said above that it belongs neither to left, nor to right

wing; rather, it is considered to be impartial.

After the political stance of eaalewspaperelevant for thalissertatiorhas been explained,

the results of the calucted analysis are presented in the following tables.

Brexit + | Daily Daily The Sun | The BBC Sky News
noun Mail Mirror Guardian
Brexit deal 6,65 % 9,04 % 7,9 % 4,51 % 8,19 % 10,4 %

29 https://reutersinstitute. politics.ox.ac. uk/isiview/bbeunderscrutinyhereswhatresearcktells-aboutits-
role-uk (Updated by Prof. Rasmus Kleis Nielsen, Dr Ar8chulz, Dr Richard Fletcher on Friday 28 February
2020)

30 https://schools.firstnews.co.uk/blog/fakews/biadn-the-press{Updatedon 31st Oct 2020)

31 Note In the UKthe left is represented Iogd, the right bylue.
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Brexit 2,69 % 0,51 % 0,45 % 0,53 % 1,63 % 1,29 %

negotiation

Brexit 1,14 % 0,51 % 0,58 % 0,83 % 2,42 % 1,37 %
process

Brexitplan 2,04 % 2,07 % 0,40 % 0,53 % 1,03 % 1,06 %
Brexit 0,46 % 0,14 % 0,13 % 0,47 % 1,03 % 0,76 %
agreement

Brexitdelay | 0,40 % 0,80 % 1,31 % 0,23 % 0,42 % 1,29 %
Brexitdate 0,24 % 0,23 % 0,13 % 0,41 % 0,91 % 0,38 %
Brexittalk 1,86 % 0,51 % 0,99 % 0,77 % 0,84 % 0,61 %

Table 2. Distribution ofmost frequenBrexit+ noun collocationacrossanalysedritish

newspapers

Table 2 demonstratethat the distribution of th8rexit collocates is rather equatith slight
exceptions which may be ascribed to the word count of the particular subset and/or other factors.
No deflection worth emphasizing is notédhe political bias of the newspapeiubd therefore,

not be deduced from the results presented in Table 2.

Unclear occurrence ddrexitis pretty highwhich is suggestive that political discourse is very
misleading, and that the public interest is always behind politicians' gowery appetites.
The biggest number of unclerexituse is in thesky Newsvhich is over 34%, whereas in alll
othernewspaprsthe number is still over 10% which goes hand in hand with the above said
mediadiscoursdends to be vergnanipulative. In general, it can be concluded that the numbers
are more or less the same across all nbeispapersespecially given the fact dh some
newspaperare more prone to the right wing, some to centre, some to left wing, and some are
politically impatrtial, i.e. neutral. When the numbers regarding metonymic mappings are
combined across aflewspaperst could be said that the researslobjective toa great extent

as there are two riglwing newspaperstwo centre to lefving newspapersas well as two
politically neutralnewspapersand for example, in case Bfexit dealin all newspapershe
number is around or slightly less than 10%. RegarttiagollocationBrexitdelayit should be
pointed out that in som@ewspaperthe collocation is used not as a means of deéayse but
Johnsofs handling ofBrexit, i.e. his political skills.The Daily Mail, althougha right-wing

newspaperseems not to be that proneJwhnsorregarding the delayit is illustrative of his
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political skills. Inthe Daily Mirror, however, the collocation is used to shadwhnsoras the
onewho broke his "do or die" pledge to leave the EU ofi Gttober 2020 he is negatively
presented which is not very shocking having in mind thainteew s p ggligcal étand is
centre to left. May'8rexit deal used inright inclined The Sunis illustrative of conservative
dissatisfaction with May's handling &frexit In The Sun the collocation used in context of
JohnsonmeansThe Suntakesa neutral stand towarddohnsofs premiership. May's and
Johnsots Brexitdealis used in a rather neutral toneSky Newsthere are no preferences over
either of the two politicianddowever,arather negative stand on both PM®bviousin The
Guardian regarding the delay both politiciansare presented as incompetent, May slightly
more. INBBC however,Johnsofs Brexit delayis used to illustrate him as arrogabntastful

politician.

In the following chapters there is a table with the results fauad thenewspapers conducted
in the analysisThe results are presented quantitatively and qualitatively, inathaimber of
most frequently useBrexit+ noun collocations arenlisted in the first columaf the tableand
the referential (metonymic) meanings Bxfexit within those collocations are enlisted in the
second column, respectivelylso, the total number of words per eadkewspapers given, as
well asthe total numberof the lexemeBrexit to illustratehow often it is usedvioreover, in
those tables, there will meveralBrexit uses whereit is completely unclear from the context
what Brexit refers to.Such vagueness of meaning leads to manipulationceeation of the

public opinion

Additionally, the results were presentedSketch Engingisualisations, i.e. itheform of word
clouds The images taken from theSketch Enginsoftwareand it illustrates the network of
collocates withBrexit The sectionDiscussion and Analysipresents théehaviour of the
metonymic network oBrexit through time that is, whetheBrexit always entails the same
referential concepts, afr it expandsts network of meaningsver time depending on a variety
of situational contexts such dsferentPrime Ministes, the fact that people of the UK aneed
of the wholeBrexit thing, etc Moreover,the language of the press has its purpose, it is some
kind of a strategy
The use of a range of language specific to a particular newspaper is an editorial strategy,
among many others, which enables a readership to be targetethnghage of the
popular tabloid press in Britain is as accurate a prediction of the assumed social class

and income of its readership as the advertisements and news conteiy(C006:
14).
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Conboy (2006: 15) investigated the phenomenon ofabkid papers and what diffamtiates

them from other types of papers and concluded that an essential part of tabloid news values is
the exaggerated foregrounding of sensation
sensation and human interest metiad the tabloids tend to feature people at the extremes of
human experience and behavioRegarding the bias of certain papers, Con{k806: 48)
concludes that this bias is even more pronounced in the tabloids as they exaggerate the

nationally specificyhile in the main ignoring international news

Brexit+ noun Daily Mall

Brexitdeal economic turmoil; disunity; retaining trade independeldcdinsots
political ambition; May's political portrayal; ultimatum (for May); t
guestion of the Iristbackstop; political blackmailing; new custor
arrangementJohnsonvs. May); mess; uncertainty for citizens g
economy;

