Conceptual Metaphor as political marketing strategy: A comparative study of inaugural addresses of Ghanaian Presidents

ABSTRACT
Metaphors are powerful linguistic tools that shape political thought, frame ideologies, and influence public perception by conceptualizing abstract socio-political realities in familiar terms. It serves as a political marketing strategy where political leaders establish credibility, sway public opinion, and model national dialogue. This study explores the metaphors in the inaugural addresses of President John Dramani Mahama (JDM) and Former President Nana Addo Dankwa Akuffo Addo (NADAA) within Lakoff and Johnson’s Conceptual Metaphor Theory (CMT), which posits that metaphor is a way of understanding one domain of experience, usually an abstract one, in terms of another domain, usually a more concrete one. The study is motivated by the limited number of such studies in Ghanaian political discourse. Findings from the study reveal that the presidents conceptualized leadership as a movement based on the journey metaphor and the nation as a building under the construction metaphor. Other metaphors include “INFRASTRUCTURE IS MONEY”, CITIZENS ARE FAMILY”, and “A COUNTRY IS A MULFUNCTIONING MACHINE”. Each frame represents the political priorities and situational difficulties of the leaders. This study extends research in metaphor studies, specifically in political discourse, and has afforded the theory to be tested in another geographical context.
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1.0 Introduction
Language is a compelling tool for framing thought, creating social realities, and guiding public perception, typically in politics (Swetha & Aravind, 2025). As a subarea of linguistics, cognitive linguistics provides major perspectives on how language mirrors the ways we conceptualize the world (Fakhir, 2024). Grounded in the larger field of cognitive science, Evans and Green (2018) opine that cognitive linguistics sees language not as an autonomous system, but as deeply intertwined with perception, memory, and reasoning. Therefore, within this approach, Evans and Green advance that meaning is central to linguistic structures because they are influenced by and reflect mental representations, experiences, and culturally shared understandings.
Cognitive semantics, on the other hand, examines how meaning is created in the mind (Wen & Tang, 2026). Wen and Tang posit that understanding is informed by spatial, embodied, and cultural experiences, which language expresses and reflects. From this perspective, political language goes beyond rhetoric because it is considered a cognitive activity that conveys ideological positions, emotional appeals, and calls to action. This way of using language is political marketing. According to Rahmani and Saeed (2024) and Makhambetova et al. (2025), political leaders use language to persuade, raise spirits, inspire confidence, influence public opinion, and get as much support as possible from the general public.
One of the most important discoveries in cognitive semantics is Conceptual Metaphor Theory (CMT), originally proposed by Lakoff and Johnson (1980). According to this theory, metaphor is not a decorative element of language, but a fundamental mechanism of thought. Lakoff and Johnson (1980) argue that conceptual metaphors allow abstract or complex ideas, such as freedom, power, or the nation, to be understood in terms of more concrete, familiar experiences. For example, metaphors like “the ship of state” or “fighting for justice” reveal how political concepts are often framed through embodied or action-oriented schemas. These metaphors are deeply rooted in everyday discourse and play a strategic role in political communication as well. 
Scholars such as Chahbane and Zrizi (2023) argue that metaphors in political discourse function to naturalize certain worldviews and legitimize power relations. This makes metaphor analysis a crucial and important tool for unveiling the underlying structures of political rhetoric. The use of metaphors have seen a growing body of studies that examine metaphors from business (Popescu, 2012; Gil, 2016) education (Miao, 2023), sport (Fedorova & Argounov, 2022; Gyimah Manu & Afreh, 2024), law (Šeškauskienė, 2022; Twardzisz, 2022; Ofosu et al. 2025; Ofosu & Afreh, 2025), everyday conversation (Kövecses, 2016; Thibodeau et al, 2019), healthcare (Bleakley, 2017; Tate, 2020) and specialized concepts (Afreh & Ofosu, 2024). 
Despite the significance of metaphor as a linguistic tool to concretize abstract entities and make them more familiar and accessible, its application as a political marketing strategy in political addresses has seen little to no studies, which presents a gap that needs to be bridged. This study, therefore, seeks to comparatively examine how the two Ghanaian presidents, John Dramani Mahama and Nana Addo Dakwah Akuffo-Addo, employ metaphors in their Presidential Inaugural addresses, and how these metaphors are used as a political marketing strategy. The following questions serve to guide the study.
1. What metaphors are used in the inaugural addresses of the presidents? 
2. How do the presidents use metaphors as a political marketing strategy to legitimize their presidency?

