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CONCEPTUAL METAPHORS IN BRITISH FOREIGN SECRETARY’S 
TWITTER DISCOURSE INVOLVING UKRAINE

This article presents a qualitative study of conceptual metaphors identified in Twitter 
discourse involving Ukraine by the current British Foreign Secretary Phillip Hammond. 
The study further described in this article involves a corpus of Hammond’s tweets 
associated with Ukraine, which is subsequently juxtaposed with Hammond’s online 
articles and speeches involving Ukraine in order to elucidate whether or not there are 
Twitter-specific conceptual metaphors in Hammond’s Twitter discourse associated with 
Ukraine. The results of the data analysis reveal that Hammond’s short messages on Twitter, 
or tweets, associated with Ukraine are embedded in conceptual metaphors ‘Ukraine’s 
future EU Membership as a Journey’, ‘UK as a Nurturant Parent’, ‘EU as a Nurturant 
Parent’, ‘Country as a Friend Helping Ukraine’ and ‘Russia as the EU’s OTHER’. Identical 
conceptual metaphors have been found in Hammond’s online non-Twitter discourse 
involving Ukraine. These findings are further presented and discussed in the article.

KEY WORDS: conceptual metaphor, political discourse, Twitter, the UK, Ukraine. 

1. British Foreign Secretary’s Twitter Discourse Involving Ukraine

This article presents a qualitative study of conceptual metaphors identified in Twitter 
discourse involving Ukraine by the current British Foreign Secretary Phillip Hammond. 
Political discourse on Twitter is a relatively new area of discourse studies with multiple 
issues to be elucidated (Spina, Cancila 2013). One of these issues involves political 
discourse of foreign affairs regarded within the framework of cognitive linguistics. In the 
cognitive paradigm of linguistics, conceptual metaphors are considered a potent means 
of gaining insights into the political discourse (Musolff 2004). The qualitative study 
further presented in this article seeks to identify the conceptual metaphors associated 
with Ukraine in Twitter discourse by the UK’s Foreign Secretary. Specifically, the study 
aims at i) identifying the conceptual metaphors associated with Ukraine in the Foreign 
Secretary’s Twitter discourse and ii) juxtaposing these conceptual metaphors with the to-
be-identified conceptual metaphors involving Ukraine in the Foreign Secretary’s online 
non-Twitter discourse in order to establish whether or not there are Twitter-specific 
conceptual metaphors. 
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The novelty of this research rests with the cognitive linguistic analysis of conceptual 
metaphors associated with Ukraine within Twitter’s constrained discursive space limited 
to no more than 140 characters per message or a ‘tweet’ (Spina, Cancila 2013: 147). 
As indicated by Anders Larsson and Hallvard Moe (2011: 743), the academic research 
involving Twitter-mediated political discourse is at its early stage and is predominantly 
cantered around the US political context. A novel aspect of this research paper is the focus 
on the UK’s foreign political discourse on Twitter, in particular how the UK’s Foreign 
Secretary frames his discourse about Ukraine via conceptual metaphors. In order to 
reiterate, it remains to be elucidated whether Hammond’s political discourse involving 
Ukraine would exhibit the presence of conceptual metaphors specific to Twitter. Further, 
this article is structured as follows: first, political discourse on Twitter will be presented. 
Second, a brief outline of the UK’s political discourse involving Ukraine will be provided. 
Third, conceptual metaphors associated with the European non-EU countries, such as 
Ukraine, will be discussed. Fourth, the conceptual metaphors associated with Ukraine in 
Hammond’s Twitter discourse will be elucidated. 