Brexitnegotiation | desire for new approach; fear froBrexit delay of investment
increased inflation; tighter financial conditions; trading relati
between the UK and the EU; lack of confidence (in May); difficult
handling of the overseas territory; (May's adohnsofs) political
skills; rights of peoplefinancial divorce settlement; soft border w
Ireland; date (29 March 2019); political turmoil; free movement ag
310 mile frontier between NI and Ireland; citizens' anxiety; (uf
May) Tory unity;

Brexit process new referendum; unclarity; Conservadi leadership contes
acceptance or rejection of a deal; extension to Article 50 Withdr
Agreement; extending transition period; outcome, i.e. exit from
EU; retaining the US investors; wooing the voters (manipulati
playing on the unity card);

Brexitplan unknown; longterm uncertainty; the fight between May and M
May's ruin; May's manipulation by means of MPs accepting May's
to win the election; mockingohnsonfor his do or dieBrexit deal;
cause of resignations (David Davis al@hnsn); May's defeat; nev
leadership contest; free trade deals with the UK @&tekit, avoiding
hard border; May's credibility; capitulation to the EU; dissatisfac
of the British (with May); May's loss of ministers; a mess; Mg
historic defeatpribery;

Brexitagreement | fear from second referendum; the end oMay; May'sstubbornness
the date 29 March 2019; May's portrayal as a politicisirg y

resignatiorandJohnsorbecoming a PM; leaving the single market ¢
staying in the EEA (Norway @e);

Brexitdelay political mess amongst opposition; Europdarliamentelection 23
May 2019; May's poor political skills; lack of Parliament majority
Johnsonincrease of uncertainty;

Brexitdate 29 March 2019; 31 October 2019; playing gameteieive the public
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Brexittalk

possibility for a united Ireland; the fall of house prices; unc
political situation; EU's mockery on the UK handli@rexit 4
fundamental freedoms (goods, service, capital, people) which a
negotiable political plotting against May; Britain's refusal to

"isolationist" afterBrexit May's plea for a delay; resolution of t
border issue; second vote on Brexit, the rise of the Right; reopenir
of the Withdrawal Agreement; May under pressure tovdeBrexit

POLITICAL
BIAS

right-wing

Table 3. Metonymic meaning of the nominal head of the collocation ®xitin The Daily

Mail

Brexit+ noun

Daily Mirror

Brexitdeal

May's continuous defealphnsots portrayal as a good

politician (he deliveredrexit); Labour's unclear vision of whether t
UK should stay in the EU; blackmailing and battling with
opposition; confusing and misleading the voters; keeping the tran
period until 31December 202089-billion-pounddivorce bill; May's
determination; avoiding death threats by supporimignsofs deal;

Brexit negotiation

unfair economic treatment for the UK; portrayal of M3
incompetence due to many resignations in her governr
Conservative Party'allegedopinion onBrexit; Johnsofs try to divert
attention on MPs as a means of hiding the truth aBoestit, change
and renewalJohnsofs words);

Brexit process

influence on holidays in the UKdifference of opinion amongs
opposite parties regardimyexit, political fight for power; worry abou
the future of the UKportrayalof May as incompetent; division of th
country;

Brexitplan

political calculations; May's ignorance regardpastBrexitsituation;
May's battered authorityohnsofs confidence in himself; two borde
in NI; softer trading terms with the EU and stronger civil protec
rights (by Labours); different competences of May alwhnson
expensive cost for the count(4.4. billion pounds); unhappines
amongst Tories under May because of the Irish backstop; May's d
damaging and dangerous conseguences;

Brexitagreement

Johnsofs success (as he managed to deBrexit)

Brexitdelay

humiliation for Johnsona possibility of a naleal Brexit on 31 Oct
2019 (Halloween dateyomethingscary, unknown; putting the de
into the law; political battle between the opposite parties; portray
Johnsofs (in)competence; triggering the BenotAi.e. request for a
extension tdrexit until 31 Jan 2010;

Brexit date

31 Oct 2019; political accusations amongst Tories and the La
portrayal of May's incompetence;
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Brexittalk

uncertainty and country's divisiodhphnsofs broken promises; playin
filthy political games; deal which needs to be reached until 31 Oct
(underJohnsoix

POLITICAL
BIAS

centre to lefiwing

Table 4. Metonymic meaning of the nominal head of the collocation ®rdxitin The Daily

Mirror

Brexit+ noun

The Sun

Brexitdeal

persuasion; May's resignation as PM; uncertainty; political chaos
fight between the Leavers and Remainers; economic tur
unresolved question of the Irish backstop; tensions amc
Conservative Party; ultimatum (for Mayphnsofs political ambiton;
May's defeat; increase of the risk; Party's (Conservative) disu
retaining trade independence; political blackmailing; new cusi
arrangementJohnsorvs. May); mess;

Brexit negotiation

torture; second referendum, election; loss of trusMiay; May's
political skills;

Brexit process

playing political games; May's loss of control regardiBgexit,
different viewpoints amongsBrexiteers; something endless; b
indices for leading politicians; political (opposite parties) war;

Brexit plan

samething vague; May's poor political management; Conserv
Party is a mess; May's plan refers to May's political death; pla
political games by accusing each other,