2.0 Theoretical framework
The theory underpinning this study is Lakoff and Johnson’s (1980) Conceptual Metaphor Theory (CMT). Lakoff and Johnson explain that metaphor is not merely a figure of speech but a way we understand one idea or experience by comparing it to another. Therefore, they consider metaphor, first, as a cognitive phenomenon. It is after this first step that conceptual metaphors “find their surface-level expression in language and other semiotic modes of communication” (Afreh & Ofosu, 2024: 256). According to CMT, the physical interactions of humans with their environment inform the formation of conceptual metaphors (Ofosu & Washew, 2024).
In simpler terms, Kövecses (2020) points out that metaphor occurs when we understand one idea (called the target domain) by comparing it to another, more familiar concept (called the source domain). According to Kövecses, the target is something abstract or hard to comprehend, and the source is something more concrete and based on our everyday experience. For example, Lakoff and Johnson (1980) used the metaphor ARGUMENT IS WAR, where ARGUMENT serves as the target domain (the concept we’re trying to understand), and WAR is the source domain (the concept we use to understand the target). They use real-life statements people use when arguing to support this metaphor.
1. Your claims are indefensible.
He attacked every weak point in my argument.
His criticisms were right on target.
I demolished his arguments.
You disagree? Okay, shoot!
(Lakoff & Johnson, 1980: 4)
According to Lakoff and Johnson (1980), this metaphorical mapping presents different sets of conceptual correspondence as a result of using the knowledge we have about war to talk about argument.
The mappings, we read, are either “primary” or “complex.” Grady (1997) explains that the primary metaphors are derived from more basic physical and cognitive experiences than the latter. Primary metaphors are considered natural outcomes of the interaction between our physical and cognitive composition as human beings and of our experience in the world. Since such embodied experiences are universal, the corresponding primary metaphors, according to Lakoff and Johnson (1999), are universally acquired. For this reason, the authors argue that primary metaphors are universals that are learnt, but not innate. Complex metaphors, on the other hand, according to Lakoff and Johnson (1999), are formed or built out of primary metaphors plus forms of commonplace knowledge or beliefs that are widely accepted in cultures. Consequently, they conclude that complex metaphors are more likely to show cross-cultural variation than primary metaphors, which stem from universally applicable experiences. 
Despite its foundational influence, CMT has faced criticism from scholars like Camsuzou (2021), who questioned the existence of conceptual metaphors, while others have critiqued the theory for its potential circular reasoning. Additionally, researchers such as Deignan (2005) and the Pragglejaz Group (2007) have critiqued the methodologies used to identify metaphors in discourse. Despite these challenges, CMT has undergone significant developments, with researchers exploring conceptual metaphors across various cognitive and cultural domains. For instance, Adamson (2007) has expanded the theory’s application to new domains of human experience. The impact of conceptual metaphors has been demonstrated in various discursive communities (Fedorova & Argounov, 2022; Šeškauskienė, 2022; Twardzisz, 2022; Miao, 2023; Gyimah Manu & Afreh, 2024; Ofosu et al., 2025; Ofosu & Afreh, 2025). This study argues that metaphors serve as a political marketing strategy that the presidents use to build an understanding of their governments from the ground up and legitimize their presidency. 
Lakoff and Johnson (1980: 7–32) distinguish three types of conceptual metaphors: structural, orientational, and ontological. According to the authors, structural metaphors involve understanding one concept in terms of another through systematic structural mapping. These metaphors are foundational for grasping abstract concepts by linking them to more concrete experiences. Lakoff and Johnson further explain that orientational metaphors explain the relationship between the spatial field in terms of how humans arrange their thoughts. This is often based on the physical directions like up-down, front-back, and Lakoff and Johnson (2003) explain that this type of metaphor, unlike the structural type, does not simply structure one concept in terms of another but rather organizes an entire system of abstract meaning through spatial orientation. Ontological metaphor is the third type of metaphor. The authors posit that human beings perceive entities as containers; therefore, abstract experiences are concretized as objects or substances. These metaphorical conceptualizations are fundamental to everyday language use and cognition because they influence how we perceive and interact with the world around us.

3.0 Methods and data 
3.1 Research design
The current study is grounded in the qualitative research paradigm, which Shava and Nkengbeza (2019) define as an inquiry aimed at gaining an in‑depth understanding of human behavior and the reasons that govern it. The qualitative research paradigm focuses on deeper insight rather than surface features of phenomena (Sithole, 2025). Following this framework, the researcher analyzed the content of the data, providing detailed descriptions and interpretations aligned with the research questions and objectives. As highlighted by Chand (2025) and Xu et al. (2025), qualitative research allows for in-depth discussion and comprehensive analysis, enabling a nuanced understanding of complex phenomena. This approach is particularly suitable for exploring the ideologies and perspectives of two individuals with distinct personalities, as it facilitated a rich, thorough, and meaningful analysis, capturing the subtleties and variations in their experiences and viewpoints while providing coherent insights relevant to the study’s aims.

3.2 Source of data
The data for this study consists of the presidential inaugural addresses by President John Dramani Mahama (JDM) and Former President Nana Addo Dankwah Akuffo-Addo (NADAA) delivered in their respective first and second terms in office as presidents. In accordance with Article 57(3) of the 1992 Constitution, which mandates a president-elect to take the oath of office before Parliament, each president is required to deliver an inaugural address to accept the office and lay down their vision for the country. Based on this constitutional obligation, NADAA, who served two consecutive terms from 2017 to 2025, delivered two (2) inaugural addresses. JDM, who served from 2013 to 2017 and was reelected in 2024 to serve a non-consecutive second term, has also delivered two (2) inaugural addresses, including his most recent address in 2025. 
These addresses were obtained from the Graphic Online website and the Ministry of Information website, both considered credible sources for official public addresses in Ghana. To ensure accuracy and authenticity, the written transcripts were cross-checked against the video recordings downloaded from the Ministry of Information website. No ethical procedures were followed for the data collection since the written transcripts and videos are available on publicly available and verifiable websites.   
Table 1: Text details 
	Addresses
	JDM 1
	JDM 2
	JDM TOTAL
	NADAA 1
	NADAA 2
	NADAA TOTAL
	TOTAL

	Words (N)
	1,728
	3,436
	5,164
	2,626
	2,161
	4787
	9,951

	Sentences (N)
	90
	145
	235
	128
	75
	203
	438

	Lexical density (%)
	42.07
	46.01
	44.69
	45.54
	43.78
	44.75
	44.72


Source: Researchers’ data analysis (2026)

