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Metaphorology is a flourishing academic discipline these days, and 

Ortony’s collection Metaphor and Thought (1979, revised 1993) and 

Lakoff and Johnson’s Metaphors We Live By (1980) deserve credit for the 

renaissance of scholarly interest in the queen of tropes. Consolidation of 

the field can be gauged from the fact that the journal Metaphor and 

Symbol is now in its 20th year, from the sustained popularity of the 

Researching and Applying Metaphor (RAAM) conferences, and from the 

publication of a textbook, Zoltán Kövecses’ Metaphor: A Practical 

Introduction (2002). 

 Kövecses’ book is a landmark in metaphor studies, but it inevitably 

inherits some of the problems of the Lakoffian Conceptual Metaphor 

Theory (CMT) approach on which it is founded. A crucial tenet of CMT is 

that metaphors are primarily phenomena of thinking, and that verbal 

metaphors are manifestations of these metaphorical thought processes. A 

limitation of CMT is that while Lakoff and Johnson and their followers give 
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numerous examples of verbal manifestations of, for instance, ARGUMENT IS 

WAR (‘your claims are indefensible’, ‘I’ve never won an argument with 

him’), and LOVE IS A JOURNEY (‘Look how far we’ve come’, ‘We’re at a 

crossroads’), their examples are invented rather than attested citations. 

An unfortunate consequence of this is that the examples are presented 

without a context. Such important questions as who is using the 

metaphor, who is its addressee, in what textual genre the metaphor 

occurs, and for what rhetorical purpose it is recruited, can thus not be 

adequately answered. Readers are supposed to imagine a context rather 

than being given one. 

 Another limitation of the Lakoffian approach is that insufficient 

consideration is given to the textual form of the metaphor itself. 

Metaphors can take various grammatical forms. While both ’My husband 

is a sheep’ and ‘My husband bleats’ are amenable to the conceptual 

metaphor HUSBAND IS SHEEP, these forms are not fully interchangeable in 

terms of impact and interpretation. The former focuses, say, on the man’s 

meekness, the second on his senseless chatter. Moreover, a metaphor 

can derive part of its effect from a formulation that involves one or more 

‘schemes’: alliteration, assonance, end-rhyme, or from a combination 

with other tropes, such as irony, hyperbole, or metonymy (see Leech, 

1966). Fortunately, this emphasis on the cognitive at the detriment of the 

textual is beginning to shift. As Peter Crisp points out, ‘there has been a 

return to language, not in the sense of denying metaphor’s conceptual 

nature, but rather out of the belief that having established that 



 3
conceptual nature we need to pay more attention to the details of its 

expression, linguistic or otherwise’ (Crisp, 2003: 105; see also Semino 

and Culpeper, 2002; Müller, 2004). 

 Jonathan Charteris-Black’s Corpus Approaches to Critical Analysis is a 

welcome enrichment of this approach. Charteris-Black accepts the CMT 

premise that metaphor governs thinking, but tests this claim against 

numerous attested examples of metaphor use in specific text genres. 

Moreover, he brings back into the discussion the somewhat neglected 

notion that metaphor is a rhetorical tool par excellence. Many metaphors 

are not just convenient descriptions of things that can only be expressed 

literally at the cost of being laborious or difficult; they also convey an 

emotional slant on what is metaphorized, or a moral evaluation. In order 

to plough back the rhetorical element into metaphorology, Charteris-Black 

links a consideration of textual aspects of metaphor to its pragmatics. In 

what could be read as an echo of Lakoff and Johnson’s dictum, ‘people in 

power get to impose their metaphors’ (1980:157), the author aims to 

investigate metaphors that are used by individuals and institutions with 

positions of authority: politicians, newspapers, and religious texts. His 

ultimate goal emphatically goes beyond academic self-centredness: ‘I 

hold the belief that a better understanding of language is the basis of 

creating a better society’, Charteris-Black claims (p. xii). The author’s 

commitment transpires in his alignment of CMT with the British Critical 

Discourse Analysis tradition exemplified by, among others, Kress and 

Hodge (1993) and Fairclough (1995). 
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 Charteris-Black’s method is as follows. Using ‘the presence of 