Brexitagreement

blackmailing the public; playing filthy gamegohnsofs political
skills;

Brexitdelay date (22 May, 30 June, 31 October); May's personal and po
character; means of hiding political war between opposite pa
May's incompetence; future relationship between the UK and the
ultimatum forJohnsorand May;

Brexitdate 29 March 2019; 31 Jan 2020;

Brexittalk accusations; fear of spreading the coronavirus; difficulties for N
future relationship between the UK and the EU; 2 options: stayir
leaving the customs union; means of hiding the real ipaey
problems;disagreemenbetweerilories and Labour;

POLITICAL

BIAS right-wing

Table 5. Metonymic meaning of the nominal head of the collocation ®ixitin The Sun

Brexit+ noun

The Guardian
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Brexitdeal

May's resignation because Commons approved May's deal; May
of control; May's defeat; split amongst Tories; May under pressy
ask for a delay until 30 June; resignation of ministers due to N
leadership incompetence; international concern tabtbility in the
UK; political battle between May and possible successors; 2 ba
for 4 years (undedohnsoit restriction of immigration (under May
May being homophobic politician; the status of the Irish border
Brexit, expression of patriotism and unity (undehnsoiy betrayal of]
the NI (when the trade barrier was put along the Irish Sea);
business conditions (undelohnsoly uncertainty for investment
(underJohnsol political battle between the opposite st

Brexit negotiation

chaos and disarray (under May), May's acknowledgment of d
(illustrative of her integrity); May's humiliation; political accusatic
to divert attention; beginning and not the end of an era (unthersoi
the issue of Gibradir; unclear situation;

Brexit process political accusations; May's loss of control; May's shaky position
PM; a promise almost impossible to achies@nethingcontroversial;
trade and free movements betweaha UK and the EU; difficulties
effects on trade, prosperity, etc.;

Brexitplan May's defeat; May's confidence in receiving the support; disagree

within Tories and resignations (under May);

Brexitagreement

looser economic relations with the EU (undehnsoi uncertainty; 3
things intact (money, Irish border and citizens' rights) in cas
leaving transition period without a deal;

Brexitdelay

deception of public by means of political accusations; May's poli
calculations with the aim not tordak the promise given to Britig
people; May's humiliation;

Brexitdate

May's failure and EU's control of the exit date; May's encount
difficulties for seeking extension; 29 March 2019, 12 April 2019
May 2019; 31 Oct 2019, 31 Jan 2020; econorsjeat of premiershi
(Johnsofts divorce bill is cheaper than May's); uncertainty regar
31 Jan 2020 exit;

Brexittalk

humiliations to domestic policy; putting personal interest in fron
public interests; trade and economic relations with the EU Bfexit;
Irish border, citizens' rights and divorce bill (undehnsoix chaos;

POLITICAL
BIAS

centre to lefiwing

Table 6. Metonymic meaning of the nominal head of the collocation ®r#xitin The

Guardian

Brexit+ noun

BBC

Brexitdeal

future relationship with Europe; disagreement between opp
parties; public's tiredness; Mayiss; blackmailing and battling wit
the opposition; confusing and misleading the voters; keeping
transition period until 31 December 2020;
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Brexit negotiation

risk of disorderlyBrexit (under May); lack of confidence in May
abilities; second referendum; renegotiating another deal; ge
election; cancellindBrexit May's political defeat; brighter future fq
the UK (after May's deal's accepted); May's-pelftrayal as a UK’
saviou; somethingunclear for everyone; the future after exit; Ir
backstop as a means of avoiding hard border; reflection of N
character (persistent, geatiented); difference in approache Bi@xit
(Johnsonwanted to deliveBrexit at any cost; May r principles);
bad conditions for Scotland (unddohnsol disruption and chao
amongst Conservatives;

Brexit process

government's leadership; resignation of ministers (under N
extension until 30 June 2019; May's political futureicertainty;
playing games by means of accusing each other to deceive the |
affecting housing market;

Brexitplan

another referendum; leaving without a deal, pursuing a c
economic arrangement; a plot against May (frQonservatives)
innerparty dissatisfaction with May's leadership; unclarity regare
businesses in NI; disagreement between opposition;

Brexitagreement

May's resignation if her deal accepted; May's defeat; rows bet
Tory Brexiteers; trade relationsetween NI and Ireland and oth
countries;

Brexitdelay date 12 April 2019; political blackmailing (if there was a delay, N
would receive a support from Commons); different political style
EU countries regardingBrexit date 30 June 2019Johnsofs
determination and strong leadership;

Brexitdate date of exit 29 March 2019; 30 June 2019; 12 April 2019; poli
conditioning of May; May's resignation (if her deal passed thrg
Commons); affecting peoples' permanent residency;

Brexittalk May's political skills; avoiding uncertainty; diverting attention w
irrelevant things;Johnsofs political skills; confusion and vaguene
May's political stand oBrexit;

POLITICAL

BIAS neutral

Table 7. Metonymic meaning of the nominal head of the collocation ®rxitin the BBC

Brexit+ noun

Sky News

Brexitdeal

future relationship with Europe; disagreement between opp
parties; public's tiredness; May's logshnsots hypocrisy regardin
Brexit, expression of patriotism; date 31 Jan 2QRnsoH s e X

political skills (he deliveredrexit); uncertainty (under May); delg
until 12 April 2019; May's political defeat; disagreement amo
Tories; delay until 22 May 2019; fear of staying in customs un
unstable and insecure jobs, economy aedple's livelihoods; th
agreement is a part of the UK law; disagreement with NI regat
Irish backstop,Johnsois bragging as he deliver&iexit;
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Brexitnegotiation | May's reputation as PMlohnsois election promise; general lack
confidence in Mg, May's party management; May's loss of cont
resignations of ministers in May's government;