1.1. Political Discourse on Twitter

Twitter is designed to allow posting of 140-character texts or tweets to the network of 
Twitter followers (Marwick, Boyd 2010: 116). In contrast to Facebook, Twitter does 
not require its users to follow each other mutually in order to access the tweet (Larsson, 
Moe 2011). However, Twitter has a by-default function of displaying the number of 
followers on each user’s page. This function allows gauging the audience and popularity 
of a Twitter account. Whilst Twitter is considered a non-political information-sharing 
site (Munson, Resnick 2011; Page 2012), it is widely used as a platform for updating the 
online community of Twitter followers on a range of current world affairs and political 
events (Xifra, Grau 2010) as well as socially relevant topics (Yardi, Boyd 2010). Previous 
research literature indicates that Twitter has become a legitimate and frequently used 
channel of political discourse (Tumasjan et al. 2010: 1). Politicians, public figures and 
celebrities have their own Twitter accounts where they post their tweets (Fischer, Reuber 
2011; Marwick, Boyd 2010). Twitter is used in political discourse for the dissemination of 
political views and opinions as well as creating and maintaining online presence (Spina, 
Cancila 2013), reporting political events and construing political identities or political 
networked identities (Zappavigna 2013: 2). 

The usage of Twitter in diplomatic discourse is often referred in the previous studies 
as ‘Twiplomacy’, i.e., ‘Twitter’ and ‘diplomacy’, or diplomacy via Twitter (Ponomarenko 
2013). One of the distinctive characteristics of Twiplomacy involves the facilitation of 
diplomatic e-government affairs, public relations and communication with the foreign 
institutions (Su, Xu 2015: 19). Previous research studies indicate that Twiplomacy may 
involve government bodies, e.g., embassies, ministries of foreign affairs, intergovernmental 
organisations, etc., as well as individual diplomats, for instance, ambassadors and high 
commissioners (Ponomarenko 2013; Su, Xu 2015). The Foreign Office in the UK has a 
Twitter account authored by the British Foreign Secretary Sir Phillip Hammond. His Twitter 
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account is updated in conjunction with the current political situation, visits abroad, relations 
with the EU countries and non-EU countries in geographical Europe, such as Ukraine. 

Twitter, as one of the social networks, can be conceptualised as a public online 
sphere. Eric Baumer and colleagues (2010: 1437) indicate that political micro-blogging 
on Twitter has become an increasingly influential and democratising source of news and 
information. Government officials who have their own Twitter accounts have identical 
posting rights to the non-political Twitter users. Notably, the politicians on Twitter have 
to abide to the ethical guidelines, which are identical to all the other Twitter users. Twitter 
induces an egalitarian type of online discourse, which is democratic, user-friendly and 
multimodal (Gillen, Merchant 2013; Zappavigna 2013). Twitter discourse has other 
unique characteristics, such as linking messages to users, hyperlinking to external internet 
sources and hashtagging (#) topics (Ausserhofer, Maireder 2013: 292). The public and 
egalitarian style of Twitter discourse involves the fluidity of meaning, innovation and 
creativity (Gillen, Merchand 2013: 49) concurrently with consciously managed, fixed 
and carefully controlled user’s self-representations to the outside word (Marwick, Boyd 
2010: 115). Consequently, Twitter offers a discursive space, which is constrained, creative 
and simultaneously controlled in terms of the input. Additionally, Twitter discourse is 
exceedingly dynamic due to “the speed with which topics ebb and flow on Twitter” (Yardi, 
Boyd 2010: 317). Presumably, such a discursive space would involve Twitter-specific 
modes of political discourse, in particular, foreign political discourse.  

1.2. UK’s Foreign Policy Involving Ukraine: A Brief Outline

The UK’s foreign policy involving Ukraine has been marked by several phases since 
Ukraine’s independence in 1991. The initial phase ranges from the long-term British 
neutrality towards Ukraine (Yakovenko 2003: 478) to neglecting, annoyance and 
insufficient interest in the country on the part of the West in general and the UK in particular 
(Alexandrova 1996: 147). A significant change in the UK’s politics involving Ukraine 
takes place in the mid-1990s. Olga Alexandrova (1996: 149) indicates that starting from 
1995, the UK’s diplomacy recognises the importance of Ukraine as a ‘strategic pivot’ in the 
post-Cold War security architecture in Europe. Acting within the parameters of European 
security, the UK signs the Budapest Memorandum which guarantees Ukraine’s territorial 
sovereignty in exchange for the country’s non-nuclear status. In 2014-2015, Ukraine’s 
related European security issues have been amongst the foci of British diplomacy in the 
context of the Crimea annexation and the proxy war in Eastern Ukraine (Hughes 2014). 
In this regard, the British diplomacy views itself as having a substantial ‘soft power’ to 
facilitate the peaceful solution of war in the Eastern Ukraine, since “Britain remains one of 
the few countries in the world that can set the global foreign policy agenda, its multilateral 
ties helping it deal, for example, with thorny dilemmas such as Russian revanchism in 
the Ukraine” (Daddow 2015: 306). 

