[image: C:\Users\ablettm\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\R41HOZLM\UWTSD Logo.jpg]


Postgraduate/Distance Learning 
Assignment coversheet & feedback form

THIS SHEET MUST BE THE FIRST PAGE OF THE ASSIGNMENT YOU ARE SUBMITTING  (DO NOT SEND AS A SEPARATE FILE)

	For completion by the student:

	Student Name: DAVID NEVIN


	Module code: CSEN7037

Module title: Critical Theory: From Structuralism on


	Student ID number:1809166
	Educational support needs:
No

	Module tutor: DR PETER MITCHELL


Assignment due date: 31-03-2019

	If your module has multiple submissions please indicate which piece of work this is.

[bookmark: Check13][bookmark: Check14][bookmark: Check15][bookmark: Check16][bookmark: Check17][bookmark: Check18]1st |_|x    2nd  |_|     3rd  |_|      4th |_|      5th |_|      6th |_|

	I confirm that this is my original work and that I have adhered to the University policy on plagiarism.
Signed ……………………………………………………………
Email submission: if you are submitting this form via email, please tick this box x
(as a substitute for your signature) to confirm that you agree to the above declaration.

	
Assignment Mark
	
1st Marker’s Provisional mark
	

	
2nd Marker’s/Moderator’s provisional mark
	

	Agreed Internal Mark: 

	

	
External Examiner’s mark (if relevant)
	

	
Final Mark

	



NB.  All marks are provisional until confirmed by the Final Examination Board.




For completion by Marker 1 :
Comments:


	Marker’s signature:
	Date:

	
For completion by Marker 2/Moderator:

Comments:




	Marker’s Signature:
	Date:

	AGREED INTERNAL MARK (where necessary):

Comment on process on arriving at agreed mark:



	External Examiner’s comments (if relevant)




	External Examiner’s Signature:
	Date:





What is the Lakoff and Johnson metaphor?

Introduction:
The publication of Lakoff and Johnson’s Metaphors We live By in 1980, accompanying the nascent revolution in metaphor studies, marked a turning point in in the study of metaphor. It differed from previous perspectives in that their view of metaphor was as a cognitive tool, a means of comprehending and experiencing the world. Cognitive metaphor theory (CMT) as their theory was later known has continued to evolve and has been used in diverse fields from Education, Law, and AI natural language processing to name but a few.

Aim:
The aim of this presentation is to answer the question of what is the Lakoff and Johnson theory of metaphor? Where did it originate and how has it evolved? To do this I situate Lakoff and Johnson’s Metaphors We live By in terms of the pre-existing theoretical and critical ideas and of those that followed; give a brief summary of Critical Metaphor Theory as proposed by Lakoff and Johnson, detailing in particular the different categorizations of metaphor and their subspecies and finally explore an example of the application of the theory for the criticism of literature.

Traditional views of metaphor.
In the Oxford Dictionary metaphor is defined as ‘a figure of speech in which a word or phrase is applied to an object or action to which it is not literally applicable’ and ‘A thing regarded as representative or symbolic of something else.’[footnoteRef:1] This definition lends to the supposition that metaphor is a literary device and can be traced to Aristotle’s description of metaphor as a substitution of one term for another. Cooper reiterates this position in Metaphor[footnoteRef:2]. “I may utter a metaphor to stimulate an image, or to provoke an interesting comparison, or to register a beautiful turn of phrase.” Searle continued the theme defining metaphor as a difference between a speaker utterance and the meaning utterance[footnoteRef:3]. Many other cognitive theorists, philosophers, and linguists proposed varying approaches but were limited the application of metaphor to language alone and as its etymology only suggests a transference[footnoteRef:4] of meaning, a substitution. [1:  ‘Metaphor | Definition of Metaphor in English by Oxford Dictionaries’, Oxford Dictionaries | English <https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/metaphor> [accessed 31 March 2019].]  [2:  David E Cooper, Metaphor (Oxford; Cambridge, Mass.: Blackwell, 1989).pp.140]  [3:  Searle, John, “Metaphor.” Metaphor and Thought, ed. by Andrew Ortony, 2nd ed (Cambridge [England] ; New York, NY, USA: Cambridge University Press, 1993).]  [4:  The origin of the word metaphor is stated as “Late 15th century: from French métaphore, via Latin from Greek metaphora, from metapherein ‘to transfer’.” ‘Metaphor | Definition of Metaphor in English by Oxford Dictionaries’, Oxford Dictionaries | English <https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/metaphor> [accessed 31 March 2019].] 