incongruity or semantic tension – either at linguistic, pragmatic or 

cognitive levels – resulting from a shift in domain use’ (p.35) as guiding 

criterion for the identification of a metaphor, he examines a small sample 

of texts for its occurrences. Classifying words commonly used with a 

metaphoric sense as metaphor keywords, he subsequently checks the 

presence of such keywords in a text corpus, which yields quantitative 

data. The resulting list, consisting of text passages ranging from some 12 

words to several lines, is scrutinized to assess whether the keyword was 

indeed used metaphorically. Moreover, the immediate context of the 

keyword is examined, since it often occurs in fixed collocations which 

strongly contribute to positive, or (more frequently) negative evaluations 

of the metaphorized target. High-frequency occurrences point to 

conventional metaphors, which are of greater interest to Charteris-Black 

than creative metaphors, since they are more indicative of ideological or 

rhetorical strategies – and all the more likely to escape attention because 

of their clichéd character. To illustrate this procedure, the author 

discusses the word ‘crusade’, popular after the Twin Tower bombing in 

American articles detailing the ‘crusade against terror’. To begin with he 

points out that this word proved particularly painful to Muslim readers 

because they are very sensitive to its literal meaning (‘any of the 

mediaeval Christian military expeditions to win the Holy Land from the 

Muslims’), hinting at a religious rationale behind retaliations against them. 

Running the keyword expression ‘crusade against’ through his corpus, 
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Charteris-Black finds that in its metaphoric sense it often collocates with 

‘corruption’, ‘slavery’, ‘communism’, ‘abortion’, ‘Islam’, and ‘poverty’ – all 

with strongly negative evaluations. He shows how the Bush 

administration’s abundant use of the keyword ‘crusade’ reveals an 

underlying POLITICS IS RELIGION metaphor – one which was subsequently 

shrewdly transformed into CONFLICT IS RELIGION by Osama Bin Laden for his 

own rhetorical purposes. In the final section devoted to this example, the 

author argues that these metaphors interrelate with another popular post-

9/11 metaphor: TERRORISM IS WAR. This argument, which builds on Von 

Clausewitz’ famous ‘War is politics pursued by other means’, is both 

intuitively attractive and plausible – although I found the scheme in which 

the supposed interrelations are sketched (Figure 2.1 on p. 40) not entirely 

transparent. 

 After explaining his methodology, Charteris-Black devotes the bulk of 

his book to identifying, quantifying, and discussing metaphors in Labour 

and Conservative manifestos, American presidential speeches, sports and 

finance reporting, Old-Testamental Biblical books, and the Koran. The 

quantitative data-collecting yields important findings of the kind that fully 

warrant the author’s claim that solid scholarly work on metaphor can play 

a crucial role in taking a stance in socio-political issues. Comparing older 

and newer Labour manifestos, he is able to conclude, for instance, that 

the metaphors in them show a marked increase of POLITICS IS RELIGION, 

while a comparison between Labour and Conservative manifestos shows 
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that CONFLICT metaphors have become more common at the expense of 

BUILDING metaphors in both. 

 Charteris-Black outlines several implications of the shift in metaphors 

toward the religious domain. For one thing our increasingly secular 

Western society necessarily leads us, or our leaders, to invest politics with 

the ethic values once exclusively belonging in the realm of religion. For 

another, a preference for the mapping of the fundamentalist aspects of 

religions to politics turns political chiefs into god-like leaders with policies 

that are as infallible as religious texts. 

 Another cluster of highly pertinent findings arises from comparing 

capita selecta from metaphors in the Bible and the Koran. The author 

identifies source domains common to both (four dominant ones are 

journeys, weather, fire & light, and plants), but also concludes that the 

Koran is less metaphorical, and has fewer productive source domains, 

than the Bible. He discusses the reasons for the differences, emphasizing 

that ‘nowhere is the combined cognitive and emotive effect of metaphor 

more evident than in religious texts’ (p. 239). 

 Charteris-Black’s excellent book shows that after the wholesale turn 

of the linguistic toward the cognitive, metaphor scholars are right to 

redress the balance, and have a close look again at texts (including non-

verbal ones; e.g., Forceville, 2005a; 2005b). Moreover, his study is 

convincing proof that thorough scholarly research on metaphor is a strong 

basis for critical analysis of the texts produced or promulgated by the 

powerful in this world. 
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