Another substantial sign of the UK’s involvement in Ukraine’s geopolitics is evident 
from the UK’s support to the Eastern Partnership Agreement, which Ukraine is a part 
of, as well as the UK’s endorsement of the EU-Ukraine Association Agreement. The UK 
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endorses a potential EU membership of Ukraine and other European non-EU countries, 
e.g., Macedonia, Serbian, Turkey, etc. (Aydin-Düzgit 2013; White et al. 2010). For instance, 
the opinion poll conducted in June 2015 indicates that 51% of the British respondents are 
not against the possible Ukraine’s accession to the EU (Panchenko 2015). However, the 
British positive attitude towards Ukraine’s potential membership in the EU is concurrent 
with PM Cameron’s Conservative Coalition Government framing of the EU affairs from 
the vantage point of the pending referendum in the UK involving Britain’s EU membership. 
Arguably, British Euroscepticism coupled with the UK’s benevolent stance towards 
Ukraine construe a diverse and polyphonic discursive space. 

1.3. Conceptual Metaphors in Political Discourse Referring  
to European Non-EU States

Political discourse is a specific genre of discourse which encompasses policy construction 
by societal and political actors on the levels ranging from an individual person, a local 
community to the whole state (Schmidt, Radaelli 2004). Following this line of reasoning, 
discourse is seen as arising from the interaction of multiple complex dynamic contexts 
and operating on multiple time scales and levels (Cameron, Deignan 2006: 674). The 
socio-cognitive turn in linguistic paradigm regards political discourse as a social space 
mediated by cognition (Wodak 2002: 8). This mediation often involves the mechanism 
of conceptual metaphor (Musolff 2004). 

In contrast with the traditional rhetorical paradigm, conceptual metaphors are viewed 
as a fundamental aspect of human cognition (Gibbs 2014). Conceptual metaphors are 
deemed to be present in many non-linguistic domains of everyday cognition (Gibbs 2014: 
25). Conceptual metaphors involve mappings of knowledge structures form the concrete 
and physical source domain into a more abstract target domain (Semino 2008). In order to 
specify, the conceptual metaphors constitute “a mechanism of categorisation that ‘maps’ 
matching aspects of a source domain concept onto a target domain concept, often giving 
a more concrete, vivid image of an abstract notion” (Musolff 2000: 218). 

Conceptual metaphors provide cognitive frames for the perspective on social and 
political issues (Charteris-Black 2006: 565). Conceptual metaphors are an important 
means of studying political discourse (Musolff 2004), since they construe and constrain 
the framing of a political narrative, especially in the political discourse of international 
relations, the EU enlargement, European integration and the EU external affairs, etc. 
Previous research involving British foreign political discourse on European non-EU 
countries indicates that this discursive space is conceived as an identity narrative space 
framed by metaphorisation (Hüssle 2006: 397). 

The discursive space of British foreign politics involving European non-EU states, 
such as, for instance, Moldova, Ukraine and other Eastern Partnership countries, is framed 
by a number conceptual metaphors, which manifest ideological, cultural and ethnic 
attitudes and stereotypes (Szewel 2002: 94). Current literature on discourse studies has 
identified these metaphors as ‘EU Enlargement as a Family Reunion’, ‘EU Enlargement 
as a Homecoming’, ‘EU Accession as a Path’, ‘EU as a Nurturant Parent’, etc. (Musolff 
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2004). For instance, ‘EU Enlargement as a Family Reunion’ (Hüssle 2006: 406) involves 
a non-EU country which joins the EU and is conceptualised as a family member who has 
reunited with the rest of the family, i.e., the EU. In other words, the states which share 
the identical SELF are equated with the family members. Similarly, the EU enlargement 
is framed via conceptual metaphor ‘EU Enlargement as a Homecoming’ (Hüssle 2006). 
A non-EU country joining the EU metaphorically ‘comes home’, i.e., merges with SELF 
(the EU) as an intrinsic part of SELF. It follows that the EU is construed as a house, and 
when a European non-EU country enters this house, it is a homecoming act. The entry 
into the symbolic EU house entails long waiting times and a metaphorical path that 
covers everything from the start of the accession negotiations to the result, the EU house 
entry (Musolff 2004). The framing of the EU entry as a path gives rise to the conceptual 
metaphor ‘EU Accession as a Path’, which is applicable to the UK’s foreign political 
discourse involving Ukraine. 