Brexit process no-deal is a possibility; working out unresolved issues and uncerts
neverending story; saga which British are sick and tired of; divis
and incompetent leadership; slowdown on housing market; N
promise regarding no border checks and protection of the i
territory;

Brexitplan May's poor leadership skills; criticism of May; no solution to deal \
the impassejohnsofs defeat in the Commons; different approache
Brexitfrom opposite parties; revoking Article 50; second referend
May's deal; May's deal plus customs uniad aingle market access
standard free trade agreement:deal Brexit Johnsofs failure to
leave the EU on 31 Oct 2019; dissatisfaction with May's handlir
Brexit May's given support form Angela Merkel; disagreement in
Conservative Party;

Brexitagreement | rise of Nigel Farage; minorizing Theresa May for not reaching
agreement; political war amongst opposition; deception regardin
alignment between NI and the Republic; May's leadership ¢
expressed in numbers (95% of the dettlesd); the risk of introducing
backstop arrangements;

Brexitdelay no confidence in May; means of argument between MPs (as
wanted a delay) andohnson(who told the EU he didn't want one
something that is better than-deal Brexit May's promiseto step
down as PM; "Trump moment", i.somethingstupid; pressure on MR
from May on supporting her deal; the date 22 May 2019 (if appr
by MPs) or 12 April 2019 (if rejected in a 3rd meaningful vote);
confidence in May's government;

Brexit date extension till 30 June 2019; 12 April 2019; delay to 29 March 2
flexibility over the real exit date with delays and extensions inclug
Brexittalk clarity (under May's premiership); UK's boundness to EU policy {

Brexit); trade is the focusf PM's questions; UK's refusal to apply t
European Convention on Human Rights; mutual accusations be
May and Corbyn; the issue of the Irish backstop;

POLITICAL
BIAS

Table 8. Metonymic meaning of the nominal head of the collocation ®rxitin Sky News

neutral

The results regarding whBrexit may refer to in British political discourse are enlisted in the
following chapters in a table format for eawdwspaperPossible meanings anearkedin bold

and italics.
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4. 2. Daily Mall

TOTAL
NUMBER
WORDS:
301 904

OF

TOTAL NUMBER OFBrexit USE 3,211 times as a noun + 14 tim

as an adjectivealtogether3,225times

MOST
FREQUENT
COLLOCATIONS
WITH Brexit

Brexitr ef er s t o é.

Brexitdealappears
217 times(6.7 %)

future relationship with Europe May's Brexit deal meang
disagreement between the opposite partigsblic is tired of Brexit;
May's lost(by 58 votes her deal was rejected)hnsoris hypocricy
(he voted Remain on 2016 referendum, but then was a great suf
of May's deal); expressing patriotism on the basisf deal -
manipulation; it is used as a meanspposite parties working togethe
(to reachBrexit); May'sBrexitdeal means thdhe UK is stuck in EU'S
customs uniorwhich is whatJohnsoris not approving manipulation
by means of "spitting" on the ppsite view; May's political skills
(persistent as her deal was three times rejected, hypocritical as s
a Remainer prior to becoming a PM, et@)) ultimatum for May- to
quit as PM when the deal is passed in Commopslitical chaos

May's defeat May's try to win over Eurosceptic MPsalso indicative
of May's political skills; a fight between Leavers and Remai
(Leavers would rather accept -deal than May's deal, where
Remainers would do anything to prevent adeal);the problemswith

the Irish backstop it also meanglesires of other political men i
power suchas Trump (who wishes UK to import chlorinated chick
and GM food irBrexitdeal); it also meansveryone is united in one
May should step down as PMillustrative of hav no-one reached

goal- Brexit, but someone had to be scape gmaanipulating with the

voters; it also meansew PMafter May, new successor;

Brexit negotiation
appears69 times
(2.13%)

a desire for new approachnew leadership fear from outcome
settlement of overseas territgrydelay of investmentincreased
inflation, tighter financial conditions lack of confidence trading
relations afterBrexit between the UK and the EUlifficulties the UK
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is encountering May's bad political skillas she had difficulties withi
her own party and how it badly affected the course of negotiations
in a context of "taking control" of negotiatiermanipulating with the
voters as it is unclear what the phrase "take control" entails; pot
leades of Brexit negotiationshandling the issue of British overses
territory, i.e. Gibraltar which depends on the future -HK
relationshipithe preparation for a possible ndeal Brexit; the rights
of EU citizens in the UK and UK citizens in one of 27 Bdember
statesthe EU is satisfied with 3 things financial divorce settlement
rights of EU people in the UK and soft border with Irelanilay's
handling of the negotiations meahs country is in a political turmoi
Johnsofs and May'sBrexit negotidions are largely the same wi
respect to trade and travel arrangemeantsnplications regarding
Northern Ireland and EU member Ireland finding the way to
maintain the free movement across the 3dfle frontier between
Northern Ireland and the Irish Repblic; May's portrayal as a bad
politician who is handlingBrexit badly; May beingan accidental PM
who is doing the job nobody else wantedr&solving tensions on botl
sides- the UK and the EU easing the anxiety for EU citizens livin
in the UK; uniting the Tory party (under May's premiershipka
possibility of a nedeal Brexit scenariq fear that it would be evel
worse afterBrexit; May's promise for stepping down as PMhen the

negotiations enter the next phase;

Brexit process
appears 37 times
(1,14%)

new referendumunclarity, Conservative leadership contegblitical

games and accusationgither "softeBrexit' or extending transitior
period (underJohnsofs premiership), playing political games a
somehowdiverting the attention fron the process on the possibility

a new leading coalition consisted of Lib Democrats, Labour and S
(Scottish National Party which wants independence) (led by Corby
Parliament's control of theBrexit process if May fails to reach th
deal until 22 Feb 2019extension to Article 50 withdrawal proces

