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War Metaphors in Kenyan the Political Rhetoric: A Case of Raila Odinga
Abstract
This paper is about the use of war metaphors in achieving persuasive effect in Raila Odingas political rhetoric.  It is informed by Conceptual Metaphor Theory (CMT) as an analytic tool. Data for this research were obtained from YouTube and main media Stations in Kenya.  Purposive sampling was used in getting these data. The paper is largely motivated by the thinking that war metaphors could be persuasive, since they hold an emotive appeal that influences the judgment of the audience regarding the political agenda of the day. This often leads to action. The conceptualization of War Metaphors is such that Politics is regarded as war/battle or Election is a war/battle. Findings indicate that Raila Odinga’s use of various war metaphors is strategic, aiming at persuading the audience to subscribe to his ideological standpoints based on reforms and winning the presidential election in Kenya .
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1. Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc454400651][bookmark: _Toc532205935][bookmark: _Toc532206483]This paper investigates the persuasive effect of war metaphors in political rhetoric as used by Kenyan politician Raila Odinga. It is structured in five sections as follows: section two discusses the theoretical orientation, section three tackles the manifestation of war metaphors in discourse, section four is about the link between war metaphors and persuasion, and lastly section five is the conclusion. Qualitative methods have been used to examine Raila Odinga’s political rhetoric during major political phases that had an impact on his life a politician in Kenya i.e. from 2007- to 2017. The first referendum for constitutional reforms was in 2005, in 2007 the general elections were held in Kenya, in 2010, there was a second referendum on the constitution, in 2013 and 2017 there were general elections. During this period, Raila Odinga participated as a proponent for the constitutional reforms and a contender for the presidency. The content of the analysis is retrieved from the internet (YouTube recordings) and from mainstream media in Kenya. The war metaphors are extracted from speeches, categorized and then analyzed based on the context of use and its intended meaning with the aim of realizing their persuasiveness import to the audience. 
Raila is arguably one of the most controversial Kenyan Politician to date having been imprisoned and detained for a considerable number of years. He has also fought for change in Kenya and he remains the most influential politician to date. He pulls such large crowds even when he is in opposition. The reason why he commands such a following has not been understood to date since he is not a fluent speaker of English or Kiswahili, based on some of his speeches. Raila has a notable use of war metaphors from combat war metaphors, counter attack schemes and dead or loss war metaphors. The paper seeks to find out whether or not his use of war metaphors is the reason for his massive influence in Kenyan politics. 
War metaphors are common and they are used to frame important social, economic and political issues. They are basic yet widely used, and they possess a negative emotional tone that influences people to action. These depends on the context of use resulting to either positive or negative action. The conceptual domain of a war involves two opposing factions of the in group (the good, us) against the out group (the enemy, them), due to differences in goals or ideologies. The way involves an attack and defense strategy and the winner is determined by the war outcomes. War operates in a hierarchical manner. There are generals, lieutenants, colonels, admirals, captains and civilians. Several wars need to be launched to defeat the enemy and this is risky and urgent affair altogether. This could generate fear and anxiety among the warring factions because it could lead to loss of lives, loss of resources and feelings of despair. In a political discourse, arguments, politics and sports are like war (Flusberg, Matlock and Thibodeau, 2018). 

According to Ling (2010) war metaphors are deployed in all types of human struggles and conflict. When human beings struggle to achieve something or are faced with a challenge such as a disease, corruption, tough economic times, climatic changes, injustices, relationship among others, they associate this to war. Politics always takes a war angle. In fact Politics is a War. Some war terms as depicted by Ling, like besiege, fight, win out, attack, battle, and combat are used widely by politicians and even ordinary people. People even go to an extent of using military terms and words and apply them in a  non-military or warlike situations in their everyday speech, since they use their everyday experience in one area of their lives to understand the experience in another situation. Ling illustrates the language of love as a concept of war. For example, He won her hand in marriage; she is besieged by suitors; she fought for him, but his mistress won out; he has to fend them off and he conquered her with love. These words “won”, “besieged”, “fought for”, conquer, would pass as normal yet they are metaphoric. In most cases war words are pervasively used in daily language. Aside from love, war metaphors are widely used in politics. The general concept is politics is war or election is a battle  And most of the terms used are battle, attack, bomb/bombard, strategy, fight, battleground, army, soldiers, defeat, campaign, win, victory are linked to war.
Since politics is related to power and power relations, it is always conceptualized as war. Politics is a public affair regulation in government and methods and tactics are used to formulate and apply policy. Politics has to do with authority and power, proponents and opponents, rulers and citizens, political events, relegated by a physical force. The source domain in conceptual domain of war is actually war, cross mapped to the target domain of politics or elections. These two domains share some characteristics. I.e. Election is a battle and Politics is War. In this concept, politicians are soldiers, political strategies are war strategies, and political outcomes are war outcomes.  As mentioned earlier in this paper, there two factions in politics: the ruling party and the opposition in other words the in group and the out group. These two can be compared to two war troops engaging in a fierce battle of words to justify their ideologies. 