2. Hypothesis

Previous studies indicate that Twitter discourse possesses unique characteristics 
(Ausserhofer, Maireder 2013), such as consciously managed, fixed and carefully controlled 
user’s self-representations in the constrained discursive space (Marwick, Boyd 2010: 
115). Based on this contention, it is assumed in the present hypothesis that Foreign 
Secretary Hammond’s Twitter discourse involving Ukraine would exhibit the properties 
of a discursive space, which is identical to the online non-Twitter discourse involving 
Ukraine. Hence, the specific research aim of the study involves the juxtaposition of 
conceptual metaphors associated with Ukraine in Hammond’ Twitter discourse with 
conceptual metaphors involving Ukraine in Hammond’s online non-Twitter discourse in 
order to establish whether or not they are identical.

3. Materials and Methods

In order to verify the hypothesis, a corpus of tweets involving Ukraine on Hammond’s 
official Twitter account at www.twitter.com is compiled and analysed. In the corpus, 
Hammond’s tweets are examined from 22.09.2014 (the day the account was opened) 
to 01.02.2016. Following previous research (Fischer, Reuber 2011; Xifra, Grau 2010), 
the Twitter corpus is considered as a genre of political microblogging via social media. 
All Hammond’s Twitter entries, referred to as ‘tweets’, are deemed to be authored by 
Hammond personally, since they involve direct references to the first person singular (I, 
me, etc.). Then, a corpus of Hammond’s online non-Twitter discourse involving Ukraine 
is compiled and analysed at www.gov.uk by using key-words ‘Ukraine’, ‘EU’, ‘Eastern 
Partnership’, ‘accession’ and ‘EU enlargement’. The corpus of online non-Twitter speeches 
comprise 20 online speeches and direct quotes by Hammond (all of the speeches and 
quotes are available at www.gov.uk). The online non-Twitter corpus is deemed to adhere 
to the genre of political discourse. The corpus has been checked for completeness by the 
UK’s Foreign Office Information Desk.
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The analysis of Hammond’s tweets involves an electronic search for hashtags (#) 
containing key-words ‘Ukraine’, ‘EU’, ‘Eastern Partnership’, ‘accession’ and ‘EU 
enlargement’. It total, 33 tweets on Twitter and 20 online speeches available at www.gov.
uk have been identified. Multiple entries written on the same date are counted as separate 
tweets. Then, the corpus is analysed qualitatively according to the research methodology 
described in Andreas Musolff (2004). The analysis of cognitive metaphor followed Musolff 
(2004), where a metaphor is identified based on the cross-domain mappings between the 
unrelated domains of experience. 

4. Results and Discussion

Qualitative investigation has revealed the presence of identical conceptual metaphors 
associated with Ukraine in both the Twitter corpus and in the online non-Twitter corpus. 
Hence, it can be assumed that the hypothesis is supported. With 33 tweets in total, 
conceptual metaphors are present in 28 tweets; whilst five tweets exhibit the presence of 
conceptual metonymy (metonymy is beyond the scope of the present article). Data analysis 
reveals that the Foreign Secretary’s Twitter discourse involving Ukraine is framed by 
conceptual metaphors ‘Ukraine’s future EU Membership as a Journey’, ‘UK as a Nurturant 
Parent’, ‘EU as a Nurturant Parent’, ‘Country as a Friend Helping Ukraine’ and ‘Russia 
as the EU’s OTHER’. These findings are summarised in Table 1. 

