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Abstract 

 

This thesis investigates the climate of media discourse immediately following the Brexit 

referendum of 2016. More specifically, it does this by examining in detail four editorial 

articles published by The Guardian and the Daily Mail to uncover how political actors, 

groups and social structures are represented on these platforms. This investigation aims to 

uncover the stance of each of these respective media platforms towards Brexit by revealing 

the ideological differences in the language used to discuss the issue. This is done through the 

use of Systemic Functional Grammar as developed by M.A.K. Halliday. In particular, the 

investigation primarily takes the form of a transitivity analysis of these four articles. 

However, other aspects of Systemic Functional Grammar are considered where it is judged to 

be beneficial to furthering the reader’s understanding of these articles. 

The results of the transitivity analysis are then used as the basis for discourse analysis. The 

structure of this discourse analysis approximates the theoretical framework first proposed by 

Fairclough (Critical Discourse Analysis). The aim is to show tendencies in the structure of 

the language that could help shape the perception of Brexit. The results show that both 

newspapers were actively engaged in presenting opposing views of Brexit; The Guardian 

being against leaving, while the Daily Mail for leaving the EU. This study found that while 

there were clear ideological patterns underlying the use of language by both The Guardian 

and the Daily Mail, the complexity of the issue of such an important aspect of public 

discourse resisted over-simplification and prevented decisive conclusions in many respects. 

The conclusion shows therefore that the societal discourse as represented by The Guardian 

and the Daily Mail is not a simple matter of progression in one direction but rather a complex 

and at times contradictory place of ideological struggle. 
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1. Introduction 

It is easy to underestimate the role of the newspaper in today’s rapidly changing 

technological society with competing alternative potential informational sources such as 

television and the multifarious social media platforms present on the internet. But the 

newspaper still holds a key position in terms of initiating debate, setting the agenda and 

influencing discourses. In recognising the key role of newspapers to influence social debate, 

we also recognise implicitly that “language is a social process” (Hodge and Kress, 1993, 

p202-203 as cited by Conboy, 2007, p3) and forms a key role in constructing the subject. The 

French philosopher Althusser (1971) discusses what he calls “obviousnesses” about meaning 

and common sense assumptions about social identity. He is referring in these considerations 

to the ideological effects of language and discourse on the creation of the individual as 

subject. As Fairclough explains, the construction of our “subjecthood” (2001, p85) is the 

result of social processes and is an effect pre-eminently of language and meaning. That is to 

say that “the socialization of people involves them coming to be placed in a range of subject 

positions, which they are exposed to partly through learning to operate within various 

discourse types… [these] [s]ubject positions are specific to discourse types and ideologically 

variable” (Fairclough, 2001, p85).  

This thesis will investigate how the issue of Brexit immediately following the referendum, is 

construed ideologically in the discourse of two British newspapers. The investigation will 

mainly consist in a transitivity analysis using Systemic Functional Grammar (SFG), which 

will then be used as the basis for a Critical Discourse Analysis in the discussion. 

There are several key differences between the press and social media that have led to my 

decision to analyse the language of The Guardian and the Daily Mail for evidence of how 

they construe different individuals, groups and social structures to reflect their own 

ideological beliefs on the social space. The first difference of the press generally, from that of 

social media, is that the press is “an example of a process found in all discourse, the 

structured mediation of the world” (Fowler, 1991, p120). The press delivers consistently a 

similar or same perspective over time, reinforcing through the power of repetition a particular 

perspective on an issue such as the Brexit referendum. Social media, by its nature, is a 

platform for a diverse conglomeration of perspectives. The next point regarding the press’s 

ability to influence public discourse compared with that of social media has to do with 

perceived credibility. Studies have found that the newspaper format is perceived to be of 
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better quality than many alternative media channels (Bruhn Jensen, 1986, van Dijk, 2008). 

While circulations of print newspapers have been rapidly declining in the west they still have 

the ability to shape public discourse. In combination with television programmes dedicated to 

discussing newspaper headlines that are extremely popular in the UK, the ability of the press 

to frame the debate and set agendas for public discourse is beyond question. This 

centralisation of social power, public discourse access and language raises the question of 

legitimacy, both moral and legal. The final difference is that social media platforms while 

owned by large media corporations and providing voices to the elites of society, they also 

provide access to those same discourses to individuals more representative of the general 

population. Newspapers however, are exclusive and provide no real access for individuals 

more representative of the general public to have a platform in public discourses. These 

media platforms therefore are in a position to decide which voices, opinions or perspectives 

get heard by millions of people and as van Dijk notes, “[p]atterns of discourse control and 

access are indeed closely associated with social power” (1995, p20). Their exclusivity in 

terms of their status within society is to a large degree achieved through economic position 

and the importance of this is that “[e]conomic circumstances …. lend shape to the ideology” 

(Fowler, 1991, p121).  

Hallidayan Functional linguistics provides an essential tool to investigate and reveal the 

ideological forces at work in discourse because of its foundational concept of language as 

function and meaning (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014). In particular, this thesis will rely on 

Halliday’s conception of transitivity to investigate how the same phenomenon of the 

referendum is represented in semantically different ways by The Guardian and the Daily 

Mail. Transitivity makes options available to us and we are constantly suppressing some and 

selecting others, so the choices we make, or rather discourse makes, as Fowler notes “indicate 

our point of view [and are] ideologically significant” (1991, p71). 

This thesis will first introduce the relevant theory before applying it in the analysis of four 

editorial articles from two large UK newspapers in the period immediately following the 

Brexit referendum result. It will begin with a discussion of the background to Brexit outlining 

some of the more significant points of the context of the referendum. It will then introduce 

Systemic Functional Grammar and explain its importance to this thesis. At this point the 

discussion will introduce and consider some of the key points of theory necessary to 

understand the application of Halliday’s system of transitivity to the issue of ideology and 

representation in the press in the post Brexit referendum environment. Following this, the 
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thesis will present the results of the analysis, dealing first with The Guardian, then with the 

Daily Mail. The thesis will then present a discussion of these results considering the 

operation of ideology within this aspect of the public discourse and questions of moral 

legitimacy in terms of strategies of manipulation and the manufacture of consent (Herman 

and Chomsky, 1994). The discussion of the operation of ideology will rely on the theory of 

Critical Discourse Analysis, particularly as presented by Fairclough. Following Fairclough, 

the understanding of this thesis’ approach to ideology will “put particular emphasis upon 

‘common-sense’ assumptions which are implicit in the conventions according to which 

people interact linguistically,” (2001, p2). This thesis will take an expansive view of the term 

“people” (Fairclough, 2001, p2) and it will be interpreted in a broad sense to include the 

media platforms that the journalists as authors, are representing through their work. The 

thesis concludes with a brief summary of some of the points raised in this discussion. 

1.1 Aim and Scope of this thesis 
When we use language, we use different meanings and purposes. According to SFL the 

different ways we use language can be ordered into three distinct components. These 

different functional purposes of language are, to interact with each other (Martin, Matthiessen 

and Painter, 1997, p57) to represent the world (Thompson, 2014, p91) and to organise the 

clause to construct the message with regard to the unfolding of the text (Martin, Matthiessen 

and Painter, 1997, p21, Matthiessen, Teruya and Lam, 2010, p220). This thesis is particularly 

concerned with how language is used to represent the world (Matthiessen, Teruya and Lam, 

2010, p232). This thesis will deal therefore primarily with the experiential metafunction. 

In this thesis, I will investigate the online newspaper coverage of the post Brexit period. In 

particular I will be looking at the language of Brexit. In many ways, language constructs 

reality and what we can know about it. The large institutions that make up the media play a 

central role in this process. My thesis will focus on the editorial stance adopted by these 

media organisations. To do this, I will be looking at how language is used by these large 

institutions to talk about the world.  

The role of language in society has been recognised as increasingly important, as social 

theorists such as Foucault and Fairclough (Fairclough, 2001) would attest. My motive for 

investigating the online newspaper coverage of the post-Brexit period is to establish how 

responsibility for the referendum result is apportioned. In the post-Brexit period there was a 

lot of strong feeling on both sides about the result of the referendum. I want to assess the 

nature of the language used by these large influential organisations to persuade. As 
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Fairclough argues, “consciousness is the first step towards emancipation” (Fairclough 2001, 

p1) and it is my hope for this investigation that it might help increase consciousness of how 

language contributes to the exercise of power within the social forum. 

One of the general functions of language is to construct a representation of the world of 

experience. This is particularly relevant when we consider that language is used to represent 

and convey ‘the news’. The question “what is the news?” extends way beyond the limited 

scope of this study, suffice to say that “the notion is ambiguous” (van Dijk, 1988, p3). 

However ambiguous the idea of ‘the news’ is, this study will consider ‘the news’ in the more 

specific term as new information about events, things or people mediated by a text or 

discourse in a newspaper (van Dijk, p4). Clearly this limited definition of ‘the news’ is 

intended to delimit the scope of this thesis and to thereby add clarity to the considerations in 

the pages that follow.  

One of the main functions of newspapers is to convey new information about events, things 

or people. It might also be rightfully argued at this point that another of the main functions of 

a newspaper is to mediate messages about enacted relationships and negotiated attitudes 

(Martin and Rose, 2007, p7). In practice the unfolding of the social discourse means that the 

three metafunctions (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p30) are always “interwoven” (Martin 

and Rose, 2007, p7) and occur simultaneously. However, due to the scale and focus of this 

study it is necessary to again delimit the scope of this thesis. This thesis will be viewing 

language mainly from the experiential perspective. It is from this perspective through the 

application of SFL theory we can establish a systemic relationship between 

lexicogrammatical choices and patterns and the social and cultural context in which they 

operate (Hewings, 2006, p121). In short, it enables the researcher to systematically describe 

the lexicogrammatical construction of our experience of the world. Another way that one 

might choose to phrase this is, the construction of a “world view or value system” (Hewings, 

2006, p121). This is significant because it enables us to see how the representations of these 

events might have been otherwise and this is in turn important because it sheds light on the 

system of choices that had to be negotiated to arrive at any one specific lexicogrammatical 

pattern. 

How we choose to represent the world of experience is very significant to the focus of this 

thesis. The aim of this thesis is to take a ‘critical stance’ (I will explain this term in the pages 

that follow) towards the language contained in the articles this thesis studies. At the heart of 
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the critical linguistic approach is the idea of ideology (again I will return to consider this 

notion in more detail below). The critical linguistic approach refers to the fact that all 

speakers / writers operate with certain assumptions, beliefs and expectations about how the 

world is and about how it should be (Hewings, 2005). But another key and related point here 

is that these beliefs, values, and ways to speaking are shared by members of subgroups within 

society. This can have a ‘normalising’ effect in which these beliefs become entrenched and 

even extend to supposedly be held by members of the wider social group. In terms of Brexit, 

one of the aims of this study will be to say something about how these differing world views 

are constructed. 

This study will address the following research questions: 

1. With respect to Brexit, what does SFL reveal about The Guardian and the Daily 

Mail’s ideology? 

2. How are the different individuals, groups and social structures in Brexit portrayed by 

the Guardian online and the Daily Mail online? 

3. What types of characteristics and qualities are attributed to the various individuals, 

groups and social structures? 

To summarise the main aims and scope of this thesis, the first part of this study will consist of 

a transitivity analysis and the second part will consist of critical linguistic approach. The aim 

of this critical linguistic analysis is to show patterns in the structure of the language that 

reveals the underlying ideologies of the writers. It will also be to say something about the 

ideology of the institutions that provide the platform for these writers. Another aim of this 

study is to say something about whether this ideology is consistent over time. Such a 

consistent use of lexicogrammar supporting an ideology allows us to draw conclusions about 

the political motivations of each institution.  

Finally, it is important to note that in terms of scope, this study does not presume to offer a 

definitive answer to the research questions that guide this study. The broad aims of this 

enquiry are to investigate the nexus of power, ideology and lexicogrammar to help elucidate 

how they might operate together to mediate their versions of experience. It is beyond the 

scope of this study however to give a complete account of these media institutions’ politico – 

ideological motivations or behaviour, or how these relations of power are reproduced (van 

Dijk, 1995, Locke, 2004). 
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On a personal note, I believe I should acknowledge a personal interest in the issue of whether 

the UK remains in the European Union or not. While I do not live in Britain at present, I am a 

British citizen and therefore have a direct connection to this event and what comes next. 

However, while I am not exempt from my own political views and my preferences regarding 

the issue of Brexit, I have tried to take the necessary steps to minimise any bias in this thesis. 

Therefore, the results from the transitivity analysis despite this personal connection to the UK 

should make a valid and effective contribution to critical discourse analysis by investigating 

the legitimacy of this influence. 
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2. Preliminaries – The Background: Brexit in broad strokes 
In this chapter I will attempt to outline some of the areas the Brexit covers in broad strokes to 

further hone the idea of what Brexit actually means. The first thing to say about Brexit might 

seem obvious but in the interests of ensuring a solid foundation I will introduce the term 

Brexit itself. The term Brexit refers to the issue of the UK leaving the European Union. The 

term is formed by merging two words together, “Britain” and “exit”. The Oxford Dictionary 

dates the origin of the word to 2012 and continues that the term was probably modelled on 

the word Grexit, which also appeared in 2012 (Oxford Dictionaries 2018c). 

However, the term Brexit is far from clear as Theresa May illustrated when she explained, 

that “Brexit means Brexit” (The Independent, 2016). Despite Mrs May’s astute and erudite 

observation, the issue of the UK leaving the European Union is far from clear. This is due, to 

a large extent to the nature of how the discussion of this event was formed. To summarise this 

opaque transparency, we might say that this is due to the fact that term Brexit was used to 

describe the act of leaving the European Union without actually specifying anything beyond 

that. This has resulted in a high degree of disagreement among commentators when pushed to 

answer the question ‘what is Brexit, actually?’ The problem is that Brexit means different 

things to different people. Concisely stated, to the best of my knowledge, there is no 

uncontested definition of Brexit that has been agreed upon. This is largely due to the fact that 

the referendum came as a shock to the vast majority of ordinary British citizens. The pace at 

which it was announced and subsequently decided, following confused and frenetic 

campaigns that crossed party political lines, defied a serious in-depth and informed 

discussion. This may well have been part of the political strategy of the former prime minister 

and leader of the conservative party to achieve his stated goal of remaining in the EU, but it 

was certainly not the result of the referendum. The result was the resignation of the prime 

minister and a government without leadership at a time that some of the most important 

decisions of the post-war period for the UK needed consideration. The referendum was held 

on the 23rd June 2016 and resulted in the defeat of the remain campaigners (also known as 

the ‘Bremainers’). The referendum results as reported by the BBC were that 51.9% voted to 

leave the EU while 48.1% of voters voted to remain (The BBC, 2016a). The referendum 

turnout was markedly high with 72.2% of an electorate of 46,501,241 turning out to vote. 

This translates into more than 30 million voters that participated in the referendum to decide 

the issue of participation in the Europe Union. The Leave vote, while forming the majority of 

the votes cast in the referendum, constituted approximately 26.5% of the population of the 
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UK, based on the population estimate of the Office for National Statistics, 2016 and the 

Electoral Commission’s figure for Leave votes (Office for National Statistics, 2018, Electoral 

Commission, 2018). 

However large the voter participation, this has done nothing to assuage the level of 

controversy surrounding the result. The level of controversy is directly connected to the scale 

and diversity of issues that Brexit entails. It is impossible to create a definitive list of the 

cultural, identity-centred, economic, political and social issues that Brexit entails for the UK 

but I have created an indicative list, to suggest the extent and complexity of the issue of 

Brexit and the ensuing negotiations: 

• Access to the single market 

• The limitation of the Freedom of Movement  

• The rights of EU nationals in the UK 

• The rights of UK nationals in the EU 

• The control of borders 

• The control of immigration 

• What does Brexit mean for Scotland? 

• What does Brexit mean for Northern Ireland? 

• Will European health cards (EHIC) still be valid? 

• Will UK and EU citizens need visas to enter either the UK or EU? 