In the conceptual domain of war, politicians are solders, because they fight for their own interests and the interest of their political parties and groups as soldiers do for their country when facing the enemy of their nation. 
Also, political outcomes are war outcomes. In Kenya every political outcome has been tumultuous based on the contender’s take view of the outcome. For instance, in the 2007 general elections, where Raila Odinga and former president Mwai Kibaki were contestants for the presidency, the elections ended up in a bloody violence due to an election outcome that was thought to be irregular and unfair by the opposition. About 1,100 people were killed and 600,000 were displaced from their homes (Daily Nation, August 6, 2007). Terms like win, lose, truce, defeat, succeed are used to describe the outcome. For example, the media described the election outcome as:
Raila lost the battle to the presidency. Raila refuses to concede defeat, states there was rigging. A similar occurrence was witnessed in the 2017 general elections in Kenya. President Uhuru was re-elected with 54% votes, but Raila, his opponents refuted the election results and contested them in the Supreme Court. The Chief Justice ordered a rerun, but Raila refused to participate in the rerun elections amid violence, killings and beating of protestors supporting Raila Odinga (Kenya National Commission on Human Rights Report, August 12 2017). 
These two scenarios allude to the fact that political outcomes are war outcomes. We either win or lose a war. These metaphorical expressions in language are tied to metaphorical concepts in a systematic way and people use metaphorical linguistic expressions to understand the metaphorical concepts. 

Further, in war contest there is always a hero and villain, fighting for “justice”. Sabbah (2010) explains that heroes are courageous, rational, unwilling to negotiate with villain, compelled to defend the victims (citizens). The victims in this case are the citizens, living under the shadowy influence of the villain. The citizens are powerless therefore enduring injustices from the villain. The villain is immoral, vicious, corrupt, unjust, irrational and cunning. The hero fights to redeem the citizens. The hero comes as a savior to avert the evil by sacrificing their life for the victims in order to restore order, socio-economic stability and peace or simply bring lasting solutions for the citizens. When the moral balance is restored and victory is achieved, the hero’s sacrifices are honored by the citizenry who thank the hero

2. Theoretical Orientation
We sought to explain the role of metaphor in Kenyan political rhetoric and more specifically in Raila’s extemporaneous speeches. In order to do this we find the CMT theory proposed by Lakoff and Johnson most ideal. CMT theory which provides a cognitive view of metaphors can adequately explain not only the effect of the metaphors on the audience but also how they aid in thinking.