Table 1. Conceptual metaphors associated with Ukraine in Hammond’s Twitter discourse      

Total 
N in 

tweets 

Conceptual 
Metaphor

Examples

5 The UK as a 
Nurturant Parent

Positive talks with President @Poroshenko re situation on ground, 
#Minsk agreement & reform. Reaffirmed strong UK support for 
#Ukraine (05.03.2015).

8 Country as a Friend 
Helping Ukraine

Constructive talk with Czech FM @ZaoralekL on Western 
Balkans, #EUreform to create jobs & growth & unity on Ukraine 
(27.02.2015).

11 Russia as the EU’s 
OTHER

In Tallinn to see @KeitPentus. Discussed importance of reform in 
Europe & agreed we must stand firm against Russia (23.02.2015).

1 EU as a Nurturant 
Parent

Discussed #Russia with @FredericaMog: EU must stand firm with 
#Ukraine. Map of Europe cannot be redrawn by force (24.02.2015).

3 Ukraine’s future EU 
membership as a 
Journey

Good to meet #Ukraine parliamentary Speaker Groysman to 
discuss vital reform, anti-corruption & decentralization plans 
(05.03.2015).

	
The analysis of conceptual metaphors in Hammond’s online non-Twitter speeches 

(total N = 20) involving Ukraine has yielded the results presented in Table 2. It should 
be noted that several conceptual metaphors have been identified per article; hence, the 
total number of conceptual metaphors exceeds the total number of online non-Twitter 
speeches. 
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Table 2. Conceptual metaphors associated with Ukraine in Hammond’s online non-Twitter 
discourse     

Total 
N in 

tweets 

Conceptual  
Metaphor

Examples

4 The UK as a 
Nurturant Parent

The UK stands squarely behind the Ukrainian people and 
government as they defend their nation’s independence and work 
towards the political, economic and governance reforms that are vital 
to rebuilding the country (14.12.2014).

7 Country as a Friend 
Helping Ukraine

Poland and United Kingdom stand side by side… We have worked 
together within the EU supporting sanctions against Russia; and 
with Sweden we championed enhanced assistance to Ukraine 
(29.07.2014).

20 Russia as the EU’s 
OTHER

The recent escalation in fighting would not be possible without the 
military support and strategic direction that Russia provides. In these 
circumstances it is vital that all those countries who have a stake 
in the rules-based international system remain clear and united 
against Russian aggression (10.02.2015).

1 EU as a Nurturant 
Parent

The EU should continue to support the reforms in the countries 
of the Eastern Partnership and the implementation of the Association 
Agreement & Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Areas with 
Ukraine, Moldova and Georgia (14.01.2015).

2 Ukraine’s future EU 
membership as a 
Journey

We reiterate our strong support for EU enlargement on the 
basis of firm and fair conditionality. We encourage the countries 
of the region to carry out the necessary reforms that will ensure 
functioning state institutions, democracy, rule of law and respect 
for human tights, including minorities (14.01.2015).

	
Judging from the data, it can be assumed that the Foreign Secretary’s Twitter discourse 

involving Ukraine is not characterised by Twitter-specific conceptual metaphors associated 
with Ukraine. Hammond frames his narrative involving Ukraine by the means of identical 
conceptual metaphors used irrespectively of the medium of communication. Specifically, 
both on Twitter and in online non-Twitter discourse, Hammond construes Ukraine via 
conceptual metaphors ‘UK as a Nurturant Parent’, ‘EU as a Nurturant Parent’, ‘Country 
as a Friend Helping Ukraine’, ‘Ukraine’s future EU Membership as a Journey’ and ‘Russia 
as the EU’s OTHER’. 