(something May requestedathetic wooing to votersot losing the
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US investorsplaying on the "unity” card ("a more united nationrl
by May)

Brexitplanappears
66 times(2,04%)

"unknown; long-term uncertainty; political war between May an
MPs (that's why they rejected her deal 3 timédgy's ruin; making

fun of Johnsoris "do or die" Brexit deal resignations of David Davig
(Brexit secretary) andlohnson (foreign secretary) and a leadersh
contest assuring Irish people that there wouldn't be a hard borglé
May's questionable credibility May's failure regarding Brexit;

Cabinet sellout and capitulation to E{dllusion (Donald Tusksaid);
May'sBrexit plan isthe cause of D.Raab's resignatidine wasBrexit
Secretary)sport's determinationthat May's favourite crickett playé
Geoffrey Boycott has); May's forging of the "united natidohnsots
accusing May of surrendering to Brussethssatisfaction withM a y

deat May's loss of ministersi.e. their resignationsnstalling Corbyn
to 10 Downing Street if May's plan didn't get through the Parliamet
(May's9 a messMay's historic defea(432 to 202 votes)ribery from
May to DUP(she gave 1 billion pounds to get supportBoexit);

Brexit talk appears
60 times(1,86%)

a united Ireland is a possibility afteBrexit; Brexitdivorce talks meat
the fall of house pricesunclear political situation and complicationg
regarding negotiationsEU's mockery on the part of the UK and ho
the Brexit was being handledfour fundamental freedoms (capita
service, goods and people) are not negotiakpeoritising Brexit
negotiations over Presidency of the Coun(scheduled for the secor
half of 2017);plotting (by Oliver Letwin and Dominic Grieveggainst
May on leadingBrexit negotiations Johnsors love promiseto his
girlfriend Carrie SymondsgettingBrexitdone ly ChristmasJohnson
not being afraid of the forthcomir@yexittalks May's failure to secure
a progress regardingBrexit negotiations Britain's refusal to be
"isolationist" after Brexit; details on future relationship between N
and the Irish republic afterBrexit; deadlockas British politics is in
turmoil; May needs a minority government which would be forr

from NI DUP andEuroscepticnembers of her own partyMay is

under pressured reach the deal and deliveBrexit; opposite parties
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can't find common grounds regardindrexit - it results in voters
being somehow deceived and their attention drawn towards
accusationsnsteadof being drawn tdBrexit May's plea for a delay
reopening of Withdrawal agreemenBcottish accusation that May's
deal wasn't@methingthey would support as May made only cosm
changes to itcriticism on relation TrumpMay (he criticises he
handling ofBrexit, and she is criticising his retwemsgi farright British
antiislam videos)porder issue to be resolvedushing for a general
election if the talks faileglsecond vote oBrexit and, consequently th
rise of the Right the row between May and Jean Claude Junck
(according to the poll) small amount of voters agree with how May
handlingBrexit, May's loss of credibility no investing due tdrexit

frustration

Brexit agreement
appears15 times
(0,46%)

not seeing eye to an eye with the opposition; fdesm Corbyn
forming a minority government which would allow the secot
referendum the end of heresaMay; May's stubbornnessas she
pushed the agreement (deal) so many times, even though the Par
wouldn't support itjeaving the bloc was due on 29 dkth, 2019 a
possibility of a Norwaystyle Brexit agreement which would mea
staying in the EEA (European Economic Area) and leaving the s
market; May's dedtiple rejection tends to illustrate her as a politici

May's resignation andJohnsonrs becoming the PM

Brexit delay
appears13 times
(0,40%)

a possibility for Corbyn to cometo No 10 (Johnsonwarns) -

manipulating the voters by "spitting” on the opposition Eurof
Parliament election on 23 May, 2019 and presenMuay's poor
political skills as her deal had been rejected 3 times; playing gan
mislead the voters (first, MPs said they didvant a nedeal scenarig
but rejected May's deal 3 times, however, they are in favor of the d
due toBrexitdelay he requested as he was compelled to under the
Act, Johnsonacks majority in Parliamenglaying gamegJohnsorand
Macron tried to engineer a swift in order to prevent another de

raising uncertainty,
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Brexitdateappearg planneddate 29 March 2019May's attempt of changing the date
8 times(0,24%) , . . , ,

leave by first getting Parliament's approvdiy's lossof the vote of
no confidence- suggestive of her bad political skill3phnsoris "do
or die" Brexit date of 31 Oct, 201 9laying gamedo reach the desire
goal (May was trying to find allies in EU leaders who are oppos¢
EU's migration policy Austian Chancellor Sebastian Kurz and Cz¢
counterpart Andrej Babis in order to get a more flexible approa

regarding extension of the date of leave);

Not clear what "Brexit meansBrexit' slogan- very unclear; the phrase "to deliv
Brexit refers to
appears611l times
(18.7%)

Brexit' - what, exit on what terms? GBtexitdone?