According to Lakoff and Johnson (1980), CMT views metaphor as thought. The experience that people have in the physical world are natural and logical such that they influence the comprehension of more abstract domains. CMT was propounded from the development of Cognitive Linguistics, which enhances the study of metaphors in relation to cognition. Charteris-Black (2004) asserts that both the individual and social resources controls the choice of metaphor. Cognition, emotion, pragmatic and linguistic knowledge are individual based, while social resources include ideological standpoints, historical and cultural knowledge. 
Lakoff and Johnson (1996) affirms that metaphor can be analyzed in terms of Target Domain (experience aspect) and Source Domain (an aspect whose reference is used to refer to the target experience). The Target Domain (TD) is abstract and complex, while the Source Domain (SD) is more concrete and familiar and the two domains constitute what is referred to as the Conceptual Domain (CD). The analysis of metaphors is done through the process of cross-mapping where the aspects or the source domain is mapped to the target domain. 
To comprehend a metaphor, we need to know the cross-mapping process. In this case, the experience from the SD is cross mapped on to the TD, making the abstract TD more overt (Kovecses 2002) in Huxu (2010).  The mapping is unidirectional (happens from the SD to the TD and not any other way); sometimes the mapping is partial (only part of the SD is cross mapped onto the TD) and it also occurs based on the similarity between the SD and the TD. This could be the mapping of relation, mapping of property and mapping of knowledge.
The traits of metaphors forming the SD are crossmapped to the TD within the same conceptual structure. This entails a cognitive process that involves understanding a particular domain of a metaphor and how it results into a conceptual pattern as the product. Kovecses (2010) advances that Lakoff and Johnson’s views that first, metaphors are pervasive not only in certain genres in an artistic manner as in Literature but also in a neutral manner in forms of language. The crossmapping between the two domains is systematic, metaphors are primarily cognitive (found in our thoughts), they share common ground, such that the SD and the TD share resemblance and the abstractness of the TD is based on the redundant experiences in the world. There must be a mutual understanding between the speaker and the audience in a given cultural domain share by the two. Cultural disconnection between the two parties is a hindrance to the comprehension of the metaphor. A shared common ground in terms of context is also important in understanding metaphor. Since they are cognitive they can only be projected in speech. The use of metaphors is an unconscious way of projecting what cognitively exists in the mind of the speaker. 
3. Manifestation of War Metaphors in Raila Odinga’s Political Rhetoric
Raila Odinga’s language tends to be replete with metaphorical expressions as he often talks about change, struggle and general improvement of people’s way of life. In achieving this goal
 Raila has a relationship with his opponents and the citizens where he plays the hero with messianic characteristics, always ready to save the masses from judicial, social and economic repression. His use of war metaphors signifies his quest for reforms or change in the Kenyan political sphere.  All the war metaphors in this paper have war as the source domain, which has variable target domains that are verbal. These have been categorized and analyzed as follows:
3.1. Combative War Metaphors
These kind of war metaphors signify the act of fighting the enemy, to defeat or eliminate/exterminate them. 