Interestingly, the conceptual metaphors ‘UK as a Nurturant Parent’, ‘EU as a Nurturant 
Parent’, ‘Country as a Friend Helping Ukraine’ involve a mapping from the concrete and 
physical domain COUNTRY (e.g., the UK, Ukraine, the EU as a country block) into 
several unrelated and more abstract domains, such as a PARENT and a FRIEND. The 
abstractedness of the latter domains rests with their generic, unspecified features, such 
as non-marked gender, age, marital status, children, etc. Specifically, the data analysis 
indicates that the cross-domain mapping from COUNTRY into PARENT instantiates 
conceptual metaphors ‘UK as a Nurturant Parent’ and ‘EU as a Nurturant Parent’. The 
narrative of the UK as a metaphoric parent alongside with the EU takes a variety of 
forms. The UK, as a concerned and nurturing parent, provides care, medical treatment and 
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non-lethal aid and as well lends strong moral support to Ukraine, which, consequently, 
is conceptualised as a metaphoric child, a receiver of the paternal help, as evident from 
the tweet dating to 14.12.2014: 

(1)	 UK to provide medical treatment in Birmingham for 5 wounded Ukrainian servicemen. 

On the same date, 14.12.2014, in an online non-Twitter speech, Hammond frames 
Ukraine-related discourse via the identical conceptual metaphor ‘UK as a Nurturant 
Parent’, for example:

(2)	 The UK stands squarely behind the Ukrainian people and government as they defend 
their nation’s independence and work towards the political, economic and governance 
reforms that are vital to rebuilding the country.

In the second example (2), the UK as a PARENT morally supports Ukraine and ‘stands 
squarely behind Ukrainian people’, whist the UK’s parental support is more tangible in 
the first example (1) that is related to the medical care of the wounded Ukrainian soldiers. 
Notably, Hammond conceptualises the EU as a metaphoric collective PARENT who cares 
and supports Ukraine. In particular, referring to Ukraine’s crisis, Hammond construes 
both the UK and the EU as nurturing and caring PARENTS with a common EU policy 
of defending their economic, geostrategic and political interests and values in Ukraine, 
as seen in the example provided in Table 1: “EU must stand firm with #Ukraine. Map 
of Europe cannot be redrawn by force” (24.02.2015). This finding is in concert with the 
previous research which emphasises the role of the FAMILY metaphor in the EU discourse, 
especially in relation to the Eastern European states, which “are deemed to have become 
the responsibility of the Western grown-up states – it is left open whether the latter are 
conceptualized as parents or older siblings” (Musolff 2006: 30). Given that Ukraine is 
regarded by Hammond as a metaphorical child, a receiver of the parental protection 
and support, it can be generalised that Hammond implicitly embeds the construal of 
his Ukraine-related discourse into the PARENT-CHILD schema, which is linked to the 
FAMILY metaphor.

As there are relationships of friendship within and outside the FAMILY, the FRIEND 
metaphor in Hammond’s Ukraine-related discourse is instantiated via ‘Country as a Friend 
Helping Ukraine’. Following Petr Drulak (2004), in international political discourse, 
independent states can be conceptualised as such metaphors: ‘States as Enemies’, ‘States 
as Rivals’ and ‘States as Friends’. Hammond frames the EU and NATO countries as 
metaphorical friends who aid Ukraine, thus giving rise to the conceptual metaphor ‘Country 
as a Friend Helping Ukraine’. This metaphor is facilitated by the reference to the UK’s 
allies both inside and outside of the EU, as evident from the third tweet (3) and an online 
non-Twitter quote in example four (4): 

(3)	 Press conference with @JohnKerry on #ISIL #Ebola + #Ukraine. US is UK’s greatest 
foreign policy ally (08.10.2014);

(4)	 The US and UK have met with Germany to discuss the latest situation in Ukraine 
and the recent talks held in Moscow. It is clear that the escalation in fighting in the 
east of Ukraine cannot be allowed to continue and a political solution is imperative 
(07.02.2015).
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The FRIEND metaphor in Hammond’s discourse that is associated with Ukraine 
seems to be embedded into the UK-USA Transatlantic partnership, which is manifested 
by the framing of the US as the UK’s ‘greatest foreign policy ally’. This framing is further 
reinforced by grouping the UK and the US into a single entity in example four (4): ‘The US 
and UK have met with Germany’. Another facet of the FRIEND metaphor involves the EU 
countries which border with Ukraine and with whom the UK has strong ties, for example:

(5) 	 Delighted to meet PM Fico and @MiroslavLajcak to talk about #Ukraine, EU reform 
and strength of UK/Slovakia relations (30.10.2014).