• What is the status of the European Court of Human Rights? 

• What does this mean for businesses? 

• The squeeze on living standards 

• Austerity 

• The stagnation and even drop in wages in real terms 

• The continued rise of inequality 
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So far, the discussion has centred on the idea of Brexit as leaving the European Union. The 

discussion has attempted to outline some of the difficulties in defining the apparently simple 

word Brexit. As has been shown, the explanation of Brexit is anything but simple.  

The next issue to consider is that of the European Union. What is the European Union? The 

EU, like Brexit, means different things to different people. It is beyond the scope of this study 

to give anything but a basic outline of what the EU actually is. The EU has its origins in the 

post second world war environment. Part of the aim of the EU was to end the bloody wars 

that had plagued Europe at the beginning of the 20th century. Initially, that involved the 

uniting of the European coal and steel industries which would lead to increased economic and 

political interdependence and cooperation. This combining of the coal and steel industries 

was initially undertaken by six countries in the aftermath to the second world war and the 

beginning of the 1950’s in the shadow of the developing Cold War. This arrangement was 

formalised by what is frequently acknowledged as being the treaty that officially marks the 

inception of the EU and that is the Treaty of Rome in 1957. The Treaty of Rome created the 

European Economic Community (EEC) or what is commonly referred to now as the 

‘Common Market’ (European Union, 1994). 

Since the signing to the Treaty of Rome in 1957 the EU has grown considerably in size, scale 

and influence. The EU is, at the time of writing an economic and political partnership of 28 

European countries. The EU has become a huge “single market” […] that means the 28 

countries that constitute the EU are allowed to move people, goods and services around 

within the borders of the EU as if it were one country. On the 7th February 1992, 12 countries, 

including the UK, signed the Maastricht Treaty. The Maastricht Treaty (also known as the 

Treaty on European Union, (European Central Bank, 2018) laid the foundations for a single 

European currency and what we now know as the Euro. In addition to a single market, a 

single currency, the EU also has a single European Parliament that creates laws that cover a 

wide range of areas including the environment, transport, consumer rights and at one point 

the curvatures of bananas (European Union, 1994; The Telegraph 2008; The BBC, 2007). 

These laws are extremely important for ensuring the compatibility of goods and services 

across the single common market. The EU has over the period of its development established 

its own common security and foreign policies (European Central Bank, 2018). Furthermore, 

it developed the European Court of Human Rights, that sets standards across the trading 

block for European citizens. From its initial beginnings, it is easy to see that the EU has 

grown and expanded massively from its early origins. 
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2.1 Brexit and Scotland 
The majority of Scottish voters voted to remain in the EU. In total 62% of the votes cast in 

Scotland on the 24th June 2016, were in favour of remaining in the EU. This figure (62%), 

represents overall, 67.2% of eligible voters. The number of votes cast in Scotland in the 

referendum was 2,681,179. Of the 32 local authorities in Scotland, none of them voted to 

leave the EU (Daily Record, 2018). 

The question of the overall UK referendum result and Scotland, poses some complex and 

difficult questions for the UK establishment and its social structures. The details of these 

considerations fall outside the scope of this thesis, however the general outline of some of the 

most likely possible solutions include things like, “the Norway model, […] the reverse 

Greenland model, […] federalism […] [and] no deal” (The BBC, 2016). The essential point 

here though, is that the result of the Brexit referendum has placed considerable stress upon 

the constitutional integrity of the UK and a clear solution to this issue is not obviously 

forthcoming (as of the time of writing).  

Recently in Scotland there was a referendum on independence, which would obviously mean 

leaving the UK. The Leave campaign in this referendum was unsuccessful and Scotland 

remained part of the UK unchanged. However, the movement for an independent Scotland is 

still very strong. In fact, an independent Scotland, forms one of the core policies of the 

Scottish National Party (SNP) and it is the SNP that are the largest party in Scotland. Related 

to these facts, is the fact that the SNP will not be prepared to readily accept the English 

referendum result determining their new relationship with the EU.  

Given this recent referendum for Scottish independence, it made for an obvious comparison 

to Brexit and this fact was used by many commentators. One of the key points that was heard 

in this aspect of the Brexit debate was the difference in the quality of information presented 

to the electorate. The SNP produced an extremely detailed prospectus outlining their vision 

for an independent Scotland while the electorate of England was not given a comparable 

document. In fact, many commentators on both sides of the debate have claimed that much of 

the information presented in the Brexit debate was of a mendacious nature (The Independent 

2017). 
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3. Systemic Functional Grammar (What is language?) 
Systemic Functional Grammar is a social semiotic approach to language. From this 

theoretical perspective language is examined in terms of its functions. Halliday’s theoretical 

approach views language as having evolved to perform the function that it now performs. 

Matthiessen and Halliday hypothesize that language evolved in much the same way as when 

children learn how to mean. They start with a simple semiotic system, a protolanguage, 

which becomes increasingly complex and well suited to its purpose (Halliday and 

Matthiessen, 2014) This approach states that language is semogenic, that is to say that it is 

meaning creating. Language therefore is viewed as a resource for making meaning. This may 

be contrasted with the Formalist theoretical perspective on language, to illuminate the 

difference in these two approaches. In his paper On Nature and Language (2002, p76, quoted 

from Thompson, 2014, p6) Chomsky argues that “language is not properly regarded as a 

system of communication. It is a system for expressing thought, something quite different.” 

(Thompson, 2014, p6). However, the SFG approach to language is very different. In 

Halliday’s view, meaning, language context, and language are interdependent. But in practise 

the difference between the functional and the formal is not an effective distinction from the 

point of view of completeness. As Lukin notes, “a robust account of language needs 

descriptions of both form and function” (Lukin, 2012). 

This difference between these two dominant theoretical perspectives of the twentieth century 

led Halliday to respond very differently to the question, “What do we use language for? 

Embedded in the Functional view of language is an implicit view of meaning. It is a common 

factor among all the functional approaches to take a view of grammar that basically equates 

meaning with function. (Thompson, 2014, p28) In the functional approach, the term 

‘function’ means that we examine what a piece of language is intended to do. This means that 

when adopting this approach, we begin with the observation that speakers have reasons for 

saying something and for phrasing it the way they do. Language therefore is understood as a 

system of meaning choices. The purpose of SFG, is to investigate “the range of relevant 

choices” (Thompson, 2014, p9). The use of the term ‘choice’ however, should not be 

understood to necessarily mean a conscious choice. Choices can be made both 

subconsciously and consciously, and naturally, some choices will be more conscious than 

others. But the purpose of a functional analysis remains the same – to uncover the meaning – 

wording options available in a particular language system and the factors that lead the 

speaker to produce a particular wording in particular context (Thompson, 2014). 
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As mentioned previously, SFG adopts an implicit view of meaning. The SFG approach 

equates meaning with function. This means that the SFG approach adopts a particular 

theoretical perspective with regards to the relationship between language and meaning. This 

should not be underestimated as the relationship between language, meaning and reality 

forms a quite extensive area of linguistic theory in which developments are ongoing. But for 

the purposes of SFG it is necessary to limit considerations about the nature of meaning to a 

pertinent and elementary level. 

But also mentioned, Halliday’s view of language is that it is “a meaning making resource” 

(Lukin, 2012). Language is viewed by Halliday therefore as a “meaning making potential” 

Lukin, 2012).  The role therefore of linguistics is the study of meaning making in society. In 

his grammatical system, Halliday separates meaning further. Halliday postulates that meaning 

should be separated into three different types of meaning. These three different types of 

meaning are organised according to their different functions.  

1. The first type of meaning Halliday identifies is our experience of the world. We use 

language to describe events in the world, states and the entities involved in them. 

2. The next type of function we use language for is to interact with other people. We use it 

to express our view, to establish and maintain relations and to influence others and their 

behaviour.  

3. The third type of meaning Halliday identifies that we use language for is to organise and 

explain how our messages relate to other messages and how they fit into the wider 

context that we are writing or talking in. 

The three types of meaning listed above are referred to as, the experiential metafunction, the 

interpersonal metafunction and the textual metafunction. The relationship between the 

context and the text from an SFG perspective is called the ‘context of situation’, (Coffin et al, 

2009, p213). This is the technical term for the social situation in which the text occurs. From 

the SFG perspective, this situation is understood to influence the kind of language people use 

in fairly predictable ways. SFG theory states that there are three main ‘contextual variables’ 

through which the context of situation may be analysed. These contextual variables each 

relate to one of the metafunctions. The contextual variables are; field, tenor, and mode. 

The experiential metafunction, is the main area that this thesis will be focused on. The 

experiential metafunction is the function for construing human experience. The experiential 
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metafunction reflects the contextual value of ‘field’, that is, the social process in which the 

language occurs. An analysis of a text from the perspective of the experiential metafunction 

involves inquiring into the choices in the grammatical system of ‘transitivity’ (Halliday and 

Matthiessen, 2014). The system of transitivity analyses the text’s use of process types, 

participant types and circumstance types.  

SFG uses these different categories to talk about meaning and they provide the basis for 

exploring meaning as function. (Thompson, 2014, p28). In SFG these three different ways of 

meaning are known as the metafunctions. Halliday chose the term ‘metafunction’ to 

distinguish between SFG from the way other functional systems talk about language. 

Halliday explains that there is a long tradition of talking about the function of language. In 

this context however, ‘function’ “simply means purpose or way of using language, and has no 

significance for the analysis of language itself” (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p31). The 

term ‘metafunction’ was intended by Halliday to show, in contrast to this that “systemic 

analysis shows that functionality is intrinsic to language: that is to say, the entire architecture 

of language is arranged along functional lines” (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p31). 

In practice, these three ways of meaning, these the ideational, interpersonal and textual 

metafunctions, are bound together and form the lexicogrammar of the clause. Or, as Lukin 

explains, Halliday understands that “the clause configures three modes of meaning. It brings 

these three types of meaning together simultaneously” (Lukin, 2012). As Halliday would put 

it, “language… construe[s] human experience” (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p30).  

Halliday states that, “language provides a theory of human experience, and certain resources 

of the lexicogrammar of every language are dedicated to that function” (Halliday and 

Matthiessen, 2014, p30). Thompson however, does not use the term ‘ideational 

metafunction’. Instead, he uses the term ‘experiential metafunction’ and thereby distinguishes 

it clearly from the logical component of the ideational metafunction, whereas Halliday 

subsumed the experiential and the logical under the ideational metafunction. Thompson 

however, separates the experiential and the logical into separate metafunctions. The logical 

metafunction constitutes the fourth metafunction states Thompson (2014). The logical 

metafunction is concerned with how clauses connect and relate to each other. Clauses are the 

central unit of grammar for SFG. As Thompson explains, “[t]he clause is the main resource 

through which we express meanings”. The logical metafunction is concerned with 

establishing the relationship between these clauses, “[i]t is the logical component of the 
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grammar that handles the similarities and differences in the way that […] clauses can be 

combined (Thompson, 2014, p38).  

The other two metafunctions are not the focus of this thesis so I will only present them very 

briefly. The interpersonal metafunction is the name for the systems of meaning concerned 

with language as “enacting our personal and social relationships [and interacting] with the 

other people around us” (Halliday & Matthiessen, 2014, p30). The interpersonal metafunction 

is associated with the contextual variable of ‘tenor’. 

The third and final metafunction is the textual metafunction. This “mode of meaning […] 

relates to the construction of text” (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p30). Halliday continues 

that this mode of meaning can be regarded as an “enabling or facilitating function” (Halliday 

and Matthiessen, 2014, p30) as it is concerned with the organisation of the text. The textual 

metafunction is associated with the contextual variable of ‘mode’. 

When viewed together, the contextual variables (also known as register variables) of field, 

tenor and mode, form the ‘register’. The register of language refers to the social context that 

determines the common traits of the language or what Matthiessen refers to as “the sense of 

the functional variety of language” (Matthiessen, Teruya and Lam, 2010, p176). 
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4. Definitions 
In this chapter I will define and discuss some concepts that are central to the thesis, namely 

text, editorials, ideology, discourse, Critical Discourse Analysis, discourse, journalism and 

Brexit and narrative and the news. 

4.1 Text 
This section will briefly introduce some considerations to pin down the notion of text as it is 

used in this study. This study will utilise the notion of text as defined by Halliday and Hasan. 

A text therefore is some part of language that is performing a function within a situational 

context, (Halliday and Hasan, 1985). A text is a process in the sense that it is a movement 

though the network of meaning potential” (Halliday and Hasan, 1985, p10) but it is also a 

product in the sense that it is an “output, something that can be recorded and studied” 

(Halliday and Hasan, 1985, p10). Halliday and Hasan suggest that it is possible “to define the 

context of situation of a text” by describing the “systemic relationship between the social 

environment… and the functional organisation of language” (Halliday and Hasan, 1985, 

p11). They suggest that this might be achieved by using the conceptual headings of “field”, 

“mode”, and “tenor” (Halliday and Hasan, 1985, p11, Thompson, 2014, p40) to describe the 

context of situation. (Field, mode and tenor will be revisited and considered in later sections 

of this thesis.) 

4.2 Editorials 
Editorials form a central axis around which the political direction and identity of the 

newspaper is orientated, and as such an important part of the newspaper. It is for this reason 

this study has chosen to focus on them.  The editorial is typically written by a senior member 

of the newspaper’s staff such as the newspaper’s editor. They are often, though not always 

classified under the heading opinion (as can be seen in the original articles from the 

Guardian). It is also quite common for them to appear on their own page alongside features 

such as letters to the editor. The editorial usually evaluates issues which are important for the 

newspaper. They also typically reflect the newspaper’s stance and offer opinions to the 

readership on the important issues of the day (such as those dealing with Brexit). As Conboy 

notes, the editorial is the traditional place for the newspaper to express their collective 

opinion or editorial stance (Conboy, 2007). The tone of an editorial is typically persuasive but 

it does not necessarily follow that the purpose of an editorial is to persuade. In fact, the 

purpose of an editorial has more to do with “a process of confirming the identity of the 

newspaper and in doing so the identity of the idealised community of readership” (Conboy, 
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2007, p82). This means that while an editorial is typically written with a persuasive tone, the 

senior member of the newspaper’s staff who is writing it, is not seeking to change his 

idealised readership’s mind. But rather, he identifies with them by reflecting their already 

established opinion, thus cementing the collective identity of a sub-group within society.  

This explanation of the editorial versus ‘the news’ is largely taken from the perspective of the 

journalist. In short, the official stance of the journalist profession maintains that the news 

relates facts in neutral language, while the editorial is the place for the “quality newspaper” 

(Wilsher, Macintyre, Jones, 1986, pxii, Fowler, 1991, p2) to express its opinion. This 

perspective is far from the only one however. This division of fact and opinion, news and 

editorial is one that many in the social sciences question or reject (Bell, 1996, Herman and 

Chomsky, 1994, Fowler, 1991, Fairclough, 2001). Rather, the language of newspapers, in 

both the news and the editorials relates to what Fowler describes as ideas in a very general 

sense (Fowler, 1991) or what Bell might describe as stories (Bell, 1996). 

 

4.3 Ideology 
Ideology is a controversial term that is often the cause for debate. It is frequently heard in 

public debate as a term of negative evaluation, but this assessment is not the most common 

one in academic circles. The term ‘ideology’ has a long history in political science, social 

theory and philosophy, and as a result has been used in many different ways by different 

writers depending on the context. In CDA, it is generally used to refer to “the notion of world 

view or value system” (Hewings, 2005, p11). The notion of a ‘value system’ refers to the fact 

that all speakers and writers necessarily operate with assumptions and beliefs about the way 

the world is. These beliefs and assumptions are shared by the members of the community. 