(1) Kama wewe ni mama usipatie mzee. Leo tumelala na vita. Na kesho baada ya ushindi tutaangalia mambo hayo. 
If you are a woman, tonight to do not consent to your husband’s intimacy. Today we are sleeping in war. And tomorrow, after we gain victory you shall reconsider that issue. 
Narok County, in 2017 General Election Campaign
In this case the domain is: Election is a war. In the tradition of soldiers, during war spells, the soldiers are required to abstain from any sexual intimacy with their partners, lest they are distracted from fulfilling their mission to conquer the enemy and bring home the victory. Soldiers usually stay far from their spouses. Raila brings this concept of war to equate election as the machinery that would be used to bring victory i.e. win the elections. If the people wanted victory then abstinence will consolidate their thoughts and energy on the upcoming elections. A fact that would eventually yield victory for him and his party. The character of Source Domain is war, crossmapped to the Target Domain, election.
(2) Leo vita imeanza, ukombozi umeanza ya kukomboa Kenya. 
Today war has started, the process of fighting for the liberation of Kenya. 
NASA Rally, Kajiado, Namanga, 2017
In the above statement, Raila sees Kenya as a captive. The main conceptual domains are is Election is a war and Kenya is a captive. War has to be wedged for Kenya to be set free. The election process is the way to set straight the socio-political ills in Kenya that keep her as captive. 
The Source Domain is War is crossmapped on to the Target Domain is of the liberation of Kenya. 
 (3) The battle is going to be a battle against retention of the status quo, against the force of change. And change Kenya shall get. 
ODM Convention, Kasarani, Nairobi, 2007
Raila’s metaphor is based on the opposing forcing between himself and his opponents who are the ruling party.  At this time, he advocated for constitutional reforms, but Mwai Kibaki, the president at the time, has backtracked on the agreement to institute these changes when he was elected in 2002. The first referendum on the constitutional changes was done in 2005 and Raila has successfully rooted against the draft with claims that it has anomalies. At this time the quest was still on and he was against the status quo. His advocacy for change is metaphorized as a battle since several attempts had been made to change the status but the efforts have been met with opposition from the ruling regime. He refers to his efforts as a battle and a force against opposition.
The elements of the source domain war, have been crossmapped on the battle against the status quo. 
(4) But I have a duty and responsibility to protect democracy in this country. The struggle for law and democracy in this country is a very long one. And I am not about to surrender it to those forces of retrogression and darkness that have continued over time to take us in the wrong direction. We represent the progressive force that want to democratize this country. 
     CORD Election Aftermath Press Conference, Lavington, Nairobi 2013, Citizen TV
After the 2013 elections where Raila lost to Uhuru Kenyatta, He vows to continue with the quest for democracy. In his fight he want to protect democracy. This means he will use all mean to ensure democracy is maintained. The means it in itself a fight. In war, warring faction may surrender when defeated after a tussle or battle.  To surrender in this case is to accept that he had lost the election and even change political cause like adopting consensus. But Raila in this case remains unbowed even after he lost to his opponent.  He is not willing to surrender to forces of retrogression and darkness (opponent and his group). He states that he is a representative of the progressive force. This means that the election was a war between two opposing forces (factions), Raila (progressive force) and his opponents (retrogressive and dark force). The conceptual domain is Achieving law and democracy is a war. In the quest for democracy Raila talks about protecting the democracy as his duty and responsibility, because the struggle to attain law and democracy was along one. And he is not willing to give up on this- surrender. To surrender in a war means to agree that the enemy has overcome you.  But he is not willing to do that and allow the forces of retrogression and darkness (opponents and their power) to reign.  Hence he shall be progressive in fighting to protect the law and constitution. The source domain here is war, and the target domain are varied including to protect, surrender, forces of retrogression and darkness and the progressive force. 
 (5) We believe in a parliamentary system of government. It is going to be a gigantic task, in terms of resources. It is going to be like the battle between David and Goliath. They will be coming with resources, billions of shillings that they are raising in dinners of 1 million shillings a plate. But we are going to face them in the name of the Lord God of Kenya. We shall beat them. 
ODM Convention, Kasarani, Nairobi, 2007
This metaphoric war reference between Raila’s party, Orange Democratic Movement (ODM) and his opponents asserts his believes as a party leader. Though his opponents are as ‘gigantic’ as Goliath in the bible, Raila believes he shall beat them. His simplicity and scarcity of resources to rival opponents who are raising a million shillings dinner a plate for campaigns is equated to David in the Bible, who defeated Goliath with a little stone and a simple sling. He shall beat his enemies (opponents) with his simplicity and lack in resources for campaigns. The conceptual domain is defending the parliamentary systems of government is a battle.  The source domain is war/battle and the target domain is defending the parliamentary system of government and beating the opponents. Concepts of war are crossmapped on the target domain defending (gigantic tasks) the parliamentary system and beating his opponents in doing so. 
(6) Protecting the life of a pregnant mother is currently in the law, then Mwai Kibaki and Raila Odinga are prepared to go to the lion’s den. 
Yes Campaigns, Ridgeways Baptist Church, Nairobi, KTN 2010

Raila implies that he is willing to go to war with his opponents (lions in the den), who are against the draft constitution, in order to defend segment of the draft such as protecting the life of pregnant mothers. Mwai Kibaki as the president at the times and he as the Prime Minister were ready to face angry lions in the den to defend the constitution. The lion’s den is a referent from the bible where Daniel, a prophet was thrown in a lion’s den because he refused to worship the gods of Babylon. The above metaphor has a biblically twist but it fits as a war metaphor since it possesses warlike domains such as protections and battling in the lion’s den. The willingness to face lions in a den requires a well a fearless well prepared soldier. It means preparing to die for a cause. The source domain in this case is war and the target domain is protecting and going to the lion’s den, for the sake of the rights of a pregnant mother in the laws of Kenya. 
(7) About turn, about turn, left turn, right turn, fire, fire, fire, fire, harambee, harambee, harambee
Naona kama mawingu ya mvua imetanda. Kwanza mvua imeanza kunyesha huko Africa Kusini
I can see clouds of rain all over. In fact the rain has started raining in South Africa.
Bwana Tsuma ameangusha Bwana Mbeki huko Africa Kusini.  Tsuma aliangusha Mbeki, na Raila ataangusha Kibaki vile vile
Mr. Tsuma has fallen Mr. Mbeki in South Africa. Tsuma has fallen Mbeki, and Raila shall fall Kibaki in that manner. 
Tuko tayari?
Are you ready?
Ndio!
Yes!
Tuko tayari?
Are you ready?
Ndio!
Yes!
Nataka twende
I want us to go
Twende
Let’s go
Twende
Let’s go
Twende
Let’s go
Tupeleke Kibaki Nyambani?
Let’s take Kibaki Home?