3.3 Data analysis procedure
Several scholars (Bort-Mir & Bolognesi, 2022; et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023; Afreh & Ofosu, 2024; Gyimah Manu, 2024) have used various procedures, such as the Pragglejaz Group’s (2007) Metaphor Identification Procedure (MIP), the Metaphorical Source Domain Identification Procedure (MSDIP), the Filmic Metaphor Identification Procedure (FILMIP), and the Metaphor Identification Procedure VU Amsterdam (MIPVU), to identify and analyze conceptual metaphors, which have proven effective. Among such procedures, the Pragglejaz Group’s MIP has been widely used due to its well-established and systematic approach to the analysis of metaphors. The procedure ensures transparency and objectivity in metaphor identification from a bottom-up approach (Pragglejaz Group, 2007). 
The procedure involves (1) an initial reading of the text to gain a general understanding, followed by (2) the identification of the lexical units that serve as triggers of the metaphors; Level (3) involves the comparison of the identified lexical units to ascertain whether the basic meaning is different from the contextual meaning. The basic meaning is the denotative and etymological meaning of the word, which is determined by dictionaries. For this study, the Longman Dictionary of Contemporary English (LDCE) and the Online Etymological Dictionary (OED) are used to determine the basic meaning, while the contextual meaning was derived from the frames established by the co-texts of the selected lexical units. Metaphors were identified in level (4) when there was a discrepancy between the basic and contextual frames. The procedure has been illustrated in Fig. 1 (below).

3a. For each of the lexical unit in the text, establish its meaning in context
2. Determine the lexical units in the text 
1. Read the entire text to establish a general understanding of the meaning 




Determine whether the contextual meaning is related to the basic meaning by similarity
3c. Determine whether the contextual meaning contrasts with the basic meaning 
3b. For each of the lexical unit in the text, determine its basic meaning

Mark lexical unite as not metaphorical 
Mark the lexical unit as metaphorical
No
No
Yes
Yes






Figure 1: Pragglejaz Group’s MIP (2007), adopted from Ofosu et al. (2025)

In the analysis, the conceptual metaphors identified were categorized into the three types of conceptual metaphors, supported with linguistic expressions extracted from the data. The conceptual mappings that exist between the target domain and the various sources of the identified metaphors were discussed. Structural representations of the conceptual mappings of the various metaphors were further provided. For easy identification and specification, the data were coded with the references JDM 1 for the first address of President John Mahama and JDM 2 for his second. Similarly, NADAA 1 was used to reference President Akuffo-Addo’s first address and NADAA 2 for the second. 

4.0 Findings and discussion 
Key findings of the study are presented and discussed in this section. In the first part, we explore the conceptual metaphors employed by the presidents in their inaugural addresses to illustrate how abstract political concepts are made accessible to the public. Subsequently, how the presidents use these metaphors as a political marketing strategy to legitimize their presidencies is examined. 

4.1 Metaphors in the Inaugural Addresses of the Presidents 
The findings reveal that the presidents utilised several conceptual metaphors. These metaphors have been grouped according to the addresses from which they were derived. It is also noted that the metaphors identified fall under the structural and ontological metaphor types. This is presented in the table below. 

Table 2: Metaphors in the inaugural addresses
	JDM 1
	JDM 2
	NADAA 1
	NADAA 2

	LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR
	LEADERSHIP IS A JOURNEY

	LEADERSHIP IS A JOURNEY
	LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR

	A NATION IS A BUILDING
	LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR
	LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR
	A NATION IS A BUILDING

	CITIZENSHIP IS A DRAMA

	CITIZENS AND NEIGHBOURING COUNTRIES ARE FAMILY MEMBERS
	A NATION IS A BUILDING
	INFRASTRUCTURE IS MONEY

	
	CITIZENSHIP IS A DRAMA

	CITIZENSHIP IS A DRAMA
	

	
	A COUNTRY IS A MALFUNCTIONING MACHINE
	
	


Source: Researchers’ data analysis (2026)

Visualisation from Table 1 indicates that some of the identified metaphors overlap in the addresses. For instance, the metaphor LEADERSHIP IS A JOURNEY is identified in JDM 2 and NADAA 1, LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR is identified in JDM 1, and NADAA 1 and A NATION IS A BUILDING IS IDENTIFIED in NADAA 1 and NADAA 2. It is, however, noted that different linguistic expressions from different addresses are used to conceptualize the metaphors that overlap. Overall, seven (7) key conceptual metaphors were identified in the addresses. The structural mapping of the metaphors and the linguistic expressions that trigger these metaphors is presented in the sections below. 

4.1.1 [bookmark: _Toc205252159]LEADERSHIP IS A JOURNEY
Leadership and the act of leading a country are understood as journeys. Following Lakoff and Johnson (1980), this metaphor is considered a structural metaphor since the idea of leadership is understood in terms of a journey. That the journey metaphor is a significant source domain for conceptualizing leadership may not be surprising, given its centrality in studies such as Afreh (2022) and Wiredu (2023). Afreh (2022), for instance, describes the journey metaphor as one of the most productive metaphors in political discourse. This is similar to where features of a physical journey are enacted onto the idea of leadership. For instance, in JDM (1), the president conceptualizes leading and guiding a country to the path of progress as a journey. The structural correspondence between leadership and metaphor is presented below. 