Arguably, the PARENT/FAMILY and FRIEND metaphors in Hammond’s discourse 
associated with Ukraine pertain to the conceptual domain of SELF, regarded as the 
transatlantic space involving the USA, the EU and Ukraine. The parental West and the 
UK assist Ukraine on its path towards SELF, which is seen as a metaphorical JOURNEY 
with its constitutive elements SOURCE (Ukraine as not a part of SELF) – PATH (actions 
planned or taking place to become SELF) – AIM (Ukraine’s future EU accession). The 
JOURNEY metaphor in the present corpus is instantiated by ‘Ukraine’s future EU 
membership as a Journey’. This conceptual metaphor is evident in example six (6), where 
Hammond emphasises that Ukraine’s path towards SELF (i.e. the EU and the West in 
general) involves concrete reforms, which require time and effort in order to get the 
country closer to the EU:

(6) 	 Good to discuss #Ukraine reform & anti/corruption w PM @Yatsenyuk Ap. Progress 
made in difficult circ, more to do (05.03.2015).

As seen from Table 2, the UK facilitates Ukraine’s journey towards the EU 
membership: “We reiterate our strong support for EU enlargement on the basis of firm 
and fair conditionality” (14.01.2015). However, Ukraine’s future EU membership is not 
automatic, it is a process metaphorically regarded as a journey with such accoutrements 
as the necessary reforms, functioning state institutions, democracy and the rule of law to 
bring Ukraine inside of SELF, i.e., into the EU. 

However, the very existence of SELF presupposes an antagonistic OTHER. The 
OTHER-ness in Hammond’s Ukraine-related discourse is manifested by conceptual 
metaphor ‘Russia as the EU’s OTHER’. This metaphor has been identified in multiple 
tweets and online non-Twitter articles, where Hammond emphasises that the EU, the UK 
and the West oppose Russia in its aggression in the East of Ukraine and in the Crimea 
peninsula, for instance, in the speech available at www.gov.uk, the Foreign Secretary 
indicates that:

(7) 	 It is completely unacceptable for Russia to use force to change borders. We do not 
recognise last year’s sham referendum which President Putin has admitted was 
planned to provide a fig leaf for his land grab. This behaviour threatens international 
security, and has grave implications for the legal order that protects the integrity and 
sovereignty of all states (22.03.2015).

The data indicate that OTHER-ing Russia foregrounds the idea of the EU’s consolidated 
stance against Russian aggression in Ukraine, for example:



84 II. KALBA. VISUOMENĖ. KULTŪRA / JĘZYK. SPOŁECZEŃSTWO. KULTURA

(8) 	 In Tallinn to see @KeitPentus. Discussed importance of reform in Europe & agreed we 
must stand firm against Russia (23.02.2015).

It should be noted that OTHER-ing Russia in the context of the UK’s politics involving 
Ukraine is a recurrent theme in Hammond discourse. The OTHER-ing appears to be 
embedded in an opposition of EU/WEST together with Ukraine versus Russia, e.g., ‘we 
must stand firm against Russia’ (6).

Conclusions

This article examines a corpus of tweets on Twitter by the UK’s Foreign Secretary Phillip 
Hammond (July 2014 – present) involving Ukraine. Qualitative analysis indicates that both 
the Twitter and online non-Twitter corpora are characterised by such conceptual metaphors 
as ‘Ukraine’s future EU Membership as a Journey’, ‘UK as a Nurturant Parent’, ‘EU as a 
Nurturant Parent’, ‘Country as a Friend Helping Ukraine’ and ‘Russia as the EU’s OTHER’. 
It can be generalised that Hammond’s political discourse involving Ukraine is structured 
by the means of conceptual metaphors irrespective of the medium of communication. 
The corpus of Hammond’s tweets involving Ukraine does not contain Twitter-specific 
conceptual metaphors associated with Ukraine. Arguably, in political official discourse, 
it is represented by high-ranking officials, such as the UK Foreign Secretary, linguistic 
innovation and creativity are overridden by the constraints of the official communication. 
Hence, Ukraine is framed in Hammond’s tweets by the means of conceptual metaphors 
which do not differ qualitatively from those identified in Hammond’s online non-Twitter 
discourse involving Ukraine.  
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