About turn, about turn, left turn, right turn, fire, fire, fire, fire, harambee, harambee, harambee
I can see the clouds of rains all over. In fact the rain has started raining in South Africa. Mr, Tsuma has fallen Mr. Mbeki in South Africa. Tsuma has fallen Mbeki, and Raila shall fall Kibaki in that manner. 
Are you ready?
Yes!
Are you ready?
Yes!
I want us to go
Let’s go
Let’s go
Let’s go
Let us take Kibaki home?
KTN, 2007
The conceptual domain dominating the above metaphoric extract is that Election is a war as well as a fight of firing. Raila describes a shooting spree in a war scenario, where there is a commander instructing the army in a matching parade. He also commands the firing (of bullets). He compares the recent South African elections where Mr Tsuma defeated Mr. Mbeki in the presidential election. He believes he too will defeat his opponent, Mwai Kibaki in the upcoming 2007 general elections.  The source domain of this metaphor is war and the target domain is firing and falling opponents. Qualities of the source domain (war) have been crossmapped to the target domain (marching, firing and falling opponents). The audience is persuaded to join Raila in the war (elections) to win the presidential seat against his opponent Mwai Kibaki.
  (8)Tupigane na ufisadi,
        Let us fight corruption. 
          Uhuru Park Nairobi, 2012
Raila personifies corruption as an enemy that needs to be fought.  This is conceptualized in the domain of Corruption is an enemy.  The target domain is fighting and the source domain is war. Characteristics of doing away with corruption are likened to a war, since corruption is the enemy that needs to be fought. In this case the traits of a war are crossmapped on the target domain fighting with corruption. 
(9) Tupambane na ufisadi. Hii vita lazima tupigane hadi mwisho, bila kurudi nyuma.
Let us struggle to oust corruption. We believe this war (on corruption) must be pursued until the end, and there is no turning back.
Raila terms the move to alleviate corruption as a war. I.e. struggling with corruption is a war. The Target Domain is struggling with corruption and the Source Domain is a war.
The concept of political strategies as war strategies is realized in the fact that every politician’s debate or position is literally a war. They therefore deploy various strategies as a soldier would be to win a war with the enemy. The tactics used by the politicians are similar to those used in a war. Traits of a war, the source domain are crossmapped on to the target domain, struggle with corruption to portray the fight of an enemy that needs to be defeated. 
(10) Raila said: tunataka kupigana na yale maadui matatu makumbwa ya wakenya: ugonjwa, ujinga, umaskini na utawala wa kimabavu. 

We want to fight three big enemies of the people of Kenya: disease, ignorance, poverty and tyranny.
Narok County in 2017 elections Campaign
In the above metaphor, Raila conceptualizes his effort to end disease, ignorance, poverty and tyranny in the domain of a war. This means the four issues are the stumbling block to the people of Kenya to achieve a democratic state and they must be eliminated. This is equal to declaring a war. Raila is the hero and the four issues are the villains. The people of Kenya are the victims who must be saved by the hero. The Source Domain is war, and the characteristics of war are crossmapped on the Target Domains, disease, ignorance, poverty. 

3.2 Counter Attack/Revenge War Metaphors
These metaphors reflect Raila’s retaliatory remarks towards his audience. Despite efforts by opponents to frustrate him, he decides to keep on course and also to devise strategies to counter the attacks. One of these strategies is to guard his votes during the electoral process in order to catch his opponents unawares, who he alleges have rigged him out in the past elections. The conceptual domain in this category of war metaphors is that political strategies are war strategies. This is discussed below:
(11) Sitarudi nyuma, sitarudi nyuma. Nipigwe teke, sitarudi nyuma. Nifungwe jela, sitarudi nyuma, sitarudi. 
I will not turn/go back, I will not turn /go back. Even if I am kicked, I will not turn go back. Even if I am locked up in jail, I will not turn back, I will not turn back.