The notion of truth is closely related, truth being a common measure of an ideology’s validity 

but as Locke notes “the truth of an ideology is determined by the number subscribing to it” 

(Locke, 2004, p33). These socially based assumptions about what is true are examples of 

ideological beliefs. An ideology includes shared assumptions about what is right and wrong, 

what is appropriate, what is normal, to list but a few examples. However, an ideology is much 

more than just a set of beliefs or attitudes about the world (van Dijk, 2008). An ideology goes 

beyond just the socially shared cognition of a group or class or some such other social 

formation. Ideology functions at a much more fundamental level: 
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1. An ideology … is a complex cognitive framework that controls the formation, 

transformation and application of other social representations including social 

prejudices. (van Dijk, 2008, p34) 

This definition underlines the importance of thinking about ideology as a foundational 

elemental cognitive framework that encompasses values, norms and mores that are 

interpreted in social practices that favour the overall interests of the group (van Dijk, 2008). 

James Gee, a prominent figure in CDA literature, offers another functional definition of the 

term: “[b]y ideology I mean a social theory which involves generalisations (beliefs, claims) 

about the way(s) in which goods are distributed in society” (Gee, 1996, p21, quoted from 

Locke 2004, p33). Conboy suggests a more refined definition of the term constructed for the 

purpose of relating language to the news of the media. He defines ideology “as the structuring 

of beliefs from a particular perspective” (Conboy, 2007, p105). Another way to think of 

ideology that sums up the term rather neatly, if not a little generally, is that it describes a 

common sense view of the world (Fairclough, 2001). So, as we can see from this, ideology 

means different things to different people depending on the context they are working with 

and the function they seek to realise. 

It is important to note at this juncture that ideology should not be interpreted as meaning that 

there is an extra ingredient that has been added to the news story, (as ideology pertains to the 

material of this study). Ideology is not simply the distortion of communication (Conboy, 

2007). Rather, all forms of communication contain social markers and preferences of the 

group that produces it. This is the product of a series of socially structured options as opposed 

to the distortion of a pre-existing truth. Conboy suggests that it is more useful to think of 

ideology as producing “meaning and value” for particular audiences (Conboy, 2007, p106).  

However, as Fairclough notes, “ideological power, the power to project one’s practices as 

universal and ‘common sense’, is a significant complement to economic and political power, 

and of particular significance here because it is exercised in discourse” (2001, p27).  

Ideological power (and particularly as it operates through discourse) is one of the main ways 

of positioning the subject. This is not one single force in operation but a multitudinous and 

pervasive force operating throughout the social space that constitutes the social subject in 

differing configurations of subject positions. Foucault argues that discourse is not the 

unfolding of unitary thinking or knowing but the arena in which the subject is dispersed and 

disconnected from himself. This is part of a dialectic process in discourse in which the 
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subject is both created and creative (Fairclough, 2001, p87). Althusser suggests, (a position 

with which this thesis agrees,) that the positioning and constituting of the subject, is in fact 

the purpose of ideology (Fairclough, 2001, Althusser, 1971). 

Ideology then constitutes a potent form of power. Ideology is reproduced through social and 

discursive practices of which the majority of society is a passive target (van Dijk, 2008) and 

which ensures the continued dominance of the groups that control the reproduction and 

access to these practices (Fairclough, 2001). The question then becomes for a critical reader, 

to what extent are they free from the political and social stresses to engage with discourse as 

an active and independent participant (Conboy, 2007). 

 

4.4 Discourse 
Discourse is another term where there is much discussion among academics as to what it 

exactly means (Jaworski and Coupland, 2006). Stubbs suggests that discourse is “language 

above the sentence or above the clause” (1983, p1, Jaworski and Coupland, 2006, p1). While 

this definition is accurate it does not seem to encompass the full scope of the various senses 

of discourse. The discussion of semiology and ideology within language so far has brought 

together different aspects of meaning, beliefs and politics. What is clear though is that 

discussions involving these linguistic and social ingredients produce particular types of 

practice. In terms of semiology as defined by Saussure, a distinction is to be drawn between 

two distinct types of language practice, langue and parole (Saussure, 1915). Langue is 

understood as a pre-existing system to actual language usage. This system is the same for all 

members of the language community and constitutes the social side of language. This is 

opposed to parole. Parole denotes individual language usage. For Saussure, parole is 

determined purely by individual choices, and not socially. Modern socio-linguistics have 

found that this view of language is not accurate and that variation of language does in fact 

differ according to the socially defined identities of people and their socially defined 

purposes and functions, (Fairclough, 2001, Fowler, 1991, Jaworski and Coupland, 2006, 

Halliday and Hasan, 1985). It is for this reason that Fairclough defines discourse as “language 

as a form of social practice” (2001, p16). In the term discourse therefore, we see the process 

of combining language, power and knowledge. The term discourse is useful to linguists 

because it enables them to move beyond text analysis in terms of individual words and 

towards a more complex and socially integrated perspective of language. The term discourse 

enables the researcher to move towards analysis of language practices in which ideology is 
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already embedded (Fowler, 1991). This means that the linguist is able to analyse language as 

part of society, that is as a social practice. It also means that this language is part of a socially 

conditioned process that determines many aspects of the members language usage 

(Fairclough, 2001). Halliday and Hasan defined the “configuration of meanings that are 

typically associated with a particular situational configuration of ‘field’, ‘mode’ and ‘tenor’” 

(1985, p38) as it pertains to language usage as “register” (1985, p38, Halliday, McIntosh & 

Strevens, 1964, Matthiessen, Teruya & Lam, 2010, p176). As a working distinction between 

discourse and register, discourse may be thought of as the social practice which produces a 

specific variation of meaning and language, while register may be thought of as the language 

produced within these situational and contextual configurations. The two concepts are closely 

related and can be seen as two different ways of looking at the same or similar thing. As 

Fairclough and Fairclough put it “discourse is basically the social use of language in social 

contexts”, (2012, p81) for the purpose not just of signifying meaning but of actually 

constructing it (Fairclough, 1992, Locke, 2004) while ‘register’ refers to varieties of language 

created in specific situational and functional contexts (O’Halloran and Coffin, 2006). 

So, to sum up, discourse is a key concept for informing the ideological analysis of 

newspapers and as such provides an invaluable conceptual tool for how the language of the 

news relates to the questions of institutional and social power (Conboy, 2007). 

 

4.5 Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA)  
It is beyond the scope of this thesis to attempt a full account of CDA, so rather this discussion 

should be considered indicative and not exclusive. As van Dijk notes, CDA has become a 

general label (1995) for a particular approach to the study of text. But this approach does 

have unifying and identifying features. Possibly, the foremost such feature is what Fowler 

describes as the examination of linguistic structure in light of the text’s social and historical 

context. The aim of this examination is to bring to light the patterns of belief and value which 

remain unseen to the uncritical reader (1991). 

The distinctive feature of CDA then, the feature that distinguishes it from other forms of 

discourse analysis, is its ‘critical stance’. Wodak and Meyer describe how the term ‘critical’ 

is to be understood by saying that it means to have a certain distance to the data in addition to 

adopting an explicit political stance while reflecting as a scholar engaged in research (2001, 

p9). However, while this definition of critical as it is used in CDA holds generally true, 
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different theorists put emphasis on different aspects of this definition, so in practice, there is a 

natural degree of variation. 

The next thing to note about CDA is that it is not a single approach and does not have a 

unified theoretical framework (van Dijk, 2015, van Dijk, 1995, Locke, 2004), rather, CDA is 

typically a multidisciplinary approach (Locke, 2004). Arguably the most prominent feature of 

a CDA approach is that it adopts an explicitly ‘critical’ “approach, position or stance” (van 

Dijk, 1995, p1). This adoption of an explicitly critical position towards the object of study 

means that it is an approach best suited to the consideration of social problems and political 

issues (van Dijk, 2015). This critical stance also implies taking an oppositional stance against 

those that abuse their power. CDA however, goes beyond the mere description of these 

problems or issues. CDA attempts to explain these problems or issues in terms of their 

situational context and especially social structures. More specifically CDA focuses on 

“strategies of manipulation, legitimation, the manufacture of consent and other discursive 

ways to influence the minds (and indirectly the actions) of people in the interest of the 

powerful” (van Dijk, 1995, p18). CDA therefore is interested in investigating and making 

transparent the discursive means of mental control and social power. Of particular interest to 

CDA and this thesis is the study of the role of discourse in society and its relation to power. 

This is because according to CDA theory the use and function of language in society is 

“crucial in determining social power relationships” (Charteris-Black, 2014, p83). CDA 

examines the language of discourses; focusing on the “relations of power, dominance and 

inequality and the ways these are reproduced or resisted by social group members through 

text and talk” (van Dijk, 1995, p18). So, the idea of power in CDA forms a central theme. 

Power in terms of CDA can be taken to mean the way the dominant or elite social group is 

able to enforce its ideas, norms or will over the other social groups (Charteris-Black, 2014). 

But in general, it is important to realise that power takes different forms and is “seldom 

absolute” (van Dijk, 2015, p469). 

One of the many possible perennial struggles of CDA is the question of how you identify the 

powerful interests that create and reproduce the strategies of elite discourse. One possible 

strategy for uncovering an underlying pattern is to examine who controls access to a given 

mode of discourse. As van Dijk notes generally, most people only have active control over 

their everyday conversations with friends and family members, in almost all other arenas they 

are the passive targets of public talk. As the passive targets of these public texts they are often 

told what and what not to believe. On the other hand powerful social groups, institutions and 
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especially leaders have what amounts to nearly exclusive access to and control over most 

forms of public discourse (van Dijk, 2008, 1995, Charteris-Black, 2014). The result of 

controlling and restricting the access to these forms of debate is a major form of the exercise 

of power. While social media platforms have challenged the traditional media and their 

models (and for example allowed readers to comment on and share news stories), this does 

not erode the power of the traditional media, who still control their own narratives. Van Dijk 

argues that this relationship to public discourse is a fundamental way in which dominance is 

reproduced and as such, indirectly, amounts to a form of “mind control” (1995, p472). 

However, all societies are formed around and involve relations of power. The question for 

CDA is whether these relations of power are legitimate or not? The next question then 

becomes, who decides what is legitimate and why? The answer is that the analyst must assess 

the discursive strategies employed by the dominant social group to reveal whether or not they 

are engaged in morally legitimate practices. One criterion that may be used to assess this, 

Charteris-Black suggests, is whether or not they have “negative mental consequences” and 

“contribute to disinformation, stereotypes, and prejudices” (2014, p84). This of course relies 

on the opinion of the analyst and it remains for them to argue that these consequences ensue 

from their perspective. As such, the texts that constitute a discourse, from the perspective of 

CDA, are an arena of contest and struggle.  

To conclude, in my thesis, the CDA perspective can help the critical reader show in their 

analysis how the language of the news constructs the social knowledge by revealing the 

underlying linguistic patterns. It also reveals how the media institution positions the readers 

and simultaneously locates them culturally in relation to given discourses. CDA can reveal 

the relationships between social groups and also reveal the shared representations of these 

elite social groups thus revealing the power relationships they enact (Conboy, 2007).  

 

4.6 Discourse, Journalism and Brexit 
The pervasive presence of the media institutions in the social domain provides potential to 

influence discourses such as Brexit. Newspapers such as the Guardian and the Daily Mail and 

their journalism play a vital role in forming the debate on Brexit. The newspaper format has 

been found to be perceived to be of better quality than its counterparts delivered through 

other channels (Bruhn Jensen, 1986, van Dijk, 2008). Research also shows that news 

retrieved from the press is usually better recalled than news accessed through the television 
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(Robinson and Levy, 1986, van Dijk, 2008). These facts combined, mean that the potential 

impact on the Brexit debate, of these two particular media institutions, is significant. Greater 

impact means more influence, which in turn equates to more power. The question with regard 

to the discourse surrounding Brexit then becomes from a critical perspective how is this 

power realised and is it legitimate. As van Dijk notes (2008) access to these channels are 

restricted. It is the media that selects sources and controls the angle of representation to the 

facts that they introduce. In consideration of the fact that most of our ideologies are formed 

discursively (van Dijk, 2008) this form of control arguably amounts to a form of mind 

control. Without doubt these institutions and the journalists that they employ, form elite 

groups who are positioned to gain “special access to public discourse” (van Dijk, 2008, p14). 

This power to control access is self-evident when we analyse the sources most frequently 

used by the media. The issue of access has a profound effect on the operation of power. What 

we see when we look at the issue of access to the media is that those with privilege have a 

priority of access. Groups like politicians, civil servants, celebrities, royals, ‘experts’ and 

financial elites expect and receive access to the media to air their views. While social media 

has provided new channels for public debate, this access to the traditional media is clearly not 

as available to ordinary people who would also wish to air their views on a matter (such as 

Brexit). This access is a reciprocal relationship between the media and these groups. As 

Fowler notes: 

2. The political effect of this division between the accessed and the unaccessed hardly 

needs stating: an imbalance between the representation of the already privileged, on 

the one hand, and the already unprivileged, on the other, with the views of the official, 

the powerful and the rich being constantly invoked to legitimate the status quo.  

(Fowler, 1991, p22) 

Fowler argues that the language of newspapers is the language of the elite (1991) and that this 

language, “tinged with an official ideology” (Fowler, 1991, p23) as it is, reproduces the 

attitudes of the powerful. Fairclough agrees with this point and adds that the balance of 

sources and perspectives “is overwhelming in favour of existing power-holders” (Fairclough, 

2001, p43). What is more, this use of language favours the newspaper industry which is inline 

with the interests of an industrial-capitalist society. This nexus of related interests has come 

to be known in increasingly common parlance as the ‘corporate media’. However, the 

particular language usage of the newspaper is not simply passively absorbed by a readership. 

The relationship between the producer of this media language and the reproduction of elite 
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ideologies in the form of the newspaper and the readership is more complex. While access to 

the public discourse may be controlled and limited, the readership is not a passive consumer 

of ideas. The idealised audience for a particular newspaper is already informed and may 

already have particular views on a subject. In this sense the readership of a newspaper will 

consume all facts conveyed uncritically by the newspaper. They may resist certain messages 

related by the newspaper (van Dijk, 2008).  

To many the idea that the language of the newspaper reflects the interests, attitudes and 

ideologies of an elite seems to conflict with the idea that the journalist is free to be critical in 

their professional context. It might even be suggested that to view things in this way is 

conspiratorial. But this is not the case. There is no suggestion of conspiracy here, as Fowler 

notes (1991). Rather, what we see is that the effects described here are not the result of a 

conscious and deliberate plot but the effect of institutional practices and as such take place 

automatically. With regards to the issue of the degree to which a journalist is free to adopt a 

critic stance towards given issues, “[c]ritical media scholars have emphasised that, because of 

their socialisation and class membership, journalists tend to reproduce the dominant 

ideologies of the elite” (Hall et al., 1980, van Dijk, 2008, p56). Despite this, it is clear to most 

informed observers that there are clear cases where journalist adopt apparently overtly critical 

attitudes to the interests of the elite groups. Where this is the case most scholars agree that the 

majority of these cases usually remain within the boundaries of a flexible but dominant 

consensus that allows for occasional and relatively minor dissent or criticism (van Dijk, 

2008). 

 

4.7 Narrative and the News 
One of the most important structures of the language of the news is the narrative. The 

narrative might take many forms, allegories, epics, or fables to name a few examples but the 

components from which they are all constructed and the structural patterns that they take, are 

all very similar as this discussion will show. 

Narratives have been used throughout human history to unite or divide people, to inform or to 

deceive people, but as Carl Jung noted, their construction relies upon some common psychic 

building blocks, archetypes (1981). Jung described archetypes as universal patterns and 

images that are the inherited potential of our collective unconscious. They are the hidden 

forms that potentially enter our consciousness and may be then expressed by individuals or 
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cultures. Narratives or as Bell describes them “stories” (1996, p147) are embedded in our 

cultural use of language and the modern newspaper media institution provides one of the 

most dominant platforms within our society for their expression in a textual format. 

While narratives may be universal in their potential, they are selective in terms of their social 

and political context. This means that narratives play an important part in shaping our 

environment rather than simply describing it. As Conboy suggests, the narrative and the 

language used to constitute it “act on the world in material way” (1996, p43). As such the 

narrative is a means by which competing versions of reality can be introduced. The platform 

of the media news outlet is the filter that controls access to the competing versions of such 

narratives. It therefore plays a pivotal role, in mediating the situational context in which the 

competing and conflicting and ultimately reconciling forces of narratives are enacted. 