It was in part with I A Richards, and Black’s assertion of an “Interaction View”[footnoteRef:5] and in particular Michael J. Reddy’s “The Conduit Metaphor” [footnoteRef:6] that the scene was set for Lakoff and Johnson. Metaphor had outgrown its definition, it was no longer a substitution or comparison method used in language, it was an interaction, language (or English at least) was seen to be largely metaphorical. [5:  Max Black, ‘Metaphor’, Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, n.s. 55 (1955), 273-94, p. 291.]  [6:  Lakoff traces the theory that metaphor is primarily conceptual to Reddy’s paper “The Conduit Metaphor” in “The Contemporary Theory of Metaphor” ] 





What is Lakoff and Johnsons’ metaphor?
In Lakoff and Johnson’s Metaphors We Live By the ‘essence of metaphor’ is defined as ‘understanding and experiencing one kind of thing in terms of another.’ [footnoteRef:7] This takes the meaning beyond a poetic device or a symbolic representation or linguistic substituting of something for something else. Here we are faced with the implications, not of something being represented, but rather of the very understanding and the experiencing of things.  [7:  George Lakoff and Mark Johnson, Metaphors We Live By (Chicago and London: University of Chicago Press, 1980), p. 5.] 

Our everyday functioning, they posit is based upon metaphor. One example used by Lakoff and Johnson is the metaphor “argument is war.” Some of the examples they cite are:
Your claims are indefensible
I demolished his argument
I’ve never won an argument with him.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  George Lakoff and Mark Johnson, Metaphors We Live By (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2003), p. 4] 

Lakoff and Johnson highlight that it is not only that we speak about arguments like this but that in fact this too is how we think about them. Our concept of an argument is of opposition, competition, defense, etc. The structure, understanding and experiencing of arguing is in terms of war. Lakoff and Johnson argue that metaphor is not just a matter of language but that our thought processes are largely metaphorical. “The human conceptual system is metaphorically structured.”[footnoteRef:9] [9:  George Lakoff and Mark Johnson, Metaphors We Live By (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2003), p. 6.] 

Taking a systematic approach to the relation between metaphorical concepts (e.g. argument is war) and the language used (metaphorical expressions), Lakoff and Johnson then proposed to “use metaphorical linguistic expressions to study the nature of metaphorical concepts and to gain an understanding of the metaphorical nature of our activities.”

Structural and Orientational and Ontological Metaphors
Lakoff and Johnson refer to the metaphorical concept ARGUMENT is WAR as a structural metaphor,[footnoteRef:10] as one concept is structured in relation to another. ARGUMENT is structured in relation to WAR. A second kind of metaphor is one which organizes a whole system of concepts in relation to one another and is referred to as orientational metaphors. They are so called because the majority of them have to do with spatial orientation: up-down, in-out etc. For example, happiness is up, whereas depression is down. Similarly, health, consciousness, more, being in control are up, while sickness, being controlled, unconsciousness, less, are down. [10:  George Lakoff and Mark Johnson, Metaphors We Live By (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2003), p. 15.] 

Ontological metaphors are incorporeal things afforded a sense of spatial limit or that substance. For example, we conceptualize inflation as an entity, taking its toll or the trouble as a container. We get into trouble, we get out of trouble.
These orientational and ontological metaphors which allow us to conceptualize more abstract concepts are referred to by Lakoff and Johnson as “emergent metaphors.”[footnoteRef:11] [11:  George Lakoff and Mark Johnson, Metaphors We Live By (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2003), p. 58.] 