In the example above, Raila presents himself as a soldier and a hero who is ready to fight for the common man, no matter how many hurdles he will pass through. This is a reflection of a soldier in a battle, determined to proceed forward no matter how harsh or fierce the war (elections) could be.  The conceptual domain is abstract but it is in the realm of war. I.e. winning an election is war. This is against the background of the hurdles he had gone through throughout his political career. Detentions, arrests, disruptions of political rallies, among other forms of political frustrations from opponents. The metaphorical meaning of the song is two-fold: soldiers in battles sing to encourage themselves to move forward in battle, and secondly, kicks, arrests, are part of a soldier’s life and he is not expected to give up. Elements of the source domain war are crossmapped to the target domain of not giving up in a war. In this case the audience is persuaded to vote for him since he is a courageous and determined candidate in the realm of politics/elections. 
(12) 	Nyinyi mlisimama imara. Ile wakati ya kura. Mkasema, kama ni mbaya ni mbaya. 
You stood firm. That time for voting. You said, if it’s bad let it be bad.
Raila: wakichukua kura
Raila:  when they take the vote
Audience: tunachukua
Audience: we take
Raila: wakijiandikisha
Raila: when they register
Audience: tunajiandikisha
Audience: we register
Raila: wakipiga
Raila: When they vote
Audience: tunapiga
Audience: We vote
Raila: wakihesabu
Raila: when they count
Audience: tunahesabu
Audience: We count
Raila: wakijumlisha
Raila: when they do addition
Audience: tunajumlisha
Audience: We also add
Raila: wakirusha
Raila: When they throw
Audience: tunarusha
Audience: we throw
Raila: wakitangaza
Raila: when they announce
Audience:tunatangaza
Audience: We announce
Raila: wakiiba
Raila: when they steal
Audience: tunaiba
Audience: we steal
Raila: walisema, wakiiba tunawanasa. Nasa hao
Raila: they said, when they steal, we catch them
Audience: nasa hao
Audience: Catch them
Raila: nasa hao
Raila: Catch them
Audience: nasa hao
Audience: Catch them
Raila: nasa hao
Raila: Catch them
Audience: nasa hao
Audience: Catch them
Raila: tuliwanasa. Tukawapeleka mbele ya mahakama ya Maraga. 
Raila: we caught them. We took them to Maraga’s court.


You stood firm that time of elections and said if it bad it is bad.. 
Raila: when they take the vote
Audience: we take the vote
Raila: when they register
Audience: we register
Raila: when they vote
Audience: we vote
Raila: when they count
Audience: we count
Raila: they do addition
Audience: we add
Raila: when they throw
Audience: we throw
Raila: when they announce
Audience: we announce
Raila: when they steal
Audience: we steal
Raila: they said, when they steal we catch them. Catch them! 
Audience: catch them
Raila: catch them
Audience: catch them
Raila: catch them
Audience: catch them
Raila: we caught them. We took them to Maraga’s court. 

In this conversation-like speech, Raila reminisces over the outcome of the previous elections that he had lost to other contestants due to what he terms as rigging. In this case/ speech he, devises a counter attack strategy against his opponents. He prepares his supporter to be combative in the election process i.e. during the elections period his supports should register for voting, and be vigilant with the opposition with regard to the vote counting. He urges his supporters to counter whatever his opponents were doing as a means of equalizing any suspected malpractices they have allegedly suffered before. These include registration, counting, and tallying. If they encounter violence his opponents are expected to respond in the same manner. And if the opponents rigged the elections his supports should catch them.  Raila seems to communicate that in the upcoming 2017 elections he is prepared not to concede but retaliate. As the Independent Electoral and Boundary Commission (IEBC) tallying centers were would be counting the votes, he urged his supporters to also do the tallying and announce the results, the same way IEBC would. It should be noted that it is characteristic of Raila to be skeptical about the voting systems laid by IEBC and his views are marred with malpractice. Whether this is factual or not, this metaphor is an indication of a war strategy meant to stop his opponents in their tracks. The conceptual domain is Political strategies are war strategies. 
(13) Then we want to guard against any attempt of rigging of the next elections. We’ve been through difficult times as a result of botched elections in 2007. We don’t want to see a repeat of what happened last time.
CORD Campaigns, Nairobi, 2013
This was during the 2013 general election where Raila is setting up mechanisms to ensure that there is no vote rigging as a counter measure to his opponent’s alleged scheme to rig him out. In a war the faction always take guard against being invaded by the enemy. The conceptual domain here is election strategies are war strategies. The source domain is war and the target domain is the act of guarding against vote rigging. The characteristics of the source domain war are crossmapped on the target domain guarding against vote rigging. 
(14) This battle is going to be a battle against the retention of the status quo, against the force of change. And change Kenya shall get.
							Citizen TV, 2007
These retaliatory remarks are meant to persuade the audience that accepting to retain the status quo is equal to battling against changes. Raila is known to stand for political reforms and adopting change of the constitution. The conceptual domain in this case is the quest for change is a battle. The elements of the source domain war are crossmapped on the target domain is battling against the status quo and battling against change. To describe how the process and effort that shall be used to implement change, Raila uses this war metaphor to counter the opponents’ effort to retain the status quo but emphasize on the efforts towards the necessary changes that the country Kenya needed. 