Bell states that “[j]ournalists do not write articles. They write stories” (1996, p147). As 

mentioned, this description of the activity of journalists is at odds with the commonly 

recounted ‘code of professional ethics’ (that is that journalists and the newspapers they work 

for relay facts to the public). Bell also claims that there is no distinction of a qualitative 

linguistic structural nature to be made between ‘hard news stories’ and ‘soft news stories’. 

They are both stories. These stories or narratives have been analysed and shown structurally 

similar patterns of language usage, (Bal, 1997, Bell, 1996, Conboy, 2007, Labov and 

Waletzky, 1996). 

The concept of the narrative then, as it relates to the news, shows that it is not possible to 

“discuss the structure of news stories independently of their function. We cannot separate 

news form and news content” (Bell, 1996, p155). Through a process of selection, the factual 

events of the world are turned into news stories. This is achieved by a process of mapping 

these facts onto the ‘values’ of the news. The values that determine their selection are enacted 

by journalists, through criteria applied both consciously and unconsciously (Bell, 1996). 

These values “can be seen as longer-term narratives in themselves” (Conboy, 2007, p44). 

This becomes particularly relevant when we consider how a stance is adopted in an editorial. 

As Bell noted, form is inseparable from content (1996), therefore, the stance adopted in an 

editorial reflects the wider narrative of the publishing institution. The ‘values’ of any 

individual publishing institution are in effect a manifestation of the institution’s narrative 

(Conboy, 2007) and determines the selection and perspective of the ‘facts’ of any one text. It 

is these values that determine what makes one fact more newsworthy than the next. It is only 



31 
 

by reference to these news values that it is possible to account for how the news is presented. 

These values that determine the selection of the narrative and how the narrative fits with the 

rest of the news media in a way that places it in relation to the greater cultural context (Bell, 

1996, p155). They determine the selection and placement of the narrative within the news in 

a way that enables the audience to make sense of it, culturally (Conboy, 2007). These 

narratives are designed and tailored to the media institution’s audience and reflect a sense of 

cultural coherence and common identity. As such, their presence (dominance) in the public 

domain means that they are extremely important in contributing to our idea of ‘what is 

normal’ and therefore in setting the parameters of how we interact with the world (Conboy, 

2007).  

With respect to The Guardian and the Daily Mail, we find competing narratives of identity, 

nationality and individuality, as well as empowerment and disempowerment, of privilege and 

loss that reflect the competing values of these media platforms. The four examples of 

editorials selected for analysis then reflect small sections of an overarching narrative that is 

representative of each of these newspapers’ respective world view. These articles may be 

viewed in one sense, as analogous to episodes in a unifying narrative that positions these 

individual texts in a social and historical context. These competing narratives of society, are 

for these media platforms, a matter of common sense. It is this ‘common sense’ view of the 

world that serves as a vehicle “in the service of power” (Fairclough, 2001, p64). The values 

of the newspaper, are enacted through the narrative that they choose to relate. It is here that 

we find that “ideologies are embedded in features of discourse which are taken for granted as 

matters of common sense” (Fairclough, 2001, p66).  

Language is a key aspect through which we relate to the wider social space and has a huge 

impact on how we perceive both ourselves and our environment. Language is a shared 

cultural resource and the language of the narrative as it relates to the news is a linguistic 

pattern that exists with the wider social context (Conboy, 2007). Discourse analysis and CDA 

are some of the best linguistic tools available to assist us in understanding the relationship 

between the narrative and the language of the news. They enable us to develop a critical and 

selective perspective rather than a passive and inactive relationship, while informing us about 

the specific type of language used in its construction. 

4.8 Framing 
The sociologist Erving Goffman (1974) is often credited as the originator of the term 

framing, while he himself dedicates the actual frame metaphor to his colleague and cowriter 
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Gregory Bateson (1972). The term is obviously based on a metaphor. Tankard (in Reese, 

Gandy Jr. Grant 2001, p.98-99) shares three different ways this metaphor could give 

meaning. A picture frame decides what the focus point is and what’s not. It would decide 

selection, focus and exclusion. A frame could also decide the tone or mood of the picture, by 

choice of material, colour etc. Finally, a framework could be the actual building blocks a 

house or picture relies on to hold together; the organised structure a story is built around. 
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5. Background: Theoretical models of language. 
This thesis relies on Halliday’s account of how language works, that is a functional grammar 

approach. However, Halliday’s approach differs from other functional grammar approaches 

in that it is the only systemic functional grammar. The term “systemic” for Halliday, is used 

to refer to the notion of grammar as a system. Grammar then, is represented by a network of 

systems as choices pertaining to the environment. This system perspective is also known as 

analysing language from the perspective of paradigmatic order; (A paradigm being a set of 

choices or options from which a selection is made.) This paradigmatic order is one of the five 

structural dimensions of the architecture of language according to Halliday (2003).  

Functional grammar may be contrasted with other approaches. Functional grammar explains 

language usage in terms of meaning, hence the use of the term ‘functional’ in the name of 

Halliday’s system – Systemic Functional Grammar (SFG). Thompson states that “in all 

functional approaches to grammar, meaning is basically equated with function” (2014, p23). 

This approach is often contrasted with grammatical paradigms that isolate language use from 

its context. The functional grammar approach analyses language in context but other 

approaches, such as the formal approach separate language and its context. Probably the 

foremost proponent associated with this formal approach to studying grammar, is the highly 

influential Noam Chomsky. In contrast to Halliday and the functional approach to language, 

Chomsky’s approach to the study of language states that the forms of language should be 

studied independent of context. Thompson describes Chomsky’s approach by saying that he 

“made a principled decision to exclude how we use sentences in communication” (2014, p6). 

The formal and functional approaches, seek to achieve very different aims. While the 

functional approach is concerned with language in context and is consistent with the usage-

based approach, Chomsky advocated the use of intuition and introspection. As we can see, 

this methodology separates the production of language and the context it is produced in and 

this approach owes a good deal to the metaphor of language as a computer program (Graddol, 

Cheshire and Swann, 1994). This is because Chomsky is interested in uncovering the rules 

that govern how linguistic components are put together to form grammatical sentences. 

Chomsky’s Formal theoretical perspective therefore, is very different from Halliday’s 

Functional theoretical perspective. As previously stated, this project will be following 

Halliday and adopting the SFG theoretical perspective. 
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5.1 Transitivity 
As our discussion of the metafunctions touched upon, one of the main ways that we use 

language is to talk about the world. This may be either the external world or our internal 

world. The external world would consist of things, events, qualities etc. and the internal 

world would consist of thoughts, beliefs, feelings, etc. (Thompson, 2014). Transitivity 

though, from an SFG perspective, is understood in much broader terms than its traditional 

usage. Traditionally, transitivity is understood to refer just to the system of the verb and its 

object. In SFG however, it is understood to refer to the whole clause. As Halliday states, 

“[o]ur most powerful impression of experience is that it consists of a flow of events, or 

‘goings-on’. This flow of events is chunked into quanta of change by the grammar of the 

clause: each quantum of change is modelled as a figure – a figure of happening, doing, 

sensing, saying, being or having” (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p213). What Halliday is 

describing is the relationship between our experience of reality and our use of language. As 

Halliday puts it, “[a]ll such figures are sorted out in the grammar of the clause” (Halliday and 

Matthiessen, 2014, p213). 

When we approach language from this perspective we are focused primarily on the 

‘propositional content’ of the message rather than the purpose for which the message was 

uttered. The ‘propositional content’ of a message is that part of the meaning of the utterance 

of a declarative sentence which describes some state of affairs. When adopting this 

perspective we are interested in identifying the semantic choices to express what happens 

(processes), who or what was involved (participants), and the environment in which the 

message occurs, (circumstances).  

Martin explains that transitivity, is a resource for “construing our experience in terms of 

configurations of a process, participants and circumstances” (Martin, Matthiessen and 

Painter, 1997, p103). Processes form the core of the clause from the experiential perspective. 

The process is normally realised by the verbal group. In addition to the process every clause 

normally includes at least one participant which is normally expressed by a nominal group. 

Finally, the circumstances are usually realised by adverbial and prepositional groups (in 

interpersonal terms they are the circumstantial Adjuncts). Circumstances are typically more 

peripheral to the process, which is central to the function of the clause, and as such can often 

be viewed as optional or “attendant on it” (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p213). 

A key idea behind transitivity is the idea that there are innumerable kinds of things going-on 

and that we construe out a select few types, each with their own characteristics, (Martin, 
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Matthiessen and Painter, 1997). The significance to the SFG approach is that we must choose 

from the system provided by language.  It is through this system that we can change an 

experience into meaning through our choice of wording. When we convert our experience 

into a meaning we use grammar to encode it and in doing so, create a narrative.  To get a 

sense of the multifarious forms that this may take we need only reflect on different ways that 

other languages encode the same semantic domain (a more technical phrase for goings-on or 

figure of happening) (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997).  

As previously mentioned, Halliday states that the process is the most important component of 

the clause. It is the process that construes the “goings-on” of experience. As Halliday puts it 

“[a]ll figures consist of a process unfolding though time and of participants being directly 

involved in this process in some way” (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p213). In SFG, 

processes are construed into a manageable set of Process Types. Each of these process types 

contains a model for construing a particular domain of experience. Thompson recognises six 

different process types. These six categories are: material; mental; verbal; existential; 

relational; behavioural. (I will consider each category in more detail in the later sections of 

this thesis.) Following both Thompson and Halliday, the most important categories for the 

Transitivity system in the English Language are material, mental and relational (Halliday and 

Matthiessen, 2014, Thompson, 2014). The relationship between these categories is made 

clearer by Halliday’s and Matthiessen’s “concrete visual metaphor” (Halliday and 

Matthiessen, 2014, p216). 
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Figure 1, The grammar of experience (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p216) 

The choice of representing the categories of process types as a circle is deliberate on the part 

of Halliday and Matthiessen. Halliday explains that this is symbolic and shows that no group 

of processes has priority over another and that the grammatical system represents a 

continuity. This circular (or spherical) continuity represents the way in which the categories 

have core areas and these constitute the prototypical members of this process type category. It 

also shows, how these regions are continuous and merge with each other, That is to say that 

rather than a distinct line separating two categories there is a fuzzy merging of the categories. 

In practice, this lack of a distinct line separating discrete categories means that there is an 

area between any two categories in which the process being analysed to be classified in either 

category. For example, the border between the verbal and the relational categories involves a 

degree of operator judgement. In theory, it would be the furthest point from both the 

prototypical relational and verbal processes. In practice however, this may vary slightly 

according to the judgement of the analyst or, explained in another way, the same experience 

can be represented by several process types from different categories. On this point Halliday 

is clear, “This is not an artefact of the way we describe the system; it is a fundamental 
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principle on which the system is based – the principle of systemic indeterminacy (Halliday 

and Matthiessen, 2014, p217). 

5.2 Transitivity, Processes and Participants 

Processes Participants 

  

Material Actor, Goal, Scope, Attribute, Client, 

Recipient 

Mental Senser, Phenomenon 

Verbal Sayer, Receiver, Verbiage 

Existential Existent 

Relational Carrier / Attribute – Token / Value 

Behavioural Behaver / Behaviour 

Figure 2, Processes and participants in the transitivity system (Leong, 2017) 

This table shows all the processes in the English language transitivity system. Each process 

takes a unique set of participants (although --- an Attribute--- can appear with two process 

types). 

This blurring of the categories is clearly revealed in the probe questions that one must use to 

determine the function of the process. It is because of this encompassing nature of material 

processes that Thompson suggests that “[i]n a sense, material is the default transitivity 

category” (Thompson, 2014, p120).  

In a similar issue, that relates to the ambiguity of process classification, sometimes we find 

that a process is a blend of two different process types. A blended process is a process that 

could reasonably be classified as one of two different categories. Following Thompson’s lead 

on this issue all processes of a blended nature will be classified according to their dominant 

meaning (Thompson, 2014). 

5.3 Material Processes 
Material processes construe doings and happenings (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997). 

This category consists of the forms that we would usually think of when asked to describe the 

archetypal verb. Prototypically, these are concrete changes in the material world and as such 
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can be perceived. Material Processes are also models for construing our experience of change 

in abstract phenomena as well. Material processes cover both concrete and abstract processes 

and as such form the largest and most diverse group in the transitivity system. 

Participant Process Circumstance 

The prices went  through the roof 

 

Material processes always involve an ACTOR (Matthiessen, Teruya and Lam, 2010, p135). 

The actor is the one inherent structural participant of this particular process type. In short, the 

actor is the one “doing the material deed” (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997, p103). 

However, as Thompson explains the actor “may not actually be mentioned in the clause” 

(Thompson, 2014, p95). Therefore, while the material process must contain an actor as part 

of its structural model it need not necessarily explicitly do so. In such cases the actor must be 

inferred from the preceding clauses. 

The following table lists the participants that may be involved with a material clause and 

gives a brief account of their relationship to the process. 

Actor The one performing the action 

Goal That which is affected by the action 

Scope That which remains unaffected by the action 

Attribute A quality ascribed or attributed to an entity 

Client For whom / which the action occurs 

Recipient The receiver of goods or services 

Figure 3, Participant types associated with material processes (Leong, 2017) 

As the table above shows, the ---Goal--- is the one impacted by the unfolding of the material 

process. In this sense the action is directed at this participant (Thompson, 2014). The clause 

containing the material process may or may not be constructed with a Goal. A Goal is not an 

inherent part of the material process like an Actor. 

1. [[[ Britain [ Actor ] has lit [ Pr: material, transformative, intentional ] a beacon [ Goal 

] ]]] (DM1:S2) 
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As previously noted, the material processes form the largest group of processes in the 

transitivity system. To further specify parts of this group various forms of sub-categorisations 

have been suggested. Following Thompson, one important possible grouping that separates 

different types of processes is the distinction between (creative) processes and 

(transformative) processes. The first group, creative material processes bring Goals into 

existence. The second group, transformative material processes, are those that are done to 

existing Goals (Thompson, 2014). Although, it is important to note that this distinction can 

also apply to processes that contain only an Actor. 

The next subcategory of material processes that Thompson suggests is the distinction 

between Intentional and Involuntary processes. In an intentional material process it is the 

Actor that performs the action encoded by the process. In an Involuntary material process the 

Actor can often seem like the Goal, whereas there usually isn’t a Goal. But also following 

Thompson, it may be noted that often, “it is sufficient just to use the label “material” 

(Thompson, 2014, p96). 

There may also be a participant benefiting from the “doing”. This participant is known as the 

BENEFICIARY. The beneficiary is the one “given to” or “done for” (Martin, Matthiessen 

and Painter, 1997, p103). The beneficiary often occupies the position of what is known as the 

indirect object in traditional grammar. The Beneficiary however, does not appear exclusively 

with the material clause. It may appear with all process types except the existential process 

group, although not with every verb from within those process types. A further distinction 

may be made as to the type of Beneficiary a participant constitutes. The two different types of 

Beneficiary can be typically distinguished by the preceding prepositions: Recipient (with 

“to”) and Client (with “for”) (Thompson, 2014, p112). 

2. [[ Clearly, [ Circumstance ] the priority [ Actor ] must be to thrash out [ Pr; material, 

transformative, intentional ] a new relationship, of common advantage [ [ Goal ]  ]  to 

all [ Recipient ]. ]] (DM2:S47) 

In clauses without a Goal there may be a participant specifying the scope of a happening. The 

scope (unlike the Goal) in a material clause, remains unaffected or unchanged by the process 

that takes place. As Thompson explains, the Scope can sometimes be difficult to identify but 

what they all have as a defining feature is that they may appear like objects but that they “do 

not seem very Object-like, in that they are not affected by the process: the process is not done 

to them but involves them in some way” (Thompson, 2014, p112). Another important point 
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to note about Scope is that a clause may contain either a Goal or a Scope but they may not co-

exist in the same clause. Thompson suggests it is quite likely that where the category of Goal 

seems inappropriate within the material process, because the process does not impact upon 

the subject that features as Object, it may well be because it is indeed a Scope. 