Source domain (Journey)			Target domain (Leadership)
The Journey					Leading the Nation
The travellers 					citizens
The guide					the leader (president)
Starting point					beginning of mandate
Destination 					National goal
The path					policy direction
Obstacle 					corruption/crisis
Previous travellers 				the Founding Fathers

The metaphor is activated in the speeches through a range of lexical and phrasal triggers. These expressions belong to the semantic field of travel, movement, and spatial progression. In (Extract 1), the president explicitly names the new presidential mandate as the beginning of a journey. This frames the assumption of office as a point of departure toward a destination defined by national advancement. In (Extract 2), it also constructs challenges to governance as physical obstructions on a road, with the president cast as the guide who navigates companions' safety past these obstacles. The declaration in (extract 3) maps national development into directional spatial movement (Kövecses, 2010), with progress conceptualised as accelerating travel along a forward-oriented path. 
Additionally, the assertion made in (Extract 4) evokes the pioneering act of cutting a new path through uncharted terrain, positioning Ghana's historical achievements as the opening of routes that subsequent generations may travel. When Mahama states, "I will work to place us on the right path," (Extract 5), the president frames governance as a matter of choosing the correct direction of travel, with the attendant implication that wrong paths (poor policy choices) also exist. The invitation to recruit citizens as co-travelers distributes the agency of the journey across the collective national body. The verb phrase "steer the affairs" (Extract 7) invokes the sub-schema of the NATION IS A VEHICLE, in which the president is the helmsman directing the vessel along its course.  

JDM Addresses
1. "...we are poised to embark on a journey of progress and inclusivity..." (JDM 2)
2. "I will lead us over the hurdles and past the obstacles that might threaten to keep us from meeting our goals." (JDM 1)
3. "We are moving forward at a rapid pace." (JDM 1)
4. "We have blazed trails before for others to follow." (JDM 1)
5. "I will work to place us on the right path." (JDM 1)
6. "I invite you to partner with us on this journey." (JDM 2)
7. "[S]teer the affairs of our beloved nation." (JDM 2)

NADAA addresses 
8. Our journey has had some highs and, unfortunately, many lows." (NADAA 1)
9. "I stand here today... to lead this country... and take us to a higher level in our development." (NADAA 1)
10. "We will … shine the light down the path of our entrepreneurs and farmers." (NADAA 1)
11. "The doors of Ghana are open again." (NADAA 1)
12. "Our best days still lie ahead." (NADAA 1).
13. "[T]ogether, you and I will be chartering new territory in the governance and politics of the 4th Republic." (NADAA 2).

President Akufo-Addo's speeches sustain and deepen the same metaphorical structure. The reflection of the highs and lows of the journey in (Extract 8) maps the varied terrain of a physical landscape (hills and valleys) onto the uneven historical trajectory of Ghana's democratic development, rendering national history as a road with alternating elevations. The president reinforces this idea as a vertical elaboration of the journey schema that positions progress as upward movement toward an elevated destination. He, therefore, pledges to shine the light on the path (Extract 10). This frames leadership as illuminating an otherwise dark road, with the president functioning as a torchbearer whose light enables others to see and safely travel the path ahead. 
Also, Hu (2010) interprets the “JOURNEY” conceptual metaphor as a dominant cognitive model in political rhetoric, particularly in inaugural addresses. Hu provides a critical and systematic study of how the journey metaphor functions as a persuasive and unifying device in presidential inaugural addresses. It allows speakers to present national challenges as part of a forward-moving, shared journey, reinforce their leadership role, and project hope, resilience, and unity. Similarly, in the current study, the analysis reveals that both JDM and NADAA conceptualize the act of leading a country onto the path of progress as a journey.

4.1.2 [bookmark: _Toc205252160]LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR
The metaphor LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR permeates both speakers’ addresses through a cluster of religious, conventional, and spiritually charged expressions that construct governance as a divine, sanctified vocation. As Kövecses (2020) observes, conceptual metaphors recruit source domains that are deeply embedded in the cultural and experiential world of a speech community; in a predominantly Christian society such as Ghana, the sacred domain constitutes a culturally privileged source for understanding power, obligation, and moral accountability. The structural mapping between leadership and sacred/religious expressions is illustrated below. 

	Source domain (Sacred)			Target domain 
	God/the divine					supreme authority above political 
Power
		The servants of God				the president
		Divine calling/vocation			mandate to lead Ghana
		Sacred duty					responsibilities of office
		Blessings from God				national prosperity
		Vow						oath/policy commitment 
		The harvest					the reward of the faithful
		Renewal of covenant				second term in office 

This mapping constructs leadership as a spiritually charged vocation in which the leader is accountable not only to citizens but ultimately to God. The entailments of this mapping include the idea that leadership failure is not only political incompetence but a form of moral or spiritual transgression, and that leadership success is a form of divine favor or blessing. From (Extracts 14 and 19), the JDM and NADAA’s direct address to God is perhaps the most explicit single trigger for the metaphor as it frames the inauguration itself as a liturgical moment in which the presidents speak both as political actors and as supplicants before God. This makes the presidential authority as divine from and accountable to the Divine. The declaration in (Extracts 15, 16, and 20) further activates the sacred register through the invocation of oath-taking – a speech act that, in both religious and civic traditions, calls on a higher power to witness and enforce a binding promise, thereby consecrating the political commitment (Charteris-Black, 2018). The second covenant expression (Extract 16) consolidates the sacred register by recasting national belonging itself as a covenantal relationship akin to a religious communion.

JDM addresses 
14. "Our Father, who art in heaven, …, a day that offers me, Your humble servant, a unique opportunity to work to reset our dear country, Ghana." (JDM 2)
15. "I have entered into a covenant with you, the good people of Ghana." (JDM 2)
16. "I ask that we enter into the covenant with the Ghana we all love." (JDM 2)

NADAA addresses 
17. "Holy Scripture in Galatians 6:9 says 'Let us not become weary in doing good, for at the proper time we will reap a harvest if we do not give up.'" (NADAA 1) 
18. "Mr. Speaker, the Ghanaian people give thanks to Almighty God for the blessings, favour and grace He continues to bestow on them." (NADAA 1) 
19. "I thank Almighty God and the Ghanaian people, who, by an emphatic margin, renewed my mandate." (NADAA 2) 
20. "I pledge before this august House and the good people of Ghana that all I do will be for the common good." (NADAA 2) 

In Akufo-Addo's speeches, on the other hand, the scriptural citation from Galatians 6:9 (Extract 17) is also one of the most significant sacred triggers in NADAA's first address, as it directly recruits biblical authority to frame perseverance in governance as a form of spiritual faithfulness whose reward is divinely guaranteed. The opening national thanksgiving of NADAA’s second inaugural address (Extract 19) places God and citizens in parallel as the joint sources of presidential authority, constructing the electoral mandate as simultaneously a civic and a divine appointment.