3.3 Defeat/Loss War Metaphors
These refer to death or loss of a proponent, opponent, political player or a political idea. It is a way of portraying an end to an individual or an issues that have been fought or fought for before. 
(15) People said oooh Raila has made a big mistake. That Luos can never vote for a kikuyu. They will never. This is, Raila has committed political suicide. I went and told the Luos exactly what I have told you. There was no war between Kikuyus and Luos.
Nyeri CORD Campaigns, 2013, KTN

Committing political suicide is projected as ruining one’s political career before time.  In this context Raila refers to the sensitive Luo-Kikuyu political relationship that has always been tumultuous in Kenya since independence.  The “enmity” and rivalry between the two major tribes in Kenya spans from the days of the late Jomo Kenyatta and the late Oginga Odinga. Asking Luos to vote for a kikuyu presidential candidate (Mwai Kibaki) in 2002 was equal to risking losing his political influence with his people, since the two tribes have been rivals.  The conceptual domain in this case is that uncalculated political strategies are wrong war strategies that could be suicidal. Elements of the source domain war are crossmapped on the target domain committing political suicide. 

3.4 Success/Winning War Metaphors
These are war metaphors that are emphatic on success or victory in elections for Raila Odinga even though the election outcomes pointed that he had lost the elections. These metaphors attempt to persuade the audience that Raila’s camp is victorious despite the obvious election outcomes. 
(16) 	Raila: sasa mnaona pembe zote za Kenya kumejaa huzuni?
Raila: now you see that all the corners of Kenya are full of sadness
    	Crowd: (inaudible noises)
Raila: yaani ikiwa kama kuna ushindi, ikiwa kama kuna ushindi, kunakuanga na sherehe, lakini ushindi gani hii ambayo wananchi wanakua na matanga? 
Raila: when there is victory, if there is victory, there is usually a celebration, but which victory is this where citizens have a funeral?
Kila mahali kumekua tu maombolezi, wananchi wameudhika na yale ambayo wameona kila mahali, 
Everywhere there is mourning, citizens are angered because of what they have seen everywhere, 
mimi nataka kuwafariji wananchi wa Kenya ati hii ilikua ni majaribio kama ile majaribio ya kimapinduzi ya kiamani. 
I want to console the citizens of Kenya that this was just an attempt like the attempt of a peaceful revolution. 
Lakini nawaambia nyinyi ya kwamba hataweza kutoroka na ushindi wetu. 
But am telling you that he cannot run away with our victory
Wakenya watasimama imara na mimi nina hakika ya kwamba mwishowe sisi tutashinda.
Kenyans will stand firm and am sure that in the end we shall be victorious.
 	(Crowd Applauds)
Raila: now you see all corners of Kenya are full of sadness? If there is victory, if there’s victory, there is usually a celebration, but which victory is this where citizens have a funeral? There is mourning everywhere, citizens are angered with what they have seen everywhere. I want to calm the citizens of Kenya that this was just an attempt like the attempt of a peaceful revolution. But am telling you he will not manage to run away with our victory. Kenyans will stand firm and am sure that in the end we shall be victorious. 
Raila Odinga’s, Kibera Speech 2013
Raila’s perception of victory in this case is two-fold. He tries to convince his audience that the victory of his opponents was not valid since instead of bringing celebration, it brought a somber mood in the country. On the other hand, he persuades them to believe that his failure to clinch the presidency is not a loss for his team but an attempt of a peaceful revolution. He predicts that his opponents shall not take his victory but they as a team would be victorious.  In this there are two conceptual domain in this metaphors: election outcomes are war outcomes. The source domain is war, and the target domain is the election outcome: peaceful revolution; victory. Raila persuades the audience that the opponent’s victory has brought sadness and his failure is actually victory since the election was an attempt at a peaceful revolution. 
(17) The work of the military is external security; to protect the country against external aggression. 
Internally we have the internal civil police ambao kazi yao ni kudumisha usalama ndani ya nchi. 
Internally we have the internal civil police their duty is to bring internal security
Kwa hivyo hatutaki wanajeshi wetu waingizwe katika mambo ya siasa na mambo ya uchaguzi. 
So, we do not want our military officers to be involved in the political affairs of elections
Hii ni a peaceful revolution by the people of Kenya. No force on earth inaweza kuzuia. Hii ni kama mto Nile; imetoka Jinja inaelekea Misri, itafika upende usipende.
Hii ni peaceful revolution by the people of Kenya. No force on earth can prevent it. This is like river Nile: coming from Jinja going to Egypt, it will get there whether he likes it or not
The work of the military is external security; to protect the country against external aggression. Internally we have the internal civil police who their duty is to bring internal security. So, we do not want the military to be coopted in politics and election matters. This is a peaceful revolution by the people of Kenya. No force on earth can prevent it. This is like river Nile, it comes from Jinja towards Egypt, it will get there, whether you like it or not. 
                                                          Raila Odinga Speech in Kitale 2013 Campaigns 
This war metaphor shows an attempt by Raila to persuade his audience about his political course that cannot be stopped by rival government forces. In a war, we fight opposing forces and the enemy also tries to deter the efforts of the other camp from succeeding in the political war. In this case, Raila attempts to emphasize that his political course cannot be stopped by opponents just like River Nile cannot be stopped from flowing from Jinja to Egypt is persuasive. The conceptual domain is Politics is a War. Opponent strategize on how to stop the enemy and the enemy counter attacks to maintain their quest to clinch leadership. The elements of the source domain war are crossmapped on the target domain (this seen in the metaphoric action of not stopping the River Nile from reaching its destination).  