The last type of participant that can form part of the structure of a material process is called 

an Attribute. An Attribute is probably the least frequently occurring of all the types of 

participants that can form part of the material structure in transitivity. The material process 

may in some cases express the state in which the Actor or the Goal ends up as a result of the 

process. Although the Attribute may appear like a direct participant in the clause, unlike other 

direct participants, it cannot become a Subject (Thompson, 2014).  

Sometimes the extent of the diversity of material processes can lead to difficulties in 

ascertaining whether indeed, a process is in fact a material process or not. As noted 

previously mentioned in the section on transitivity, this systemic indeterminacy is an inherent 

part of the system of transitivity. As Thompson explains, there is a core of processes that 

form the prototypical examples of the group, but there are also processes that could be closer 

in kind to another group of processes adjacent on the transitivity wheel. This blurring of the 

categories is clearly revealed in the probe questions that one must use to determine the 

function of the process. It is because of this encompassing nature of material processes that 

Thompson suggests that “[i]n a sense, material is the default transitivity category: if a process 

cannot be assigned to any of the other categories…  it is probably material; so this fuzziness 

is predictable” (Thompson, 2014, p120). This thesis follows Thompson’s advice on this 

issue; where there is no clear alternative, a process will be classified as material. 

In a similar issue, that relates to the ambiguity of process classification, sometimes we find 

that a process is a blend of two different process types. A blended process is a process that 

could reasonably be classified as one of two different categories. Following Thompson’s lead 

on this issue all processes of a blended nature will be classified according to their dominant 

meaning (Thompson, 2014). 

 

5.4 Mental Processes 
Whereas material processes conform to the prototypical notion of a verb as a ‘doing’ word, 

mental processes do not fit quite so easily with this description of a verb.  While material 

processes are concerned with our experience of the outer material world, mental processes are 
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concerned with our experience of the inner mental world; the world of our own 

consciousness. Halliday and Matthiessen describe the category of mental clauses as “clauses 

of sensing: a ‘mental’ clause construes a quantum of change in the flow of events taking 

place in our own consciousness” (2014, p245). A mental clause then, describes any process 

that occurs internally in the mind. A few examples from this category would include 

processes such as thinking, imagining, liking, wanting and seeing. 

3. EU citizens [ Senser ]  who yearn [ Pr: mental ] to follow our example [ Phenomenon 

]. (DM1:S3)  

The process above is an example of a mental process. To “yearn” (DM1:S3) someone 

represents a change which occurs internally in the subject’s consciousness.  

The one inherent participant of a material process is the senser. The senser is the participant 

of the clause that does the sensing; the one in which the quantum of change occurs. Yet 

another way to explain the role of the senser in a mental clause, is as the person (or entity) 

who is doing the sensing, thinking or feeling. When the mental process is being used in a 

literal sense there is always a human participant present in a clause containing a mental 

process. However, it is also possible, though less common, that the mental process may be 

used metaphorically and attribute human like characteristics to an object or entity. For 

example, consider the literary technique of personification. 

4. [[[ [[ Britain [ Phenomenon ] [ Actor ]  has lit [ Pr: material ]  a beacon ]] [[ [ Goal ] to 

inspire [ Pr: mental ] millions [ Senser ] across Europe [ Circumstance ]. ]] ]]] 

(DM1:S2) 

Nevertheless, the most common form of the mental process is the form that “involves a 

human participant: the participant in whose mind the process occurs” (Thompson, 2014, 

p98). As Halliday and Matthiessen state, “any entity, animate or not, can be treated as 

conscious” (2014, p249) and when they are combined with the mental process they are put 

into this role. When an inanimate entity or object is combined with a mental process the 

object or entity has “a degree of humanness bestowed upon it” (Thompson, 2014, p98).  

The other type of participant a mental clause may contain is the phenomenon being sensed. 

The phenomenon may “be any kind of entity entertained or created by consciousness – a 

conscious being, an object, a substance, an institution, or an abstraction, but not only such 

‘things’ but also acts (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997). This means that the 
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grammatical category of the phenomenon may include a wide range of entities. It is not 

restricted to any “particular semantic or grammatical category” (Halliday and Matthiessen, 

2014, p251). 

A distinguishing factor between a material clause and a mental clause is that the mental 

clause has the further option to project other clauses. This possible function of the mental 

clause is “the ability to set up another clause ‘outside’ the ‘mental’ clause as at the 

representation of the ‘content’ of consciousness (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, p 253). The 

mental clause is able to bring another idea into existence by virtue of the fact that it describes 

a mental process. This act of thought is by necessity, a thought about something (Martin, 

Matthiessen and Painter, 1997). Halliday and Matthiessen illustrates this idea very effectively 

by referring to the conventions of comic books. When a given comic book character (the 

senser) has an idea this is represented by a cloud appearing above their heads. Inside the 

comic book cloud appears the idea which is represented linguistically. This comic book 

convention of the ‘cloud’ graphically represents the projecting function of a mental clause 

(which might represent any one of a number of mental functions such as thinking, believing, 

wondering, etc.) (2014, p253-254). 

Thompson observes that there is a difference between the most commonly occurring forms of 

tense in material and mental processes. The most common form of the present tense to use 

with a material process is the continuous form. For example; He is hammering away. It is not 

impossible for a material clause to use the simple present but this type of usage tends to be 

more marked. For mental processes on the other hand, the opposite holds true. The most 

common grammatical form of the present tense is the simple present. For example; She likes 

her car. 

Mental processes can be further sub-divided into four separate subtypes depending on the 

type of sensing they describe. These are: 

1. Perceptive – seeing, hearing, etc 

2. Cognitive – deciding, knowing, understanding, etc 

3. Emotive – or reactive, processes of feeling 

4. Desiderative – wanting 

(Thompson, 2014, p99) 

1. Perceptive 
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5. [[ The real people of Britain [ Senser ] saw [ Pr : mental, perceptive ] things [ 

Phenomenon ] differently [ Circumstance, manner ]]]. (DM2:S7) 

2. Cognitive 

6. [[ But in their arrogant conviction that they [ Senser ] knew [ Pr: mental, cognitive ] 

best [ Circumstance, manner ] ]] (DM1:S12)   

3. Emotive 

7. [[ Indeed, those at home who [ Senser ] are nervous [ Pr: mental, cognitive ]  about 

Brexit [ Phenomenon ] ]] [[ should take heart [ Pr: mental, emotive ] from the joyful 

reaction of countless EU citizens [ Phenomenon ] ]]. (DM1:S3) 

4. Desiderative 

8. [[ …we [ Senser ]  yearn [ Pr: mental, desiderative ] for more honesty [ Phenomenon ] 

in our politics [ Circumstance, Location ] ]] (DM2:S17) 

As Thompson notes, these sub-types of the mental process have different patterns. In some 

mental processes it is possible to have the Subject role filled “either by the human participant 

in whose mind the process occurs or by the phenomenon that triggers the process” (2014, 

p100). This means that some mental processes are in effect “reversible” (2014, p100). This 

forms another distinction from material clauses that can only do this when they appear in a 

passive clause.  

 

5.5 Relational processes 
Relational processes set up a relationship between two concepts. They constitute the 

grammatical realisation of how we express our experience of identifying and experiencing. 

The category, as identified by Halliday, is “a generalisation of the traditional notion of 

‘copula’ constructions (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997, p106). A copular verb is a 

special kind of verb used to join an adjective or noun complement to a subject. Relational 

processes differ from the other process types “in that relational clauses model experience in 

terms of being rather than doing allowing us to characterise and identify” (Coffin, Donohue 

and North, 2009, p296). The fundamental property of a relational process is therefore that 

there are two participants in a relational clause. The relational process sets up a relationship 

in which something is said to ‘be’ something else. As Halliday and Matthiessen comment, 

there are always “two be-ers” (2014, p261). 
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Relational clauses generally form two distinct types. The first type of relational clause may 

be termed ‘attributive’; the second type of relational clause is ‘identifying’. As the name 

suggests, an attributive relational clause is concerned with determining “the basic participant 

roles involved in the clause” (Matthiessen, Teruya and Lam, 2010, p178). The participants 

involved in the two different types of relational clauses have different names. In an attributive 

relational clause, the two participants are called the ‘carrier’ and the ‘attribute’. The carrier is 

the entity that carries the attribute (Thompson, 2014). In the second, an identifying relational 

clause, the two participants are called ‘value’ and ‘token’. 

Relational Process type Participant Type Participant Type 

Attributive Carrier Attribute 

Identifying Token  Value 

 

If we consider the following example of an attributive relational clause for a moment: 

9. He [ Carrier ] was [ Pr: relational, attributive, intensive ] a masterly chairman of the 

2010-2015 Coalition [ Attribute]. DM2:S20 

In this example a relationship is set up between two concepts, “[h]e” (Carrier) and “a 

masterly chairman of the 2010-2015 Coalition” (DM2:S20) (Attribute). The function of the 

attributive relational process in this sentence – “was” (DM2:S20), is to designate the 

existence of a relationship between these two participants. Unlike a material process that 

conforms to the more traditional notion of a verb or process (in SFG) as a term that describes 

something that is happening, in a relational process, there is nothing happening. Although 

there are two participants in the process, in reality, there is only one (the message) that has a 

corporeal existence. The second participant does not have an existential significance, it has a 

semiotic one. The attributive relational process allows us to set a relationship between these 

two concepts by connecting them in such a way as they refer to the same entity.  

The second category of relational process is the identifying relational process. As Thompson 

notes “the function of this kind of process is to identify one entity in terms of another” (2014, 

p102). In an identifying relational process both expressions “refer to the same real-world 

entity” (Thompson, 2014, p102). A distinguishing feature of this sub-type of the relational 

process is that it is reversible. In fact, the identifying relational process can be thought of as 

the grammatical equivalent to the equals sign (=) in maths. Attributive relational clauses are 

not reversible in this way. Identifying relational processes then set up a relationship between 
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an entity and a group. Essentially, the identifying relational process ascribes membership of 

this group to a specific instance of an entity. 

10. [[[ [[ [ Value ] Indeed, one of the most moving aspects of this victory for Britain is [ 

Pr: relational, identifying ] ]] [[ that it [ Actor ] showed [ Pr: material ]  no class divide 

in the Brexit camp [ Goal ] [ Token ] ]] ]]] (DM2:S16). 

This clause could be reversed: 

11. [[[ [[ [T]hat it [ Actor ] showed [ Pr: material ]  no class divide in the Brexit camp [ 

Goal ] [ Token ] ]] is [ Pr: relational, identifying ] [[ [i]ndeed, one of the most moving 

aspects of this victory for Britain [ Value ] ]] ]]] (DM2:S16). 

The class in this clause that membership is attributed to is a specific type of ‘victory'. This 

sentence contains an embedded clause. The embedded clause adds more information about 

what type of ‘victory’ it is that the clause refers to. In this example we see that the more 

general term is ‘victory’. This clause determines a class of objects (victories) (Value) as a 

type. So, we can see from this example that an identifying relational clause sets a class or 

category of objects (Value) and determines from this class a specific embodiment, (Token). 

This way of categorising relational identifying processes, according to Value and Token, 

depends “on pre-existing external semantic properties of the two ways of referring to the 

entity: whichever of the two ways is the more generalised is the Value, while the more 

specific embodiment is the Token” (Thompson, 2014, p124).  

 

5.6 Verbal Processes 
Verbal processes are the verbs of ‘saying’. In some ways they can be can be seen as the 

intermediate between the mental and material processes (Thompson, 2014, p106). This is 

because they combine a physical action such as speech with the mental operation involved in 

forming that speech. The verbal process may encode something about the physical action it 

describes but the central fact is that as a group they all relate to the transfer of a message. 

The central participant in the verbal process is the sayer. All verbal processes must contain a 

sayer. The sayer is the one who is performing the process described. The sayer can be a 

human, or a human-like speaker but it can also be a symbolic source. In the examples below, 

it can be seen how the verbal process encodes a description of the physical speech act.  

12. [[ …no one [ Sayer ]  could  reasonably complain [ Pr: verbal ]. (G2:S7) 
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13. [[ Mr Cameron [ Sayer ]  talked [Pr: verbal ] about new negotiation with the EU [ 

Matter ]. (G2:S16) 

Another participant that may be involved is the receiver. The receiver is the participant to 

whom the ‘saying’ is addressed. Martin et. al. describes him as a “verbal beneficiary” 

(Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997, p108).  

14. [[[ [[ Instead of trying to persuade [ Pr: verbal ] voters [ Receiver ] of his positive 

view of the EU, [ Verbiage ] ]] [[ he [ Actor ] [Sayer] threw [ Pr: material,] everything 

into Project Fear [ Goal ], ]] … ]]] (DM2:S26) 

In some verbal clauses the verbal process may be directed at, rather than addressed to another 

participant. This participant, rather fittingly, is known as the target. As Halliday and 

Matthiessen explain, “the target occurs only in a subtype of ‘verbal’ clauses; this function 

construes the entity that is targeted by the process of saying, which may be a person, an 

object or an abstraction”, (2014, p307). The target is distinguished from the receiver in two 

main ways. The first is that the target need not be human.  

15. [[[ [[ [ In a magnificent affirmation of national self-belief and character, ] their [ 

Sayer] resounding  message [ Verbiage ] to the elite [ Target ] was [ Pr: verbal ] :[[  

We [ Actor ] are fed up [ Pr: material ] ]] [[ with being disdained [ Pr: material ] ]] [[ 

and ignored [ Pr: material ] ]] [[ over the issues about which we [ Senser ] feel [ Pr: 

mental ] strongly. [ Circumstance, manner, quality ] ]] ]]] (DM1:S9) 

The second is that it is possible to have a receiver and target in the same verbal clause 

construction (Thompson, 2014). 

Another function of the verbal clause is to project another clause. In this case the content of 

the ‘saying’ is represented as a separate clause. This ‘saying’ is not a constituent part of the 

verbal clause and is analysed separately. A projected clause differs from a verbal clause 

construed as a participant. In the example below the second clause is projected by the first 

verbal clause.  

16. [[[ [[ …no one [ Sayer ]  can currently say [ Pr: verbal ] ]] [[ what Brexit [ Value ] will 

look [ Pr: relative, identifying ] like [ Token ] ]] ]]]. (G2:S9) 

The content of the ‘saying’ may also be construed as a participant. When the content of the 

‘saying’ “can be summarised in the form of a nominal group functioning as a participant in 



47 
 

the process… it is called the Verbiage” (Thompson, 2014, p107). Halliday and Matthiessen 

state that the verbiage refers to the way some verbal clauses represent the message as “a class 

of thing rather than as a report or quote” (2014, p306). 

17. He asked for a quick word. 

18. She gave him an ultimatum. 

The last participant we’ll consider is closely related to verbiage and “is a category of 

circumstance called matter” (Thompson, 2014, p107). This is the label used when the 

category of circumstance is a prepositional phrase giving a summary of the message. For 

example: 

19. He spoke to her about the problem. 

20. The neighbours complained about the party. 
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6. Material and Method 
The material for this study was taken from two British newspapers; The Guardian and the 

Daily Mail. These newspapers were initially selected because of their well-known political 

sympathies. The Guardian is known for being politically left of centre newspaper while the 

Daily Mail is widely known for it sometimes quite extreme right-wing views. This 

characterisation of the political ideologies reflected in these newspapers output is in accord 

with not only widely held views about these institutions’ political sympathies but also a 

recent study by market research company YouGov that also appeared in The Times 

newspaper (YouGov, 2017). 