4.1.3 [bookmark: _Toc205252161]A NATION IS A BUILDING
In both NADAA and JDM’s inaugural addresses, the conceptual metaphor A NATION IS A BUILDING is enacted through deliberate linguistic elaborations that shape national development as a process of construction and design. This metaphor allows abstract ideas about governance and growth to be communicated through concrete, physical imagery, and also makes the nation appear as a structure that must be built, strengthened, and maintained. The metaphor is structured cognitively in the following mapping. 

	Source domain (Building)			Target domain
	The building					the nation (Ghana)
	Workers					citizens 
	Architect					the presidents
	The foundation 				rule of law/democratic values
	Design 					national vision 
	Building materials 				human, natural, and financial 
resources
Pillars 						institutions (Parliament, Judiciary, 
Executive
Roof/ceiling 					limits of opportunities 

This mapping entails that national development is necessarily incremental since buildings are constructed brick by brick. Therefore, building requires a plan, that foundations must be secure before upper structures are raised, and that all builders must contribute to the structure to be completed. It also entails that a nation, like a building, can collapse, can be reinforced, and can be expanded beyond its original dimensions. These ideas are presented through linguistic expressions in JDM1 and NADAA 1 and 2.  

JDM addresses
21. "Together we will build a Ghana that will be a source of pride for all of us." (JDM 1)
22. "[W]e are committed to breaking the glass ceiling that has long hindered many from reaching their full potential." (JDM 1)
23. "We need to look beyond temporary fixes to find lasting solutions." (JDM 1)

NADAA addresses
24. "A new dawn has arisen in Ghana, which will enable us to build a new Ghanaian civilization which will be the beacon of Africa and the wonder of the world." (NADAA 1)
25. "I ask you to be citizens: citizens, not spectators; citizens, not subjects; responsible citizens building your communities and our nation." (NADAA 1)
26. "[W]ith the firm foundation laid in my first term of office, we shall take a significant step towards reducing the infrastructure deficit." (NADAA 2)
27. "[T]he democracy we seek to build and entrench in Ghana will ultimately succeed if we build a prosperous nation." (NADAA 2)

From (Extract 21), JDM positions the nation as an artifact under construction, with the president and citizens cast as co-builders jointly responsible for the finished structure. The commitment to "breaking the glass ceiling” (Extract 22) also activates a specific architectural metaphor in which barriers are conceptualized as structural surfaces embedded within the national building, whose demolition is a precondition for equitable national development (Semino, 2021). The call to look beyond temporary fixes in (Extract 23) also frames dysfunctional national systems as a damaged structure requiring permanent repair rather than superficial patching.
Similarly, NADAA frames the entire project of national governance as the construction of a civilizational edifice – an architectural achievement of such grandeur that it serves as a landmark visible across the continent. The civic appeal to responsible citizens to build their communities triggers the metaphor as it explicitly assigns the role of builders to every citizen. Musolff (2021) argues that political actors frame national development as a participatory construction project that cannot be completed by political leadership alone. To build a well-structured building, it requires a solid foundation. With this idea in mind, NADAA in (Extract 26) asserts that the achievements of his first term constitute a firm foundation laid" upon which the second term will be built. In this regard, the upper storey (second term in office) can only be safely erected once the foundation has been properly set, thereby legitimizing the continuity of the administration as a structural necessity rather than merely a political preference (Deignan et al., 2023).

4.1.4 CITIZENSHIP IS A DRAMA
This metaphor is enacted by projecting the familiar and concrete domain of the theatrical performance with its actors, roles, scripts, stages, audiences, and narrative arcs onto the abstract domain of civic participation, national identity, and democratic governance. From the analysis, it is noted that citizenship is consistently constructed as an active, scripted, and performative role of a political unit where each person must consciously choose to play, with the nation functioning as the stage, history as the narrative, and governance as the unfolding drama in which every citizen has a part. The following systematic correspondences are identifiable in JDM 1 and 2 and NADAA 1 addresses. 
	Source domain (Drama)			target domain (Citizenship)
	Drama						the enactment of civic life
	The stage 					the political space 
	The actors					citizens
	Audience/spectators				passive citizens 
	The role					civic duties
	The script					constitution/civic codes/national 
values 
The director 					the president 
The narrative arc				development 
	
From the mapping, one of the most theatrical and explicit pieces of evidence is JDM’s allusion to Shakespeare's The Tempest (Extract 28). The metaphor, CITIZENSHIP IS DRAMA, frames national history as the opening act of an ongoing performance whose main action is still to be written and performed by the present generation. This construes citizenship as a role inherited from a preceding dramatic act. In furtherance, the declaration that each and every citizen has a role to play (Extract 29) explicitly assigns every citizen a dramatic role within the ongoing performance of national development, with the clear entailment that a role that is not played leaves the drama incomplete and the citizens as spectators or passive audience. 
JDM further cautions against complacency, which can cause the citizens to be stuck (Extract 30), as a way to activate the theatrical frame through the vocabulary of players and background, constructing disengaged citizens as bit-part performers who have mistakenly relegated themselves to the margins of a drama in which they are, in fact, indispensable cast members. He therefore declares that a new chapter of the drama would be written (Extract 32). This maps the narrative structure of drama and literary work onto the national future to construct governance as a book and citizens as both writers and characters in an unfolding national story.

