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In the last half of the twentieth century, the cognitive trend in linguistics provided a new perspective for linguists to study language. After the milestone book Metaphors We Live By (1980) by Lakoff and Johnson, metaphor has been regarded not only as a rhetorical device, but as a conceptual tool structuring reality. Conceptual metaphor can be found in any area of life, the political domain being no exception. 
Presidential discourse as an important component of political discourse, no doubt, draws much attention from researchers of metaphor for conceptual metaphor can reveal the underlying conceptions of human being. Through conceptualization of metaphor in a president’s speech, we may find out the person’s idiosyncrasies, reveal their underlying mindsets and thinking patterns in various communication settings, and even forecast their behavior in the geopolitical arena. 
An important question lying before presidential speech researchers is the authorship of political speeches. It is well known that presidential speeches in most communication situations are combined work of political advisers and speech-writers. Therefore, how can we differentiate conceptual metaphors produced by presidents from those of speech-writers? To what extent do speechwriters’ mindsets influence presidential cognition of reality in terms of metaphor? And how can researchers measure the manipulative potential of metaphor? These are only a few questions to be explored. 
A communication setting is all important in studying metaphor. A researcher should be well aware of stylistic and pragmatic peculiarities of prepared speeches and spontaneous speeches. The prepared speech usually suggests that it was made by political advisors or speechwriters. It is normally used at the inaugural moment or eventful statements. While a spontaneous speech, without scripts, on the contrary, goes off the cuff, as it were, and can be heard in debates, talk shows, Q&A sessions, and briefings. Among other things, analyzing politician’s prepared and spontaneous speeches may help researcher draw inferences about consistency between the conceptual metaphors being used. And should there be any inconsistencies in metaphor use or sudden loss of figurative language in the politician’s prepared and spontaneous speeches, a researcher should seek a well-grounded explanation.
Methodology is another stumbling block. A researcher should be well aware of how to identify metaphors, group and interpret them. It is truly an obstacle to extract metaphors from abundant corpora of texts as texts should have to thoroughly read and metaphors should have to be spotted and contextualized. Scholars however seek to work out viable approaches which can be used in the application to metaphor study in political discourse. 
One of the most comprehensive frameworks of analyzing metaphors in political discourse is proposed by Jonathan Charteris-Black. In his book Corpus Approaches to Critical Metaphor Analysis (2004), he proposes a corpus-based methodology called “critical metaphor analysis”, which integrates cognitive linguistics, pragmatic approaches to metaphors, critical discourse analysis, and corpus linguistic approaches. 
Charteris-Black’s methodology is based on his consideration of linguistic, pragmatic and cognitive characteristics of metaphor. He holds that “metaphor has a number of different roles in language: a semantic role in creating new meanings for words, a cognitive role in developing our understanding on the basis of analogy and a pragmatic role that aims to provide evaluations” (Charteris-Black 2004:23-24). Therefore, metaphor can only be explained with the consideration of the interdependency of its three dimensions – semantic, pragmatic and cognitive. 

Charteris-Black approach encompasses three stages: metaphor identification, metaphor interpretation and metaphor explanation. In the identification stage, metaphors can be extracted by close reading of a corpus of thematically related texts and considering the possible relation between a literal source domain and a metaphoric target domain. Then, a relationship between metaphors and the pragmatic and cognitive factors will be established in the second stage. At the same time the conceptual metaphors will be identified, based on the usage of metaphors in the corpus of texts. The last stage involves an explanation of the way the metaphors are interrelated in the text or texts, and a consideration of the discourse functions realized by the metaphors. This can account for the politician’s rhetorical and ideological motivations. 
By applying this methodology, Charteris-Black (2011) analyzes speeches by major British and American politicians and provides a detailed procedure of analysis. It is noteworthy that among the Americans studied in the book, Ronald Reagan and Barack Obama used metaphor most frequently. Charteris-Black claims that Reagan sought to arouse empathy in his audience, therefore, he usually used metaphor creatively. For example, in his second inaugural speech, Reagan used metaphors associated with music and sound: “It is the American sound. It is hopeful, big-hearted, idealistic, daring, decent, and fair. That’s our heritage; that is our song. We sing it still. For all our problems, our differences, we are together as of old, as we raise our voices to the God who is the Author of this most tender music” (from the Second Inaugural Speech, 21 January 1985, Washington, DC). By using the source domain MUSIC Reagan portrays America as a singer and hence creates a conceptual metaphor AMERICA IS A SINGER. This kind of thinking is most probably related to his career as an actor before he was an American president.
In a word, critical metaphor analysis provides researchers with a useful tool for doing metaphor study in political discourse. However, it is not the only method to be applied. Political metaphor has been extensively explored by Russian scholars (A. Chudinov, E. Budayev, M. Gavrilova, D. Mukhortov, to name just a few). Whatever the method, the aim is to help researchers work with massive and numerous texts. At the same time, the questions raised above should be taken into serious consideration for they will help to clarify the whole process of research. 
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