One of the principle reasons for selecting articles from The Guardian and the Daily Mail is 

because of their high circulation figures which speaks to the significance of their opinion in 

the context of society. Both the Guardian and the Daily Mail are among the most widely read 

newspapers in the UK. In addition to their online readership they have some of the most 

significant figures for daily circulation as per the non-profit organisation, The Audit Bureau 

of Circulation that provides these figures to the advertising industry. The figures for 

circulation as of 2016, were for The Guardian 164,163 and 1,589,471 for the Daily Mail 

(Press Gazette, 2016). 

As media institutions, the Guardian and the Daily Mail are not just politically and 

ideologically different. Another key difference is in how they are owned and financed. The 

Guardian is owned by the Scott Trust, which was set up to insure the financial and editorial 

independence of the Guardian Media Group, of which the newspaper is a part. The Scott 

Trust is responsible for appointing the editors of the newspaper. This is a potentially 

influential relationship both politically and ideologically but the trust has allowed the 

previous editors to remain in their position for relatively long periods of time. This, combined 

with their stated policy of not interfering with editorial decisions suggests a reasonable 

degree of editorial independence. The Daily Mail is owned by the Daily Mail and General 

Trust. The Daily Mail and General Trust is responsible for appointing the editors of the 

newspaper. The controlling shareholder and chairman of the trust is Jonathan Harmsworth, 

4th Viscount Rothermere and the great-grandson of one of the co-founders. The political and 

ideological orientation of the newspaper are therefore arguably more closely connected to the 

stance to the controlling family capital interests than those of the Scott Trust. 



49 
 

The articles selected for this study were accessed through a database called Factiva. Factiva is 

a research tool owned by Dow Jones and Company which in turn is owned by Rupert 

Murdoch’s News Corp. Factiva is a database service that catalogues newspaper articles from 

around the world in addition to journals, magazines and radio transcripts. These articles are 

not owned by and therefore are not exclusive to Factiva. (It is possible therefore for the 

articles originally published in the Guardian and The Daily Mail to be accessed by other 

routes than the collating and research tool, Factiva.)  

This database service was accessed through Oslo University library’s subscription. I accessed 

the database subscription off-site through the university’s VPN service. My searches on this 

information aggregation service reflect the aim of this thesis. One of the main aims of this 

thesis is to investigate the grammar these institutions use to mediate their political ideologies 

insomuch as it relates to the issue of Brexit. 

The total number of articles referring to Brexit would be too great for the purposes of this 

thesis, so a selection had to be made. The considerations for the selection of the articles was 

based on how to best answer the research questions; “With respect to Brexit, what does SFL 

reveal about The Guardian and the Daily Mail’s ideology?”, “How are the different 

individuals, groups and social structures in Brexit portrayed by the Guardian online and the 

Daily Mail online?” and “What types of characteristics and qualities are attributed to the 

various individuals, groups and social structures?” (see also page 11). 

After much reduction and selection, the search terms ‘Brexit’, ‘referendum’ and ‘blame’ were 

settled upon. They were further structured by the Boolean search terms OR and AND. The 

final search then was: Brexit OR referendum AND blame. These search terms were chosen 

because they were in wide use in the context of this debate and were likely to feature in any 

discussion of the issue. While the term ‘Brexit’ is a relatively new word in the English 

language, it is widely understood and used in the context of this issue. Similarly, the term 

‘referendum’ was selected because of its non-technical nature and its high frequency of use in 

any discussion of the issue of Brexit. The reason for this is quite clearly that the decision to 

leave Europe was put to the British people using the democratic method of a referendum. 

Finally, the search term ‘blame’ was selected because this debate was (and still is for many) a 

particularly acrimonious debate in which emotions on both sides ran high. Depending on your 

stance within the debate, it is quite probable that the other side of the debate is to ‘blame’ for 

the present situation that the nation finds itself in. In addition to this the term ‘blame’ is non-
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technical and in common usage and therefore has a good chance of identifying a particular 

ideological position with respect to the debate. 

As one could imagine, such a momentous decision for a nation meant that Brexit formed an 

all-pervasive context for the discussion of nearly everything. From the researcher’s point of 

view, this can be problematic as it creates a nexus for unrelated or vaguely related topics that 

are framed or considered in the dim and murky light of referendum events. So even though 

the number of search results was reduced considerably using these search terms it still 

required further reduction to narrow its focus to reveal the articles most pertinent to the aims 

of this study. To this end, a time frame was selected. The final time frame that was decided 

upon was approximately one week from the date of the referendum. The articles for this study 

are published therefore between the dates 24.06.16 – 30.06.16. To further refine the selection 

of articles, a research decision was made to limit the selection of articles to just editorials. 

The reason for this is that editorials are opinion orientated pieces (see also pages 21-22), and 

the act of selecting them highlights the political and ideological sympathies of those within 

the institution with the power to choose. These opinion orientated pieces are selected by the 

media institutions because they reflect most clearly their political and ideological sympathies. 

By the end of the process the number of articles was reduced to just four, two from The 

Guardian and two from the Daily Mail. It was impossible to make the word counts match 

exactly, however they are approximately comparable.  

Even though the search was reduced to a manageable selection by carefully chosen search 

terms and restricting the focus of the search to just editorials, the final selection required a 

decision by the researcher to settle upon the final articles. The criteria of the decision for the 

final selection of the material was based upon two main factors. The first one was time and 

the second one was relevance. The consideration of time was relevant to selection insomuch 

as the articles were selected with the idea that they should be as soon as possible after the 

result of the referendum. The consideration of relevance was about selecting the articles that 

most obviously centred on the issue of Brexit. When researching the issue, it became clear 

that many articles touched upon Brexit while their main focus lay elsewhere. These articles 

were deselected in favour of articles whose primary concern was the consideration of the 

issue of Brexit. It should be noted that this method introduces the possibility of a researcher 

bias into this study. Unfortunately, this is unavoidable, although this study certainly strived to 

select articles that are representative of the ethos of the media institution as a whole. 

However, the potential of the researcher intervention in the selection of the articles to 
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introduce a bias should be of minimal importance to the methodology and results of this 

study. All the texts selected represent the professed rhetorical stance of each of the relative 

media institutions. 

The four articles considered in this thesis are: 

1. The Guardian view on the EU referendum: the vote is in, now we must face the 

consequences – 24.06.2016 

2. The Guardian view on the meaning of Brexit: they don’t know what they’re doing – 

27.06.2016 

3. DAILY MAIL COMMENT: Brexit is a Beacon of Hope For All Europe – 30.06.2016 

4. DAILY MAIL COMMENT: A Time to Pay Tribute to the Courage and Wisdom of: 

The People – 25.06.2016 

This thesis will refer to these articles by abbreviations. The first part of the abbreviation will 

specify the article that is being analysed: 

1. G1 

2. G2 

3. DM1 

4. DM2 

The second part of the abbreviated reference system will identify the sentence or clause 

complex by number. All sentences or clause complexes will be counted in ascending 

numerical order. For example, G1:S2 will refer to the first sentence or clause complex after 

the title of the article in the first article in the list of article titles above (The Guardian view 

on the EU referendum: the vote is in, now we must face the consequences).  

Note: Article 4. (referred to in this thesis as DM2) has changed its title since these articles 

were originally sourced from Factiva. DM2 was originally entitled “DAILY MAIL 

COMMENT: A Time To Pay Tribute To The Courage And Wisdom Of; The People”, it has 

since been renamed and given the new title of “DAILY MAIL COMMENT: Take a bow, 

Britain! The quiet people of our country rise up against an arrogant, out-of-touch political 

class and a contemptuous Brussels elite”. While no official explanation has been posted as to 

why this change of title has taken place, it is reasonable to surmise that this is part of an 

attempt to raise the number of clicks on the internet, in a process commonly known with the 

media profession as optimisation. 
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7. Theoretical tools 

7.1 Agency and Affectedness 
The term Agency and Affectedness is a collective term used by some prominent theorists, 

notably Coffin et al in the field of SFG. The term agency and affectedness is a term that 

covers one specific experiential issue. Agency and affectedness is concerned with 

investigating texts to determine who or what is most active. This means determining who or 

what is most ‘agentive’, active or dynamic. The term also covers alternatively, who or what 

in the text is presented as most ‘affected’ – that is, most passive, inert or acted upon (Coffin, 

Donohue and North, 2009). By manipulating subtle grammatical choices, apparently similar 

texts may provide significantly different evaluations and interpretations. Some of the other 

features of grammar that may be used to do this are things such as ergativity, passivisation, 

the use of transitive vs intransitive and nominalisation. Following the lead of Thompson and 

Coffin (2014, 2005) this study will confine its analysis regarding the issue of agency and 

affectedness to the clauses containing material processes.  

7.2 Transitive vs the Intransitive 
From the transitive perspective, the question we are interested in is whether or not the action 

carries over to affect an additional participant or not? An intransitive clause only includes the 

process and a single participant. There is not transfer of the process from this single 

participant. The transitive involves two participants and a process. In a transitive clause there 

is a transfer from the primary participant by the process to the secondary participant. For the 

sake of simplicity and clarity of explanation I have used partially invented examples rather 

than real examples from the data analysis. 

 [Actor] The EU [process: material] is leaving – (intransitive) 

 [Actor] The EU [process: material] is leaving [Goal] Britain [circumstance] behind – 

 (transitive) 

The choice of which type of clause is used in a text can have implications for how we view 

the world. In the context of a text the choice of transitive or intransitive clauses can influence 

the degree to which we see a particular entity as interacting with its surroundings or not. This 

can lead to readers being lead to believe that some participants are more active than others 

and vice versa. This has an obvious implication for the issue of agency and affectedness. 
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7.3 Passivisation 
The passive may appear in two distinct forms, the long passive and the short passive. The 

long passive is where two participants are present: 

7.4 Long Passive 
The Brexiteers [participant] were deceived [process] by the government [participant] 

The presence of a second participant in this type of clause construction is very often signalled 

by the word ‘by’. In contrast to this we have the short passive construction. The short passive 

construction is an important variant in terms of agency and affectedness. Consider for 

example: 

7.5 Short Passive 
The Brexiteers [participant] were deceived [process] 

The choice of the short passive facilitates agent deletion. Agent deletion clearly has a large 

scope for obscuring a valid perspective or at least de-emphasising the role of an initiating 

agent. If this action might be unpopular with readers then such a grammatical choice could be 

used to deflect criticism away from this Agent/participant. Short passives are common when 

the writer wishes to portray such events in a positive light. 

7.6 Nominalisation   
Nominalisation is the “use of a nominal form to express a process meaning” (Thompson, 

2014, p238). Nominalisation is a grammatical mechanism that may be used to obscure or 

suppress the responsibility for an action. It is important to note that it does serve many other 

grammatical functions within the language and need not necessarily be employed for these 

purposes. However, the mechanism of nominalisation allows for and can be used to delete the 

presence of a causing agent. Nominalisation the potential to simultaneously present an action 

while omitting those responsible for the action. This meaning expressed as a process would 

be: 

• Bremainers concluded that Brexiteers had been mendacious. 

This meaning expressed in nominal form would be: 

• The conclusion was that Brexiteers had been mendacious. 

These examples illustrate a clear benefit to an interested party in selecting one particular 

grammatical form over another. The obfuscation of agency in this case would clearly 

contribute to a particular and preferred form of the angle of representation.    
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7.7 Down ranking 
Down ranking is part of the theoretical concept of the rank scale. The rank scale is a 

systematic approach to organising the parts of a sentence in hierarchical fashion. The rank 

scale system is based on the idea that it is normally possible to break up any meaningful unit 

at one rank into smaller parts that fit into the rank below. The largest unit that Halliday’s rank 

scale recognises is the clause. For Halliday the clause is “perhaps the most fundamental 

category in the whole of linguistics” (Halliday, 1988, p67). This is because it is at this level 

where meanings are organised and integrated into a whole (Halliday, 1985). The smallest unit 

the rank scale recognises is the category of morphemes. The rank scale recognises four ranks: 

clause, group, word, morpheme (Thompson, 2014). The rank scale therefore, when used as a 

tool in analysis, is in principle able to account for every part of a piece of text. 

As was previously stated, the rank scale does not recognise any unit above the clause level, so 

it does not recognise the sentence as a grammatical unit per se. Given that the editorials that 

this thesis deals with are written in sentences one might reasonably enquire how does this 

system deal with that. The answer is that sentences are treated as combinations of clauses. 

These combinations are called Clause Complexes. A clause complex is defined as two or 

more clauses linked together by coordination or subordination into a larger structural unit 

(Thompson, 2014). One of the main reasons for not including the sentence as a unit of 

analysis in the rank scale is a sentence can typically be adequately accounted for at the level 

of the clause unit.  

With this explanation of the categorisation of language it is now possible to explain the 

concept of down ranking. Down ranking happens when a clause is embedded in another 

clause, for example. This may be contrasted with a clause “that is not embedded [which] is 

known as a ranking clause” (Coffin, Donahue and North, 2009, p200). A clause which is 

embedded in another clause is said to be ‘rankshifted’ (Matthiessen, Teruya and Lam, 2010, 

p86). The embedded clause expands the ranking clause, adding more information and detail. 

The embedded clause (the same principle applies to the group or phrase unit) is down ranked 

(rankshifted) and cannot directly enter into logico-semantic relationships with other 

surrounding clauses.  

Embedding is not the only way that meaning can be down ranked. It can also be done by 

using nominalisation. Nominalisation has many functions but of concern here is the way that 

meaning functions at the level of the group/ phrase or word, as opposed to the level of the 

clause. Meanings that would normally be constructed over the span of a clause or more can 
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be packaged into a single word or phrase (Coffin, Donohue and North, 2009). However, one 

of the effects of down ranking meaning in this way is that it becomes difficult to challenge. 

The concept of the rank scale is not without its problems as a way of looking at the structure 

of clauses. The rank scale prioritises the view of the clause in terms of constituents but this 

perspective does not always accurately represent the way in which the individual units 

combine to construct meaning (Thompson, 2014). Nevertheless, despite these drawbacks, this 

study utilises the rank scale as it provides a useful and systematic tool for an initial analysis 

of clauses and their composite units. 

7.8 Hyper-Theme 
The hyper-Theme is part of the textual metafunction. The textual metafunction is not the 

focus of this thesis but the term hyper-Theme will feature in the results section. The “hyper-

Theme” is the technical SFG term for what is more commonly recognised as the topic 

sentence (Thompson, 2014, p176). The hyper-Theme “is an introductory sentence that sets up 

the frame for a sequence of following sentences…[i]t predicts the kinds of Themes that are 

likely to follow” (Thompson, 2014, p176). 

7.9 Stance and Epistemic modality 
SFG defines stance as the commitment of a writer or speaker to a particular meaning 

(O’Halloran, 2005). In the SFG system, stance is classified as an interpersonal meaning. The 

level of commitment a writer or speaker has to a particular meaning is revealed by their 

choice of modal finites (also referred to as modal verb). Modal finites express the degree of 

likelihood. The degree of likelihood can also be expressed through other grammatical 

resources such as, modal adverbs, for example, definitely, possibly, and probably, and modal 

adjectives, such as for example, definite, possible and probable. The degree of room that the 

writer or speaker allows the reader or respondent to have is closely related to epistemic 

modality. Epistemic modality is the degree of likelihood expressed by a particular clause or 

phrase. So, epistemic modality is a grammatical tool that an author can employ to control to 

what degree the stance that they adopt in their text allows the reader to negotiate and interact 

with that text. As O’Halloran puts it “those statements with high epistemic modality 

(expressing certainty or strong probability) leave less room for negotiation than statements 

with low epistemic modality (expressing possibility) (2006, p108). Note that the word 

‘appraisal’ will appear in the analysis in its (relatively) non-technical sense, as no proper 

appraisal analysis (as outlined in e.g. Martin & Rose 2007) has been attempted. 
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7.10 The focus and unit of analysis 
This thesis will primarily be focused on the T-unit as its main unit of analysis. The T-unit has 

been previously successfully used in many studies to assess the overall syntactic complexity 

of both written and spoken samples. The T-unit (as developed by (Hunt 1965)), is essentially 

the smallest group of words that can exist in a language as an independent coherent 

grammatical unit. The T-unit therefore, is equivalent to an independent or main clause. 