Table 9. Metonymic mappings dBrexitin Daily Mail

block

prevent be
mean want

et affect have
g back mean i

delay go delay do

soft happen

Xltae?ﬂ Deal

cancel ggy StOP

Madam
become

Secretary p|an

no-deal

\
deal tai supporer haTd, T

Visualization by (s Davis Process
7S Barnier

vote

referendum

Figure 5. Most frequent collocatiaswith Brexitin Daily Mail (taken fromSketch Engine

Figure5illustrates the most frequent collocations wiitexitin the Daily Mail. The bigger the

word cloudin which the word that collocates wirexit, the bigger the occurrence of the
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collocate in the dataset. As one should exghelemmadealis in the biggesivord cloud and

the collocatiorBrexitdealindeed iSoundmost often in the dataset. Subsequent nauglan,

talk, processnegotiation vote Secretary etc. When it comes to verlghich collocate with
Brexit, deliveris in the biggestvord cloudwhich is suggestive of the fact thatexitis used
mostly as some kind of a deliverable, hedebveris the most significant amgst verbs. The
other tireeverbs that are ia somewhat smalleword cloudareget do andmeanwhich could

be accounted faoy the two slogars that marked the whoERrexit thing and were used by two
British Prime Ministers, Johnson and May, respectivBlgtanddoar e a par't of
sloganGet Brexit done while meanis often found in the dataset as May repeatedly used her
sloganBrexit meansBrexit. It can be concluetl thatthe abovementioned verbs are actually
frequently used due to their belonging to tautologies used by Johnson and Maypvavieh

that metonymy is used for obtaining different pragmatic effects, one of them most certainly is
manipulation, i.e. getting the votes. In both cases, it is completely uncleaBredtefers to,
which is why it isconsidereda fertile ground for maniputeon. When it comes to other
collocates, somewhat biggewnrd cloudsare found with adjectives such laard, soft,or with
apremodifierno-deal The latter has been mostly used by May who repeated many times that
no-dealBrexitis better than a bad deal.

4. 3. Daily Mirror

TOTAL TOTAL NUMBER OFBrexit USE:
NUMBER OF
WORDS:

216 322

MOST BrextREFERS TOé
FREQUENT
COLLOCATIONS
WITH Brexit

2,099 times as a noun + 8 times as an adjective; altoget@®ftimes;

Brexitdealappears May's softBrexit deal vs. Labour' sofBrexit deal - Labour wanteg
192times (9.04%) protection of workers' rights, alignment with the single market a
being in a customs union with the EUalso a way of manipulation ¢
each party wants to illustratkeir party's pringples on the example (

Brexitdeal;Johnsofs deal meansomethingrotten (as Labour Corbyr,
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suggests) manipulation; Johnsonwanted his deal to pass befg
Halloween (also suggestive of the deal itsefomethingunknown,
scary...); May's continuous defeaas her deal didn't pass the Comm
three times;Johnsons deal was coded into the UK lawllustrative of
his competenceas a politicianas he delivered@rexit not having a
clear vision of whether the UK should leave or remain in the EU frg
Labour perspective playing filthy political gamesblackmailing the
opposition with the aim to achieve party's agendecusationsand
equalizingJohnsorand Nigel Farage (leader of tBeexit party)- with
the aim to mislead and confuse the voters; backingahasofs deal
means avoiding the death threats (Labour MP was receiving th
very manipulative way to get the suppddhnsors deal meanseeping
the transition period until 31 Dec 2020 and a 39 bilion pound divo
bill; the difference between May's addhnsofs deal is in the Irisk
backstop which does not exist Johnsots deal and that the chec
would be when the goods readlorthernireland on the Island o
Republic; May'sdetermination- (Brexit deal will not be done at an

cost.);

Brexit negotiation
appears1l times
(0,51%)

having to pay money to Brussels without having to say anything ¢
it - unfair treatment for the UK portrayal of May's political
incompetences her ministers keep resignimdaying political gamesg
by accusing government of "scribblings" in which aegedly
government's opinion oBrexit negotiations, and that wasmething
government rejecte(manipulation with the aim to hide the real try
from the publi¢; diverting attention from the wholeBrexit thing to
Johnsoris accusations of th&arliament who was trying to sabotag
negotiations a change and renewdit's a part fromJohnsots speech
on 31 Jan 2020) (typical manipulation andelfrepresentatioto get
the vote},

Brexit process
appears1l times
(0,51%)

playing on emotion cardplaying on the card of family holidays whig
would be affected aft@Brexit); difference of opinion amongst oppos

parties regarding whaBrexit should entail- also manipulation

political fight for power(who would come as a new Tory leader ar
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PM when May stepped down and who would be in chardggrexfit);
political portrayal of Maywhich is not goodworry about the future
of the UK division of the country (UK)

Brexitplanappears
44times (2,07 %)

political calculations (political decision making process based
personal interests with the aim to manipulate the voters); diff¢
political game played byohnsorand May with the aim to get the vot
and/or show different political skillssaPM; Mayb s i gn
regardingwhat Brexit would mean for jobs, wages, trade, migratio
policing and security May's political portrayal; May's plan included
options: option 1) March 12vote on May's deal (if it accepted, the |
leaves the EU on 29 March), if it was rejected, option 2) March
vote on no deaBrexit, which if rejected, option 3) March 14/ote on
delayingBrexit- all options illustrative oMay's personal and politica
character, May's plan meanday's battered authority i.e. her
political defeat;Johnsots optimism regarding his premiership as
deliveredBrexit two borders in Northen Ireland (Johnsoris Brexit
plan); Labour'sBrexit plan meangustoms union with the EUclose
alignment to Single Market, Dynamic alignment on rights an
protections Commitments on participation in EU agencies ar
funding programmes, including inareas such as the environmer
education, and industrial regulation Johnsofs Brexit plan means
rushing legislation through the Commons so the UK can leave the
before Halloween which worried MPs trying to reach certain goq
with the aim to comeff as a much better PM than the previous ¢
expensive cost for the country (4Blllion pounds);Johnsortrying to
get support for his plan from Laboumanipulation of the voters wit
the aim to show they all work together for the purpose of one-g
Brexit May's plan meansnhappiness amongst Torigsecause of th
Irish backstopMay's defeatas she Ist by 58 votes (her plan sufferg
defeats)damaging and dangerous consequenges