JDM address
28. It has been said that what is past is prologue, a mere introduction of all that is yet to come." (JDM 1)
29. "We all, each and every one of us, have a role to play in the growth and development of our beloved mother Ghana." (JDM 1)
30. "Complacency and frustration can entice us into believing that we are insignificant players stuck somehow in the background of a bigger picture." (JDM 1)
31. "[W]e shared this same space and performed this same transitional exercise." (JDM 2)
32. "[W]e will write the next chapter in Ghana's story, and it will be one of promise, transparency, and transformative progress." (JDM 2)

NADAA Speeches
33. "I ask you to be citizens: citizens, not spectators; citizens, not subjects; responsible citizens building your communities and our nation." (NADAA 1)
34. "[T]hey have raised their voices in an unmistakable chorus." (NADAA 1)

In Akufo-Addo's address, the drama metaphor is anchored in his landmark injunction that citizens must be "citizens, not spectators; citizens, not subjects" (Extract 33), which draws the defining theatrical distinction between the performer who actively inhabits a role and the audience member who passively observes the action from outside it, and insisting that democratic citizenship demands the former. Additionally, in (Extract 34), the image of citizens has raised their voices in chorus on one unique characteristic of stage performance in drama – chorus – where performers give collective voice to the moral and emotional stakes of an action. This conceptualization constructs the electorate as the dramatic chorus whose unified utterance drives the plot forward.

4.1.5 [bookmark: _Toc205252162]INFRASTRUCTURE IS MONEY
This metaphor operates by mapping the source domain of financial and economic exchange with investments, returns, debts, assets, costs, and transactions onto the target domain of the physical and institutional infrastructure. This metaphor is triggered by linguistic expressions in the second address of President Akuffo-Addo (NADAA 2). In his address, infrastructure is consistently framed not as a financial instrument, something that is invested in, yields returns, accumulates deficits, creates wealth, and drives economic productivity. The following systematic correspondences are identifiable across the address:

	Source domain (Money)			Target domain (Infrastructure)
	Investing money				building infrastructure
	Profits on investments 			 job creation/economic growth
	Losses/debt					infrastructure gaps	
From the extracts below, the president conceptualized infrastructure as capital assets that are fundamental investments that must be preserved and managed carefully to sustain national growth and public welfare. In (Extracts 35-37), the use of the lexical unit ‘deficit’ in the president’s commitment to reduce "the infrastructure deficit” draws on financial accounting to construct the gap in Ghana's built environment as a negative balance on the national development ledger whose clearance is a fiscal and governance obligation. The water supply projects designed to reduce "the percentage of Ghanaians without access to potable water" also trigger the metaphor by framing basic utility infrastructure as a development investment whose measurable return is the reduction of a social deficit.
	
NADAA address
35. “[W]e shall take a significant step towards reducing the infrastructure deficit that has plagued us all throughout our nationhood."   (NADAA 2)
36. “[T]he percentage of Ghanaians without access to potable water is set to reduce significantly, following the commencement of work on a number of water supply projects." (NADAA 2)
37. “This year will be the second ‘Year of Roads’, as we continue with our focus on dealing with the deficit in our road infrastructure”. (NADAA 2)

In this metaphor, investments in infrastructure act as safety nets, much like diversified financial holdings that secure an individual's or institution’s future. Infrastructure development projects are thus not merely expenditures, but capital outlays expected to yield returns, whether in job creation, improved health outcomes, or economic productivity that enhance the nation’s “balance sheet.” Moreover, conceptualising infrastructure as money reveals the need for fiscal responsibility and planning. Just as prudent investors allocate and manage funds carefully, governments need to prioritize infrastructure spending with foresight, ensuring that resources are systematically deployed where they will ensure the greatest return for social welfare. 

4.1.6 [bookmark: _Toc205252163]CITIZENS AND NEIGHBORING COUNTRIES ARE FAMILY MEMBERS
Family metaphors, according to Kövecses (2020), are cross-culturally pervasive in political discourse precisely because kinship constitutes one of the most primordial and emotionally resonant domains of human experience, making it an exceptionally powerful source domain for constructing the bonds, duties, and identities that a political community requires. From the analysis of the data, it was realized that both the internal relationship between a leader and citizens and the external relationship between Ghana and its neighbors are constructed through family registers such as parents, children, brothers, and sisters, heritage, mutual care, and inheritance. The following systematic correspondences are identifiable across all four speeches:



Source domain (Family)	Target domain (citizens/neighboring countries) 
The family unit 				the nation
Parents/forebearers 				Founding Fathers 
Children 					the youth
Family home 					the country (Ghana)
Family treasure 				National heritage 
Extended family members 			neighboring countries  

The repeated use of “my brothers and sisters (Extract 38) and “my family” (Extract 39) reposition the civic relationship between the president and the citizens as a sibling bond characterized by equality, mutual affection, and shared parentage – mother Ghana. In furtherance, asserting that the people across Ghana's borders may be of a different nationality, they all share a heritage with Ghana, positioning the neighboring countries as members of the extended family (Extracts 40-42). This framing dissolves the political boundaries between nation-states into the single overriding frame of a shared family whose members happen to have been separated by colonial cartography rather than by genuine difference of origin. 