Thompson explains that the T-unit is “an independent clause together with all clauses that are 

dependent on it” (2014, p161). This means that the T-unit is the central unit that all other 

grammatical units lock into and take shape around. It is of course possible that a sentence 

may have more than one independent clause or T-unit.  

The analysis will be focused on identifying process types, participants and circumstances as a 

means to pinpoint how the authors of these different editorials use language to talk about the 

external world or our internal world. Using the tool of transitivity analysis, the focus of this 

study will be primarily on the propositional content of the message “rather than the purpose 

for which the speaker has uttered it” (Thompson, 2014, p91). However, in practice, it is not 

always possible or desirable even, to make a complete distinction between the two modes of 

interpreting the message. The analysis therefore, will be complemented with some aspects of 

interpersonal analysis, where it is either necessary or advantageous to a fuller analysis.  
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8 The Guardian Results 

8.1 Organisation of the results 
The results of the analysis are organised into three main sections. Section 8.2 covers political 

figures and the British public. The coverage of the political figures and the public is not an 

exhaustive list, rather it is limited to the political figures that are considered by the authors in 

these editorial articles. If there are any notable absences then they will be dealt with in the 

discussion that follows the results section. The second section of the results covers the events 

involved in the referendum and looks at how they are dealt with in the article. For example, it 

will look at how the author renders the event of the referendum, followed by the result of the 

referendum and then how the author deals with the consequences of the referendum. The 

final section of the results deals with social structures. This section of the results will look at 

how he/she cover things like the economy and how he/she deals with things like Britain’s 

post Brexit future. The Guardian results section will then finally conclude with a summary of 

the results. 

8.2 - Political figures and the British Public 

8.3 -David Cameron 
1. [[[ [[ A prime minister [Actor] is gone [ Pr: Material ] ]] [[ but that is [Pr: 

Relative, identifying] of nothing ]] [[ compared [ Pr: Mental, cognitive ] to the 

fallout for the economy, our union and Europe. ]] ]]] (G1:S2) 

From the first sentence (G1:S2) (apart from the headline) of the first editorial article 

published by the Guardian online newspaper, after the defeat of the Remain campaign in the 

Brexit referendum, we can see that patterns emerge in how key figures are referred to by 

them. These patterns of reference in the lexico-grammar, considered in combination with 

characteristics and qualities attributed to them, allow one to make deductions about the 

underlying ideological assumptions of the writer and by extension, of the media platform 

publishing the journalists’ work. The pattern that we see emerge with regards to David 

Cameron suggests the possible presence of a subdued anger, resentment or frustration 

towards him. This is evidenced in the results by among other things the ease and lack of 

importance with which the writer dismisses Mr Cameron’s departure. This, taken in 

combination with the way in which he minimises his actual departure, “but that is of nothing” 

(G1:S2). The structural choice of a comparative allows the author to measure the two events 

against each other, and in a deliberate lexico-grammatical choice the author minimises and 
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dismisses Mr Cameron’s departure. This is revealing of the author’s attitude towards Mr 

Cameron.   

In the first clause of sentence (G1:S2) Mr Cameron is absent in name but given a prime 

position thematically. He is identified, that is referred to at this point only by the position he 

no longer holds. This way of referring to Mr Cameron identifies him to the reader in a 

negative semantic construction. The reason for this interpretation is that the reader must recall 

the fact that he lost the Brexit referendum and as a result, he has decided that he cannot or 

will not be Prime minister any longer. It can be argued therefore that this particular way of 

referring to Mr Cameron could be considered to fit into a pattern of unfavourable 

characterisations.  

To further support this point it can be observed that the writer uses the indefinite rather than 

the definite article to refer to the Prime minister (G1:S2). It is not until the writer’s second 

reference to Mr Cameron in this paragraph that he refers to him as the Prime minister. The 

grammatical strategy is a subtle one but the distinction is clear. The definite article specifies 

that there is one individual that is the prime minister. The indefinite article does not specify 

one individual in a group but rather the shared identifying features of the collective. It might 

be argued therefore that Mr Cameron’s status as the Prime minister has been reduced. He is 

no longer the Prime minister he is ‘just another prime minister’, and now he is gone. This 

failure to specify the one prime minister considered in combination with the fact that he is not 

mentioned by name, suggests a possible lack of appropriate empathy for his predicament. 

This lack of concern for his departure, evoked by the grammatical choices of the writer, 

suggests a distancing or even an antagonism in the article between the writer of the article 

and by extension, the newspaper and Mr Cameron.  

The next point to raise, about this material clause, is that it is a passive construction. In 

addition to this, it is also an intransitive construction. Taken in combination these two facts 

significantly impact on the issue of agency in this clause. This particular choice of passive 

construction is the short passive. The short passive is typically used to facilitate agent 

deletion but, in this context, it is used to emphasise the actor as being acted upon by his 

environment. This effect is further strengthened by the writer’s use of the intransitive 

construction. As O’Halloran explains, “[i]ntransitive structures avoid making explicit 

connections between entities in the world” (2006, p145). The intransitive passive structure, is 

chosen by the writer to deliberately avoid the actor making a connection with his 



59 
 

environment, but in addition prevents the display of him exercising his will. This lack of 

interaction or connection with the events of his surrounding world indicate that he is the 

subject of that world rather than the one who exercises power over it. This construction 

removes all choice and therefore agency from the hands of Mr Cameron. This grammatical 

emasculation seems to stand in stark contrast to his professional office and social status as 

one of the most powerful men in the country. This structure therefore would appear to be a 

deliberate choice calculated for affect by the writer. 

To sum up the grammatical choices of the first clause by the writer, he or she has 

depersonalised the individual holding the office of prime minister by choosing not to identify 

him by name. He has then further reduced his status by using the indefinite form to make him 

‘just another one’ of a group. This man, identified by a job he no longer has, is also removed 

of agency through the use of the intransitive and passive construction. He is no longer able to 

act on the world around him, as a powerful man might be expected to, it is now something 

rather, that he is unable to connect with. 

A more complete perspective of this first clause can be reached if it is considered in the 

context of the full sentence of which it is a part. The writer has chosen to structure the 

sentence as a comparative. One might reasonably expect that the forced departure of a 

serving prime minister to be considered a relatively significant event. However, contrary to 

this expectation the writer says that such an event “is of nothing” (G1:S2) in comparison to 

the consequences of the referendum. The point to note here is not just that the structure of the 

sentence is a comparative, but the particular form that this comparative takes and what this 

implies. The comparative sentence structure chosen by the writer here is one of extremes. The 

departure of the prime minister, (who is just one of many in the lexico-grammar of this 

sentence) seems to be deliberately trivialised.  

2. [[[ [[ He [Sayer] cannot tell [Verbal process] the civil service [Receiver] even the 

broad outlines of what that task involves, [Verbiage] ]] [[ because he [Actor] has 

handed in [Pr: Material, intentional, transformative] his notice [Goal]. ]] ]]] 

(G2:S17) 

The pattern of reference to Mr Cameron that are suggestive of negative interpretations or 

meanings continues in article G2. In this article, the ex-prime minister David Cameron, is 

also broadly characterised as not knowing what he is doing. The lexico-grammatical choices 

of the author in this extract reveal a disappointment in the prime minister. This sentence is 
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composed of two clauses, the first is a verbal clause and the second is a material clause. 

Cameron is described by the writer as “handing in his notice” (G2:S17). In the context of this 

sentence, the function of this phrase is marked. This phrase, is a colloquial expression for 

leaving one’s job. This particular lexico-grammatical choice reveals quite a bit about the 

writer’s attitudes towards the ex-prime minister. Given that the ex-prime minister David 

Cameron was the leader of the Remain camp, a position with which the writer of the article 

and the publishing media institution seem to be in agreement with, it is perhaps surprising 

that the editorial does not contain more deferential language which might lend reverence to 

that particular political stance on the question of EU/UK relations. For example, the writer 

might have used more formal language to describe this event, such as, “the prime minister 

tendered his resignation” or “the prime minister has chosen to renounce his position” or even 

the relatively neutral, “the prime minister’s resignation”. The absence of seemingly 

appropriate formal language to describe the resignation of one of the most powerful men in 

the country, considered in combination with the mode (channel) in which it is communicated, 

suggests the writer made a deliberate choice. While the ex-prime minister was the leader of 

the Remain campaign, he was also the one who called the referendum on the EU that led to 

the defeat of the Remain camp in the first place. The writer’s selection of this particular 

material process might reflect, a conscious attempt by the writer, to use lexico-grammatical 

choices that reduce the status of David Cameron as the ex-prime minister. This could well be 

for example, as a result of his failure to succeed in winning the referendum, that he himself 

instigated. This particular grammatical choice conceals a possible hostility or a lack of the 

sense of an appropriate level of respect for his office in a broadsheet newspaper, by the 

editorial writer. 

3. [[[ [H]e [Actor] has established [ Pr: Material, intentional, creative ] an EU 

withdrawal unit [Goal] in Whitehall [Circumstance, location, spatial] ]]] 

(G2:S15). 

The article (G2) contradicts the notion that David Cameron is a man of action and a ‘safe pair 

of hands’. The article accurately relates the facts that David Cameron set up an EU 

withdrawal unit in Whitehall. However, the writer then goes on to impugn his integrity by 

suggesting that “this is highly misleading” (G2:S17). In broad terms the claim made by the 

author is the same in nature as that made in the title, “they don’t know what they are doing”; 

just another way of implicitly arguing the same point (G2:S1). The claim implied by the 

writer here is that David Cameron is trying to appear more statesman like than he actually has 
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the right to. The reality of the situation contradicts the facts of the situation. Before this 

editorial was written, Mr Cameron has evidently announced to the media that “he has 

established an EU withdrawal unit in Whitehall” G2:S14. The writer of the article reports the 

facts of what Mr Cameron claims to have done but goes on to lend his own interpretation, 

contradicting Mr Cameron’s intended meaning. For example, Mr Cameron uses a Material 

process in a transitive structure which has the effect of emphasising that he is doing 

something, he is acting on his environment. It is he who has agency in this construction and 

he is acting and impacting his environment in a creative way. He has created something that 

he is presenting, arguably as a solution or at the very least a form of amelioration, for the 

transition period, between the referendum and the actual exit of the UK from the EU. He is 

presenting a solution to the referendum result. He is therefore acting in ways that imply 

certainty, the opposite of how the article writer characterises the situation. The writer of the 

article challenges Mr Cameron’s attempt at creating an image of certainty after the result by 

explaining why things aren’t as Mr Cameron would have us understand them, thereby 

contradicting Mr Cameron’s presentation of the situation. The main point that the article 

raises to contradict Mr Cameron’s presentation of the image of certainty (as evidenced by his 

lexico-grammatical choices) is that the UK’s view of what form Brexit might take, is only 

one view among the EU member states. The point that the article G2 raises here then, has the 

clear implication that despite Mr Cameron’s portrayal of action and decisiveness, he is not in 

a position to actually do anything.  

4. [[[ [[ There is [Pr: Existential] also the not exactly minor point [Existent] ]] [[that 

the 27 member states [Senser] of the EU [circumstance] will have to decide [Pr: 

Mental, cognitive] a view [Phenomenon] too]] ]]]. (G2:S20) 

For this reason, Mr Cameron’s actions are described as “highly misleading” (G2:S16). 

Therefore, despite being the leader of the Remain camp, the Guardian suggests a highly 

negative interpretation of his actions, in contradiction of his own assessment of the same 

situation. 

In this clause complex (G1:S16), Mr Cameron is referred to in particularly harsh terms by the 

Author. 

5. [[[ [[ David Cameron [Goal] [[– instantly, utterly and forever [Circumstance, 

manner] [broken [ Pr: material,transformative ] by his defeat [Actor] on 

Thursday [Circumstance, location, temporal ] ]] – grasped [ Pr: mental, cognitive 
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] ]] [[ that he [Actor] could not lead [ Pr: material ] the country [Goal] through 

the coming turmoil [Circumstance]. ]] ]]] (G1:S16) 

The author uses quite explicit evaluative lexis to refer to Mr Cameron. The use of evaluative 

language in SFG is known technically as Appraisal (Martin and Rose, 2007). The system of 

interpersonal meanings known as appraisal is concerned with how we negotiate meanings, in 

this instance, the writer’s attitude towards Mr Cameron. As Martin and Rose explains, 

“attitudes are gradable – their volume can be turned up and down depending on how 

intensely we feel” (2007, p27). Given this fact, it is possible to make an informed assessment 

about what the author feels and the level of intensity with which he feels it, based upon the 

language he uses. The writer describes Mr Cameron with some powerful and evocative 

language, “instantly, utterly, and forever broken” (G1:S16). Another important thing to 

consider with regards to attitudes is their source. The source of this attitude is the author but it 

is not presented in a way that is clearly recognisable as his attitude. Rather, this highly 

subjective and evaluative language is presented as an apparent factual observation. This 

technique appears to be deliberate on the part of the author. He is apparently conflating his 

attitude towards Mr Cameron with an actual observation of his person.  

The use of the mental process, “grasped” (G1:S16) seems to add to the description of a man 

under pressure. The most appropriate meaning in this context seems to be “fully 

comprehend” (Oxford Dictionaries, 2018f). But in this context, it also seems to connote an 

alternative meaning “to seize and hold firmly” (Oxford Dictionaries, 2018f). If it is necessary 

to hold on to something ‘firmly’, it seems that is because there is a risk of losing it. In this 

case the author is referring to Mr Cameron’s position as prime minister. The derogatory 

references to Mr Cameron continue, “[i]n a graceful little speech in Downing Street he 

accepted failure” (G1:S17). Mr Cameron’s speech is prefaced by the adjective “little”. It is 

open to interpretation what sense the writer is specifically using the word “little” (G1:S17) to 

refer to here. Is the speech that Mr Cameron gave on this occasion noticeably short, or is this 

word being used in a diminutive sense to trivialise what he had to say?  

8.03 - Nigel Farage 
1. [[[ [[ As a gleeful Nigel Farage [Actor] pointed out [Pr: material, intentional] early on 

Friday, [Circumstance, location, temporal] ]] [[ there are [Pr: existential] also already 

voices [Existent] [from the populist right in Denmark, France and the Netherlands] ]] [[ 

arguing [Pr: verbal] for their own definitive vote [Matter] ]] ]]] (G1:S14) 
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One of the leaders of the Leave campaign and UKIP politician, Nigel Farage, is described by 

the writer as being “gleeful” (G1:S14). Being described as “gleeful” might commonly be 

expected to concur with positive appraisal (Martin and Rose, 2003) but in this context, it 

seems to function with a more sinister overtone. The source of the attitude is the author. The 

writer describes Mr Farage as conveying news about some of the “populist right” (G1:S14) 

parties in Europe trying to get similar referendum’s in their own countries. The description of 

Mr Farage as “gleeful” in this context seems to suggest that he is gloating over the result. The 

attitude (Martin and Rose, 2003) of the author then is critical and negative, in contrast to the 

most evident meaning denoted by the word “gleeful” (G1:S14).  

The next reference by the author to Mr Farage is similarly flattering. In what seemed to be 

part of a deliberate strategy by the Remain campaign, the Leave voters were regularly 

obliquely characterised in more or less veiled terms, as being a group of racists or motivated 

by racism. This constituted one of the reoccurring themes of the Remain narrative and formed 

what amounted to a strategy of shaming the opposing voters. Farage as the leader of UKIP 

became strongly associated with this type of politics.  