4. War Metaphors and Persuasion
Metaphors play a critical role in political discourse (Mio, 1997), since they simplify political policy and they help persuade people to adopt a certain points of view regarding political matters of the day (Bougher, 2012). Raila prefers the use of war metaphors as opposed to addressing complex political issues directly to his audience especially when targeting opponents. In his speech he names politicians involved in scandals, constitutional review processes, character traits of opponents, political agenda of his party and his personal political decisions. Charteris-Black (2005) asserts that metaphors to some extend influence the people’s choices on how political issues are resolved. This could be voting in a national election, referendum, opinion polls and generally accepting or rejecting a politician in a political rally. The act of wedging war on enemies (opponents), associated with war metaphors is persuasive compared to the use plain speech. Also the emotive nature of war metaphors stirs up emotive reason of the audience. Persuasive discourse is linked to the ancient Greek times of Plato and Aristotle as influenced by the by three Aristotelian principles in rhetoric namely ethos (appeal to ethics), pathos (appeal to emotion) and logos (appeal to logic).  In his discourse Raila maintains a rational, logical, and emotional state when articulating his political ideology. He gives evidence and also incorporates logical statements in a bid to explain the war metaphors. 
War, battle or fighting emanates from an emotional appeal (pathos). The verbal expressions such as fighting, battling, warring, protecting, struggling, forces, counter attack, shooting and suicide are all concepts connected to the domain of war and they are emotionally appealing to the audience. The emotional aspect of war metaphors gives Raila a better platform for persuading his audience more, leading to conviction and eventually action.
5. Conclusion
Raila Odinga’s use of war metaphors is an effective way of persuasion and propagation of his ideological standpoints. Since war metaphors indicate combativeness and force, they complement his aggressive efforts to defend his ideological believes. The advent of his quest for reforms in 1990 while on political asylum in Norway to escape the oppressive regime of former late president Daniel Moi, culminated into steps towards amending the constitution of Kenya from 1997 to 2010. His political life resonates battles for change. The emotive tone attached to war concepts is believed to have influenced citizens towards change in Kenya. The promulgation of the new constitution in 2010 is one the achievements that mark the fruition of his efforts toward change and the ideological believes he stands for. His use of war metaphors project that Politics/election is a war, opponents are enemies and political strategies are war strategies. 
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