JDM address 
38. "My brothers and sisters, the world in which Ghana exists today...is not the same world." (JDM 2)
39. "To my family and fellow citizens..." (JDM 2)
40. "[T]hey may be Ivorians, they may be Togolese, they may be Burkinabe, they may be Nigerians or Malians, but they are also Akans, they are Gas, they are Guans, they are Ewes...because we are all part of one another, one big family." (JDM 2)
41. "[W]e also acknowledge that on the other side of our country's borders are our family members." (JDM 2)
42. "[O]ur sister countries who have traveled from near and far to be with us today." (JDM 2)
	
[bookmark: _Toc205252165]
4.1.7 [bookmark: _Toc205252166]A COUNTRY IS A MALFUNCTIONING SYSTEM/MACHINE
In this metaphor, the abstract domain, the national government, is understood as a mechanical system operation that has engineers, functions, and parts that can break down and require repairs, resets, and restoration processes. From the analysis, it is revealed that this metaphor does not just conceptualise the country as a machine but as a malfunctioning one: a system that has broken down, stalled, gone off course, or been deliberately mismanaged, thus the incoming president is the technician, engineer, or reset agent charged with restoring it to proper operational condition. The following systematic correspondences are identifiable in JDM’s second inaugural address.

Source domain (Malfunctioning machine)	Target domain (Country) 
The machine 					the country
The engine					the economy
The engineer 					the president 
Machine parts 					state institutions
Proper functioning 				good governance 
Malfunction/breakdown			economic crisis
Reset						new policy interventions

One of the clearest articulations of the metaphor emerges in JDM’s description of his new presidency as a moment to “reset our dear country, Ghana.” The term “reset” is elliptical but evocative, suggesting the need to restart or recalibrate a machine that has deviated from optimal functioning. This image portrays Ghana as complex machinery whose recent operations require correction and adjustment. Such a metaphor implies prior dysfunction, misalignment, or obsolescence that needs to be addressed to restore full effectiveness. It also conveys a sense of intentional action, as a reset is not automatic but a human-led intervention that suspends ongoing processes momentarily to implement fixes and adjustments.

JDM address
43. "We shall reset our dear nation, Ghana." (JDM 2) 
44. "32 years ago, on January 7, Ghana made its first and most successful democratic transition, a reset with the swearing-in of the newly democratically elected president." (JDM 2) 
45. "[O]ur people, affected by severe economic crises and hardships, have in the last few years, lurched from crisis to crisis, and there is hope on the horizon." (JDM 2) 
46. "[T]he first is economic restoration and stabilization of the macroeconomic environment." (JDM 2) 
47. "[T]here is a seismic shift happening within the system of global economic dominance." (JDM 2)
48. "[L]et us also not forget how swiftly and completely the COVID pandemic brought the entire world to a screeching halt." (JDM 2)
The linguistic expressions in (Extracts 43 and 44) import the specific technical vocabulary of computing and electronic systems into the domain of national governance that constructs the new administration as a system reboot that clears accumulated errors, restores default settings, and returns the national apparatus to its intended operational parameters. In (Extract 45), however, the characterization of the Ghanaian people as having "lurched from crisis to crisis" in recent years activates the machine malfunction frame through the verb lurched, which evokes the erratic and uncontrolled movement of a vehicle or machine whose steering or suspension has failed. It constructs the national experience of economic hardship as the lived consequence of a governance system operating dangerously outside its design parameters. 
Additionally, the point-by-point reform agenda (Extract 46) maps the sequential logic of a technical repair manual onto the governance agenda where the president, conceptualized as the engineer, constructs each policy priority as a discrete system component requiring diagnosis, adjustment, and recalibration before the overall machine can resume optimal function. The description of a "seismic shift” (Extracts 47 and 48) also maps geological and mechanical disruption onto the international economic order. Here, geopolitical change is conceptualized as a systemic shock whose tremors are felt in the national machine and must be absorbed through appropriate structural reinforcement. 