Brexit talk appears
11times(0,51%)

uncertainty and country's divisionJohnsoris broken promisegsuch

as extendedBrexit talks); reaching the deal before 31 October 2Q

playing filthy political games
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Brexit agreemen|
appears 3 times
(0,24 %)

Johnsoris successs he managed to getexitdone on Jan 31, 202(

Brexit delay
appears17 times
(0,80%)

humiliation for Johnsonas he had to seek for threeonth extensior
to deliverBrexit (he had to send extension letter for which he had
he would rather die in a ditch than seddéhnsofs delay means

possibility of a nedeal Brexit, putting the Brexit deal into the law
fight between the opposite partieslifference of opinion aa means o
misrepresenting the opposite leader; approvalledmsofs deal wag
upheld "unless and until" every part of it passed into UK {aalso
portrayal of Johnsons political (in)competencgtriggering Benn Act
which would mean PMJphnsohwould have to request for extensic
to Brexituntil 31 January 202@ohnsorhad to seek for a thraaonth
extension in order to avoid rateal Brexit on October 31 (Hallowee
date - also may be significant asomething scary, unknown,

uncertain);

Brexitdateappears
5times (0,23 %)

October 31, 201%accusationswith the aim to manipulate the voters
trying to form their opinion (coming from Tony Blair regarding h
Tories and Labour deal with tlBrexit process)a lot of pressure being
put on Theresa May for not reaching 29 March 20B3exit datewith

theaim to depict her political incompetence;

Not clear what
Brexit refers to
appearss27 times
(29%)

it's very unclear whatBrexitmeanBrexit' slogan actually means; aly
aJohnsots slogan"Get Brexitdone" is very unclear (does it just me
exit from the EU, or exit on some terms, and which they tirat's very

vague);

Table 10. Metonymic mappings dBrexitin Daily Mail (taken fromSketch Engine
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Say be continue be

want do become do

define
mean happen hhve

deliver gsto i plan
P explain No' mean ..

i delay no-deBiEEXjILd Hard | go

Deal
Means word

get

cancel Secretary
Done no-deal

delay , /.
make blindfold
news n. Party
Bill ol

negotiation plan
vote Davis

visual {5foeEES TR deal

delay

Figure 6. Most frequent collocations witBrexitin TheDaily Mirror (taken fromSketch
Enging

In the Daily Mirror results are pretty similar in terms of vexlisich collocate withBrexit The

verbs in the biggestord cloudsare agairget, doand meanfor the same reasons explained
abovein Figure5. However, relatively bigvord cloudsare also found witkeliver, delay, stop
explainanddo. Deliveris found quite often, mostly whenever uskdslogan Johnsorfurther
explained it bymeans ofa promise. He would, for example, use sheganand thersay that
Brexitwould be delivered by 310ctober 2019Delay,however, is mostly used the context

of May being unable to pass her deal through the House of Commons for three times which led
to aBrexit delay. Explainis used in terms dd clarification method used by either politicians
when asked whdrexitentals, or by authors of articles when they wrote what they had thought

it meant.Do is found in a relatively bigvord cloudbecause it was mostly used as a part of
explaining what the future holds, i.e. what would be possible to do as opposed to what not to
do after the exit.In terms of nouns that collocate winexit, themost significant ones include

the following:deal, vote, process, delay, plan, negotiation and process.
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4.4. The Sun

TOTAL

NUMBER OF
WORDS:

240 844

TOTAL NUMBER OFBrexit USE:

2,040 times as a houn + 8 times as an adjectltegether2,048times

MOST
FREQUENT
COLLOCATIONS
WITH Brexit

BrexitREFERS TOEé

Brexitdealappears
176times (7,9 %)

it is used byMay to persuade MPdy means of playing on the
patriotic feelings It is time to come together, to back the impro
Brexit deak ) ; It I gneaussoé dpposits padies workin
together (to reactBrexit); May'sBrexitdeal means th#lhe UK is stuck
in EU's customs unionwhich is whatJohnsonis not approving-

manipulation by means of "spitting" on the opposite vidWgy's
political skills (persistent as her deal was three times reje
hypocritical as she was a Remainer prior todming a PM, etc.); a
ultimatum for May - to quit as PM when the deal is passed
Commons; political chaos May's defeaf May's try to win over
Eurosceptic MPs- also indicative of May's political skillsa fight
between Leavers and Remaindtseavers would rather accept-deal
than May's deal, whereas Remainers would do anything to preven
deal);the problems with the Irish backstopt also meanslesires of
other political men in power such as Trun{who wishes UK to impor
chlorinated chicken and GM food inBrexit deal); it also mean
everyone is united in oneMay should step down as PMIlustrative
of how noeone reached a goalBrexit, but someone had to be scé
goat- manipulating with the voters; it also mearesv PM after May
new successoryncertainty, economic turmoilandaffecting pound

conservative tension@vho would succeed May, who would dgexit
done, etc.);Johnsoruses the phrase in a rather pathetic way, as g
of Christmas presentA{l | want for Christmasis Brexit) - also

manipulative as he wanted tpldy on holiday carl as well as to reac
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the goal- getting Brexit "secret document” Corbyn used to def
Johnsofs real stand on the Irish backstegypical political battle
between opposite partiemess playing political gameswith the aim
to strike as doing the right jebmanipulation; a means of affecting t
pound and holidays in Britaimftimatum for May: if she made a so
Brexit deal with Labour, her leadership is in questienalso
manipuhtion; Party disunity;Johnsots deal tougher than May's
illustrative of political skills of both politiciansJohnsofs deal mean
putting customs border down the Irish Sea to avoid hard border
Ireland; Johnsonis ambitious and "unrealistic’, a doice between |
not as good options accepting May's deal or a weaker negotiai
position with the EU; May's deal mearmdfecting the pound (it
strengthenedgainstdollar by 1.32); increasing risksfohnsorwould
lose the hopes of Tory leadershipeafthe had said he would supp
May's deal playing filthy gamesmanipulating;Johnsofs deal mean
somethingfinished, i.e. the exit to be finalisedphnsois deal (ag
opposed to May's) meansw customs arrangementiay's deal mean
retaining trade independenc¢d&ory breakdown if May did a deal wit
Corbyn - manipulation andblackmailing; May's deal with Corbyr
means Tory leadership collapseolitical reputation of May May's
deal meansot delivering (Br)exit May's resignation as PMdue to