Lakoff and Johnson distinguish three subspecies of imaginative metaphor?[footnoteRef:12] [12:  George Lakoff and Mark Johnson, ‘Conceptual Metaphor in Everyday Language’, The Journal of Philosophy, 77.8 (1980), 453–86 <https://doi.org/10.2307/2025464>.] 

· Type 1: An extension of the used part of the defining concept of a metaphor.
THEORY is a BUILDING. e.g. The lift stopped, and the insight didn’t reach the audience.
· Type 2:  using the ordinarily unused part of the defining concept of a metaphor. THEORY is a BUILDING e.g. His theory lacked the necessary scaffolding and was never published.
· Type 3: Novel metaphor, a new metaphor and therein a new way to conceptualize our reality. 

With this as a brief summary of Lakoff and Johnson’s theory in 1980 let us turn now to some of the developments which have sprung from it and later specifically in relation to literary criticism.

How has Cognitive Metaphor Theory developed?
Prior to Lakoff and Johnson, the three main metaphor theories can be summarized as the Comparison Theory (Aristotle), Substitution Theory, that of what could be said literally, (Martin and Harré) and Black’s Interaction Theory drawing on I. A. Richards work.
Cognitive Metaphor Theory was arguably founded by Lakoff and Johnson in Metaphors We Live By. Cognitive Theory has since evolved to discuss the importance of metaphor as a matter of thought, a method of conceptualizing reality. Metaphor is recognized as incorporated in ordinary, everyday language as opposed to the substitutional or comparison theories where is was limited to that which was not literal. Metaphor is now seens as a mapping of structure between two domains. Lakoff and Johnson’s theory have been disadvantaged by the lack of context to the metaphors. Recent research has focused on the use of metaphor in political discourse. George Lakoff investigated the use of different family metaphors in US politics and Elena Semino and Michela Masci researched those of Football, War and Bible in Italy. Studies by Lule (2004) looked at the metaphors used and the resultant structuring of newspaper readers actions prior to the Iraq war.

An application of the Cognitive Metaphor Theory for the criticism of literature
Using the Cognitive Metaphor Theory as a basis of investigation it is possible to comment on and evaluate works in terms of their metaphoricity of fiction. By collating and categorizing metaphor concepts in a work or a collection of works, it is possible to evaluate the primary source domains in use. This as we have seen before is useful in understanding primary concepts, such as a politician or a newspaper campaign. How would Dickens’ work fare under this evaluation. Would we be able to chart a trend of metaphorical concepts trough out his works or would we see distinct bias based on the theme? Such fiction metaphoricity investigations have been done, for example by Šeškauskienė and Valentjeva (2015)[footnoteRef:13] using metaphor identification procedures from Steen[footnoteRef:14] and metaphorical patterns from Stefanowitsch.[footnoteRef:15] The result is a pared down overview of the most common source domains used and a comparative table between the Russian and English texts used. [13:  Inesa Šeškauskienė and others, ‘Poetic Journeys and Other Metaphors Underlying Literary Criticism of Poetry in English and Russian’, Revista Brasileira de Linguística Aplicada, 15.2 (2015), 421–52 <https://doi.org/10.1590/1984-639820156067>.]  [14:  A Method for Linguistic Metaphor Identification: From MIP to MIPVU, ed. by Gerard Steen, Converging Evidence in Language and Communication Research, v. 14 (Amsterdam ; Philadelphia: John Benjamins Pub. Co, 2010).]  [15:  Corpus-Based Approaches to Metaphor and Metonymy, ed. by Anatol Stefanowitsch, Trends in Linguistics Studies and Monographs, 171 (Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, 2007).
] 



Conclusion:
[bookmark: _GoBack]I set out to investigate what is the Lakoff and Johnson metaphor? Where did it originate and how has it evolved? Lakoff and Johnson founded the Cognitive Metaphor Theory building on the previous theoretical ideas and has been adapted to the changing atmosphere since 1980. The theory is applicable to literary criticism and has greatly affected the perception not only of metaphor but of the understanding of the cognitive functioning of the human mind. 
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