4.2 Metaphors as a Political Marketing Strategy to legitimize Presidency 
	From the analysis of the data, it can be argued that the presidents employed conceptual metaphors as a political marketing strategy to influence public perception, construct institutional legitimacy, and anchor their mandates within emotionally charged cognitive frames. While both presidents draw on some overlapping metaphorical schemes, their developments reveal distinct rhetorical orientations, ideological priorities, and legitimization strategies that merit comparative attention. 
In this study, the metaphor LEADERSHIP IS A JOURNEY performs a naturalising function (Semino, 2021), where JDM, for instance, constructs his assumption of office as a departure toward a destination of national progress. This positions him as the guide who will direct citizens "over the hurdles and past the obstacles". NADAA similarly maps governance onto spatial movement but inflects the schema vertically, pledging to "take us to a higher level in our development" and to "shine the light down the path". Whereas JDM foregrounds horizontal forward movement, emphasising momentum and collective agency, NADAA emphasises ascent and illumination, constructing his leadership as elevating and enlightening rather than merely advancing. This distinction reflects differing marketing postures: JDM's is collaborative and kinetic, while NADAA's is aspirational and visionary.
Both presidents also invoke the LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR metaphor to consecrate their mandates with divine authority, a particularly potent legitimisation strategy in Ghana's predominantly Christian public culture (Opuni-Frimpong, 2021). JDM frames his presidency explicitly as a divine appointment, addressing God directly and constructing his policy commitments as covenantal obligations. This covenant framing positions his presidency as both a political transaction and a spiritually binding contract, thereby making any failure of governance equivalent to a moral transgression. NADAA's sacred legitimisation strategy operates through scriptural citation rather than personal supplication. He invokes Galatians 6:9 to frame perseverance in governance as divinely rewarded faithfulness. As Musolff (2021) observes, such strategic recruitment of religious authority in political metaphor effectively places the leader's agenda beyond ordinary political contestation by aligning it with transcendent moral sanction.
The metaphors diverge more sharply in their construction of national crisis. JDM alone deploys the COUNTRY IS A MALFUNCTIONING SYSTEM metaphor, repeatedly invoking the vocabulary of reset, repair, and restoration to construct his presidency as a technically competent intervention in a governance apparatus damaged by his predecessor. This is a pointed political marketing move: by framing the national condition as a broken machine requiring expert repair, JDM indicts prior governance, establishes his own technical credibility, and creates a measurable benchmark against which his success can be assessed. NADAA, by contrast, favours the NATION IS A BUILDING metaphor, emphasising the constructive continuity of his administration, which positions his second term as the natural structural progression of a well-designed national edifice. This architectural framing markets NADAA's presidency as stable, cumulative, and long-term rather than reactive and corrective.
Semino (2021) notes that metaphor choice in political discourse is never ideologically neutral, as different source domains carry different entailments about causality, agency, and responsibility. This distinction is nowhere clearer than in the two leaders' divergent use of the CITIZENS AND NEIGHBOURING COUNTRIES ARE FAMILY MEMBERS metaphor. JDM extends the family frame boldly across national borders by constructing a pan-regional kinship that positions his leadership as continental and inclusive. NADAA's family metaphor is more internally directed. He positions citizens as heirs to a founding legacy: "we are the heirs of John Mensah Sarbah, Joseph Caseley Hayford...who taught us that...collective action do yield results". He also frames his presidency as the stewardship of a familial inheritance that must be responsibly preserved and transmitted.
These metaphorical strategies are ideologically distinct because JDM's dominant frames of repair, reset, journey, and kinship construct a presidency of urgent, collective, and corrective action while NADAA's frames of construction, sacred calling, and hereditary stewardship construct a presidency of continuity, vision, and civilisational ambition. These differences, as Charteris-Black (2018) would argue, are not merely stylistic but reflect fundamentally different conceptions of what presidential leadership is for and what legitimacy requires.

5.0 Conclusion
This study examined the deployment of conceptual metaphors as political marketing strategies in Ghanaian presidential inaugural addresses, drawing on Conceptual Metaphor Theory (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). The findings confirm that metaphor operates as a central cognitive and rhetorical mechanism through which political actors frame governance, construct legitimacy, and align public perception with their ideological orientations. Consistent with prior research (Charteris-Black, 2018; Musolff, 2021; Semino, 2021), the study demonstrates that metaphor choice is not arbitrary but systematically encodes political intentions, values, and leadership identities.
At the linguistic level, using Ure’s (1971) model for calculating lexical density of all four addresses revealed that the addresses fall within the band of planned formal political speech (40-50%). According to Johansson (2008), the linguistic richness of speeches that have lexical density between 40-50% are considered planned, formally written, or literate text, while 50-60% are dense academic text, and 60% and above constitutes highly technical speech. This reinforces Halliday’s (1989) distinction between spoken and written registers. However, variations across first and second-term inaugurals extend the argument by showing that lexical density reflects communicative purpose: first-term addresses foreground ideational richness to introduce policy visions, while second-term addresses favor interpersonal cohesion to consolidate continuity. For instance, NADAA 1 (45.54%) is slightly more lexically dense than NADAA 2 (43.78%). 
JDM’s addresses, on the other hand, rely heavily on affective, relational, and cohesive language to build emotional connection with the audience. It is, however, noted in his second address that he used denser linguistic markers to introduce more policy-specific vocabulary, geopolitical analysis, and ideological framing. Justly, the 3.94 percentage point rise from JDM 1 to JDM 2 is the reverse of the NADAA pattern, where density declined from the first to the second address. For JDM, the non-consecutive nature of his two terms means JDM 2 functions more like a fresh inaugural than a continuity address, requiring the richer lexical load of a new programmatic vision rather than the consolidating language of a second consecutive term.
More significantly, the study identifies a structured mapping between the abstract and concrete domains to enact the metaphors "LEADERSHIP IS A JOURNEY”, “LEADERSHIP IS A SACRED AFFAIR”, “A NATION IS A BUILDING”, “CITIZENSHIP IS A DRAMA”, “INFRASTRUCTURE IS MONEY”, “CITIZENS ARE FAMILY”, and “A COUNTRY IS A MALFUNCTIONING MACHINE” are the metaphors that were identified and discussed. Metaphors such as “LEADERSHIP IS A JOURNEY”. These metaphors align with globally attested patterns (Hu, 2010; Afreh, 2022; Wiredu, 2023), while also revealing context-specific adaptations. These metaphors function as strategic resources for political marketing by naturalizing leadership roles, legitimizing authority, and mobilizing collective identity. Notably, the comparative analysis shows that while both presidents draw on shared metaphorical schemas, their rhetorical realizations differ ideologically: one constructs leadership as collaborative and corrective, while the other frames it as visionary and everlasting. This supports Semino’s (2021) claim that metaphor encodes distinct assumptions about agency, responsibility, and temporality in political discourse.
Furthermore, the prominence of sacred metaphors highlights the cultural salience of religion in legitimizing political authority. This aligns with Opuni-Frimpong’s (2021) observations on Ghanaian socio-religious discourse. Another salient strategy is used by JDM through the malfunctioning metaphor. The president indicts prior governance and establishes himself and his technical credibility to create a measurable benchmark against which his success can be assessed. Overall, the study contributes to the literature by extending metaphor research into a Ghanaian political context and by demonstrating how metaphor functions simultaneously as a cognitive, linguistic, and strategic tool in political communication.
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