4 attempts to pass her deal);

Brexit negotiation
appears10 times
(0,45%)

torture for everyone it would result ina second referendunor
election winning or losing in a battle with the EU leaders say Britail
can win it- it is also manipulative, the goal is persuadehe voters
into their own thinkingjoss of trust in Mayand how she handled tf
whole thing; the need for May to step dovwway's bad political skills

Brexit process
appears13 times
(0,58 %)

playing political gamegMay's government ordered Conservative N
to vote against unregulated exit); May's loss of control of the w
Brexit thing - illustrative of Ma y basl political managementthe
opposite viewpoint oBrexit amongstBrexiteers Brexitaffecting civil

servants who are for Remain optid®0% of them the figure does ng

go in line with 52% of people who voted fBrexit) - the data serves &
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a means of manipulation to get the votes; manipulation of vote
spitting on the opposition and callinghames and accusing ther
(Jacob ReeMogg accusing J.Corbyn of being a Remainer and thy

is against Corbyn being involvedBrexitprocess)something endless

Brexitplanappears
9 times (0,40%)

something vagueno confidence motion for May illustrative of her
poor political management; MayBsexit plan means th€onservative
Party is a mesdMay'sBrexitplan mean#lay's political death playing
political games(May's plan vsJohnsofs) with the aim tananipulate
the voters;

Brexit talk appears
22times (0,99%)

the date when Britain can leave the Irish backstoghe row betweer
May and MPs Brexit talks meandear of spreading coronavirus
accusations amongst opposite partigbe Tories and LaboufLabour
accuses the Tories that they should soften red lines on leaving
customs union); May's encounter with difficulties to solvérexit
issue Britain's future relationship with the EY either staying ir
customs union or leaving it because of the size of British econg
also manipulative, it affects people's patriotic feelings; the phrase
to hide the real inneparty problems (the problem of who the new T
leader would be afte23 May election);the disagreement between tl
Labour and Tories regardindBrexit (crossparty Brexit talks); Brexit
talks undetdohnsomeandriendly relationship between the UK an
the EU afterBrexit;

Brexit agreementi
appears 3 times
(0,13%)

a possibility for May to find solution with Corbynopposition)
regardingBrexit - it is a typical manipulation of voters (both sid
pretending to agree on tl&rexit to get the votes, to hide persol
political incompetence, etclhlackmailing the public (May would
resign as PM if MPs approved her deaptaying filthy games ang
putting Johnson under pressureto ask Brussels for thirdBrexit
extension (which made theave voters furious)also, typical political
games with the aim to misrepresdohnsoror illustrate his politica

skills;

Brexit delay
appears29 times

(1,31%)

date May 22 May's begging EU laers for a new delay means she

persistent to achieve her goaldllustrative of Ma y pessonal and
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public (political) character it also meanslate 30 Jung May's Brexit
delay meana possibility for Corbyn to enter No 1-Qused to divert the
attention fromBrexit onto the ordinary political war amongst t
opposite partiesa year of agony indicative of May's political skills
disagreement between May and MPHlay illustrated asncompetent
ultimatum for May - the delay would be a possibility if Commo
passed her deal until the following weédtlout amongst EU leaders
over Brexit delay, future relationship between the UK and the El
new date- 31 Octobey protestingof angry voterswho ripped up thei
ballot papes; Johnsonhas an ultimatumfrom Labour to seal a trag

deal by June 2019 or the delay would be pushed for 2 years;

Brexitdateappears
3times (0,13 %)

exit date on 29 March 2019 or no deamanipulation; 31 Jan 2020
actual exit from the EU it refers toJohnsonis political skills as he

made the country exit the EU

Not clear what
Brexit refers to
appears236 times
(10,70 %)

The same as in the previous t

slogars.

Table 11. Metonymic mappings dBrexitin The Sun
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Figure 7. Most frequent collocations witBrexitin The Sur(taken fromSketch Engine

Figure 7 depicts similar results as those previously described ufigere 3andFigure 4

When it comes t oBretib p u b & evwoln dlauseckony totewl, Party,

process, vote, referenduny,delayanddefeat The reasons are pretty much the same as the
ones already described under Fi Brexitaes 30 ba nedc tFoi
the biggestvord cloudsare the verbget, do, mean, deliver, block, delayddo. The situation

with verbs is quié similar as with the verbs describedrigure 3andFigure 4f Mo di f i er s
Brexito  &aft,aew, orderlyandclean.SoftBrexitis a type of exit based on the Norway model

which means thathe UK would have to allow freedom of movement of people, make a
contribution to the EU budgétsmaller than it currently makésand abide by the rulings of

the European Court of Justice, in exchange for remaining in the single fhatkeanBrexit

means the UK is leaving the single market and customs u@aterly Brexit understands

keeping trading conditions as they alew Brexit meansan exit on the terms yet to be

32 https://www.dpd.com/hr/wygontent/uploads/sites/256/2020/07/DBEexit-Guide _EUversion.pdf(p.7)
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