2. [[[ [[ There is [Pr: existential] no denying that [Existent], ]] [[ [even if only on the 

Faragiste fringes,] xenophobia [Carrier] had [Pr: relative, attributive] its part to play 

[Attribute] in the leave campaign [Circumstance]. ]] ]]] (G1:S35) 

In this excerpt the author of this editorial uses Mr Farage’s name as an adjective. It is 

debatable what the author means by this usage precisely but used in combination with the 

word “fringe” it would strongly imply an interpretation such as extreme or extremist. The 

combination of “fringe” and “Faragiste” combine to create meaning beyond the limitation of 

the individual words. This, therefore, is an example of negative prosody. Something that is 

extreme, lies on the edge or fringe of that category. The category identified in this clause is 

xenophobia. Xenophobia can be defined in various ways but the Oxford Dictionary defines it 

as a “dislike of or prejudice against people from other countries” (Oxford Dictionaries, 

2018j). Xenophobia, is often related to racism in some way. If not directly then indirectly in 

the minds of the readership, the implication of this use of Mr Farage’s name by the author is 

clear. Mr Farage directly, and anyone who voted Leave, are to a greater or lesser degree 

either racist or motivated by racism. As the antecedent clause clarifies, “there is no denying” 

this fact (G1:S35).  
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8.4 - George Soros 
The narrative of a precarious and perilous post Brexit economic future that was promulgated 

by the Remain supporters is given authority in this context by quoting the US billionaire 

George Soros. To the unsuspecting reader, this public figure, economic expert and authority 

would seem like a good person from which to take advice. So, when Mr Soros is quoted as 

contributing to the Brexit debate by “warn[ing]” [Pr: verbal] (G1:S15) that the country is at 

risk of financial problems, he would be taken very seriously. In particular, he warns of “a 

sudden inability to finance the balance of payments” (G1:S15), he is presented by the author, 

as a credible, reliable, and trustworthy expert. His expertise and authority in this context lend 

credence to the threatening Remain narrative that promised economic ruin. However, this 

presentation and use of Mr Soros is misleading. It has since emerged that Mr Soros is firmly 

in the Remain camp. It is public knowledge that he has made several large donations to 

organisations campaigning for a second referendum on Brexit (The Guardian, 2018). Mr 

Soros therefore, who is presented by this article as an impartial figure and as an expert on 

economic issues, is at the very least, biased. A more cynical interpretation might be that 

George Soros served his own interests and willingly contributed to what became known as 

“project fear” (The Telegraph, 2016) by lending his voice to threaten the voting public. 

8.5 - The Conservative Brexit Wing – (including but not limited to); Liam Fox, Iain 

Duncan Smith and Norman Tebbit. 
As many people are aware, the issue of Brexit cuts across political party ties and loyalties. 

The then prime minister David Cameron, was firmly in the Remain camp throughout the 

referendum campaign. However, there were influential sections of the Conservative party that 

were opposed to him and who supported the Leave movement. Some of these political figures 

are identified in the article (G1, such as “Liam Fox, Iain Duncan Smith and Norman Tebbit” 

(G1:S36). The introduction of these figures is prefaced by the noun phrase, “Thatcherite 

past”. This descriptive phrase is a highly evaluative piece of language. There are many on the 

right and especially in the Conservative party that would read any association with Margret 

Thatcher in a very positive light. Nevertheless, the author’s choice of juxtaposing the 

adjective “Thatcherite” with the noun “past”, strongly implies a less positive interpretation of 

this clause given that it is explicitly considering the post Brexit future (G1:S36). 

The references to the Conservative’s Brexit wing continue to support an unfavourable 

interpretation by the writer. They are described as having “contempt for all endeavours 

European” and as having a “reactionary stance on social and other affairs” (G1:S37). The 
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writer also characterises this wing of the Conservative party as being “opposed [to] … gay 

marriage” (G1:S38). The writer then mentions Mr Cameron. The writer has structured the 

paragraph so as to invite comparison between the Conservative Brexit wing and Mr Cameron. 

Contrary to the writer’s portrayal of Mr Cameron elsewhere in this article, when compared 

with the Conservative’s Brexit wing, he is portrayed in a positive manner and in doing so, the 

writer reveals a good deal about his ideological and political sympathies.  

3. [[ …gay marriage,[Token] [is] [Pr: relative, identifying] the one solid progressive 

achievement [Value] [on the home front] which the outgoing [Circumstance] prime 

minister [Actor] could point to [Pr: material, intentional,] ]] (G1:S38) 

It is clear from this assessment of Mr Cameron’s performance on this issue that the writer 

agrees with and approves of Mr Cameron’s achievements. It is revealing of the writer’s 

ideological and political sympathies that the one unambiguously positive reference attributed 

to Mr Cameron happens to be on the issue of gay marriage and only, then when framed by 

the disapproving and dissenting presence of the Conservative’s Brexit wing. 

The next reference to the pro-leave politicians of the Conservative party describes them as a 

“cabal” (G1:S39). The term “cabal” is a highly evocative piece of evaluative language. The 

word “cabal” has strong negative connotations and is highly suggestive of conspiratorial, 

even supernatural powers. The Oxford dictionary defines it as “a secret political clique or 

faction” (Oxford Dictionaries 2018d). The head noun of the noun phrase is modified by 

“reactionary” and “pro-Brexit”. The term “reactionary” (Oxford Dictionaries, 2018h) is 

suggestive of a negative and a lack of thought and understanding for the referendum. Taken 

in combination, this compound noun leaves little room for doubt that the author is making a 

very negative assessment of the Conservative’s Brexit wing. 

The conspiratorial theme of the portrayal of the Conservative’s Brexit wing by the author 

continues with the accusation that “underpinning” them is “a ruthless, border-hopping and 

monied elite” (G1:39). It is unclear exactly what the writer means by the use of the term 

“underpinning” (G1:39), insomuch as he does not further specify the nature of the 

relationship between the two groups. Given that the writer chooses to specify that this elite 

group is financially privileged, it might reasonably be deduced from this fact that there is a 

financial component to this relationship.  

4. [[[ [[Underpinning this mostly reactionary pro-Brexit cabal in parliament [Token] is [Pr: 

relational, identifying] a ruthless, border-hopping and monied elite [Value] ]] [[ which 
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has masked [Pr: material, intentional]  its audacious bid [Goal] ]] [[ to grab [Pr: 

material, intentional] the reins [Goal] in folksy, homespun slogans [ Circumstance, 

manner] ]] ]]] (G1:39). 

The exact nature of the alleged relationship between the Conservative Brexit wing and the 

“ruthless, border-hopping elite” might not be transparent but what is clear, is the authors 

suggestion that such a relationship exists. The author therefore is suggesting that the 

Conservative Brexit wing is at best representing a very narrow section of UK society that is 

attempting to promote its own interests. The writer is suggesting that there is a fundamental 

dishonesty in the way that this financially privileged elite is communicating with the public. 

The pro-Brexit wing, backed by a financially privileged elite section of UK society, is 

concealing its identity and intentions by communicating in “folksy homespun slogans” 

(G1:39).  The author is implying that the complexity and gravity of the decision to leave the 

EU is being deliberately minimised, in a tabloid fashion, to appeal to a mass audience. These 

deliberate oversimplifications are intended to undermine serious considerations and debate. 

The author’s implication seems to be that the Conservative Brexit wing is prepared to do so at 

the expense of the best interests of the UK and Europe as a whole.  

8.6 - Boris Johnson and Michael Gove 
Considering Boris Johnson and Michael Gove were some of the leading figures of the Leave 

campaign, the coverage given to them in these two articles from the Guardian is relatively 

scant. In addition, as the leaders of the Leave campaign, which seems to be the opposing 

political faction to the Guardians’ sympathies, one might expect the coverage to be quite 

harsh but it actually appears surprisingly flattering at times. For example, the author describes 

Boris Johnson and Mr Gove as “the two generals” (G1:S27): 

5. [[[ Boris Johnson and Michael Gove, [the two generals of the leave campaign], [Actors] 

tried to instil [Pr: material, intentional, creative] some authority [Goal]. ]]] (G1:S27) 

This metaphorical use of the term “general” (G1:S27) to describe Mr Johnson and Mr Gove, 

is arguably quite a flattering rendering of their role in Brexit. The use of the term “general” 

(G1:S27) connotes ideas of power, action, discipline and authority. The description of Mr 

Johnson and Mr Gove as generals also implies the notion that they command an army. In this 

metaphor the author seems to equate the Leave campaign with an army. This interpretation is 

further strengthened by the material process “tried to instil”, which denotes the action of 

impressing “some authority” (G1:S27) or discipline upon the campaign supporters. The 
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semantic prosody therefore appears to equate the Leave voters with an army. This clearly 

false equation between the Leave voters and an army seems to serve the Guardian’s sense of 

injustice and dissatisfaction in the result of the referendum. 

6. [[[ [[ There was [Pr: existential] “no haste” [existent] ]] [[ to start [Pr: material] exit 

negotiations [Goal], ]] [[ they [Sayer] declared [Pr: verbal] ]] ]]] (G1:S28) 

These images of power, action and authority are reinforced by the author in his use of the 

verbal process “declared” (G1:S28). The author is using the verb “declared” (G1:S28) to 

illustrate the authority of Mr Johnson and Mr Gove within in this context. The existential 

process posits the existence or rather the absence of “haste” (G1:S28) to begin exit 

negotiations. 

However, the portrayal of Mr Johnson and Mr Gove as powerful authorities with the ability 

to command, govern and declare, is apparently contradicted with imagery evoked by the 

author in G1:33: 

7. [[[ [[…now they [Actor] have been handed [Pr: material, intentional] victory [Goal], ]] 

[[ they [Actor] have unleashed [Pr: material, transformative] forces [Goal] beyond their 

control [Circumstance]. ]] ]]] (G1:33) 

The first clause in this clause complex is a short passive. In this clause “they” (G1:33) refers 

to the Leave campaign, and from the context it may be deduced that “they” (G1:33) 

particularly refers to the leaders of the Leave campaign. The choice of the short passive by 

the author in this context is significant. From this clause it can be seen that the institution, 

individual, organisation or entity that had the power to confer victory upon the Leave 

campaign has been deleted. The grammatical choice that led to the absence of any reference 

to such a powerful entity in this circumstance, adds to the ominous and mysterious ambience 

the author is creating. There was of course no such entity and the metaphor serves the 

author’s rhetorical purpose of suggesting and inferring to the minds of his readers that 

somehow dark forces have been at work.  

However, in contrast to the author’s previous metaphorical references to Mr Johnson and Mr 

Gove as generals, implying men of action, the choice of the short passive also serves to 

contradict this metaphor. Mr Johnson and Mr Gove are not acting upon their situation, rather 

they are the object of it. They are not the initiators of the action nor are they interacting with 

their environment. The author could refer to them as having ‘won’ the referendum, which 
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would imply that they have done something to win the referendum or to deserve winning. 

However, the author uses a grammatical construction that equates the success of the Leave 

campaign with the giving of a gift. This choice of lexico-grammatical construction does not 

credit Mr Johnson or Mr Gove with the work and effort that they put into the Leave 

campaign. The grammatical choice of deleting the work and effort Mr Johnson and Mr Gove 

put into the campaign and equating the success of that campaign with something akin to a 

gift, suggests the author may not believe that they are deserving of this “victory” (G1:S33) 

and that he is dissatisfied with the result. Instead of the imagery of power and the taking of it, 

the author creates a theme of what seems like undeserving impotence. 

This theme of the lack of power, despite being victorious in their campaign, can be seen to 

continue in the authors choices in the second clause of this clause complex. Mr Johnson and 

Mr Gove are described as having “unleashed forces well beyond their control” (G1:S33). 

This use of language to describe Mr Johnson and Mr Gove suggests an interpretation that 

they were unaware of the consequences of their actions. The author uses the word “well” 

(G1:S33) in this sentence as an intensifier, to stress that Mr Johnson and Mr Gove are unable 

to control these forces. The use of “well” (G1:S33) in this context is a colloquial usage of the 

word. The author does not specify what these forces are exactly but their elusive nature only 

adds to the air of supernaturalism and mystery. 

If the first and second clauses in this clause complex (G1:S33) are compared, another point 

emerges. The first clause is a passive clause, the second clause is an active clause (G1:S33). 

The first clause describes a positive event from the perspective of Mr Johnson and Mr Gove. 

The second clause describes a negative event or consequence (again, from their perspective). 

The choice of a passive construction in the first clause in which Mr Johnson and Mr Gove are 

the focus of the event and not (grammatically) responsible for causing it, contrasts with the 

grammatical construction of the second clause. In the first clause a positive event is described 

using a passive construction and in the second clause a negative event is described using the 

active construction. This has the effect grammatically of undermining any credit for 

achieving “victory” (G1:33) in the first clause but attributing credit/blame for the “unleashing 

forces well beyond their control” in the second clause. They are therefore presented by the 

author’s choice of lexico-grammar as not directly responsible for the “victory” (G1:33) but 

they are directly responsible for the consequences of that “victory” (G1:33). 
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In the second article (G2) the Guardian develops the idea that Mr Johnson is not telling the 

truth about the nature of Brexit: 

8. [[ On Monday [Circumstance, location, temporal] Boris Johnson [Actor] began to soften 

up [Pr: material, intentional, transformative] leave voters [Goal] [[ for the idea that 

Brexit [Carrier] would be [Pr: relative, attributive] a slow process [Attribute] ]]… 

(G2:S26) 

The colloquial phrase “soften up” implies that whatever they are being prepared for, it is not 

consistent with what they have been lead to believe. This choice of lexis therefore would 

naturally lead the reader to deduce that Mr Johnson is being less than completely honest 

about Brexit. With regard to Brexit, he is then described as being “fuzzy on the details and 

evasive on the hard choices” (G2:S27). This type of language seems more fitting to describe a 

second-hand car salesman rather than a government minister. The Guardian is quite specific 

about the choices that they are accusing Mr Johnson of avoiding: 

9. [[[ [[ Leave’s campaign [Actor] owed [Pr: material] much [Scope] to the fact ]] [[ that it 

[Actor] managed to get through [Pr: material] the campaign [Goal] ]] [[ without having 

to choose [Pr: mental] between tight border control and continued single market access 

[Phenomenon] ]] ]]] (G2:S28). 

One of the main issues in the Brexit debate was the idea that Britain needed to control its 

borders. This clearly means different things to different people, when the issue is probed 

further. However, with regards to the EU the issue is clear; workers have the right to reside in 

any country they choose within the single market. The author considers this a fundamental 

point that should have been addressed by the debate. In describing Mr Johnson’s behaviour as 

“evasive” (G1:S27) the Guardian is suggesting he has been deliberately avoiding addressing 

fundamental issues relevant to the debate. 

8.7 - Sadiq Khan 
Sadiq Khan was the Mayor of London at the time of the referendum. Boris Johnson, one of 

the central figures of the Leave camp, was the previous Mayor of London and was beaten by 

Sadiq Khan. Sadiq Khan was strongly in support of Britain remaining in the EU, as were the 

majority of Londoners. Of the 33 separate boroughs that make up London the over whelming 

majority voted to remain in the EU (28 in total) (The BBC, 2016b). The author of this piece 

generally has very little to say about Mr Khan as a figure within the Brexit debate. However, 
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he does mention him in a context which leaves the reader in little doubt as to his 

dissatisfaction at the referendum result: 

10. [[[ [[ She and the mayor of London, Sadiq Khan, [Sayer] are demanding [Pr: verbal] ]] 

[[ that they [Actor] be treated [Pr: material, intentional] as parties [Goal] to any 

negotiations [Scope] ]] ]]] (G1:S30) 

In this phrase “she” refers to Nicola Sturgeon, the Scottish first minister. Scotland, while part 

of the UK and ultimately coming under the jurisdiction of Westminster, is still a separate 

country from England and Wales. London, however, is not. While it might seem reasonable 

that a country demands its own right to negotiate its relations with its neighbours, it seems 

bizarre to many, that a city, albeit the capital city of England, would demand to be treated as 

a separate province. The author chooses to render Mr Khan’s original action through the 

grammatical form “demand” (G1:S30). This choice of verb characterises Mr Khan’s action as 

forceful and non-negotiable. Sadiq Khan’s demand to be treated as a separate entity by 

lawmakers was ultimately never realised. But it was symbolically significant that he made 

such a demand and significant that the writer chose to reference it, with regards to Mr Khan’s 

role in Brexit.  

8.8 - The British Public – The voters 
11. [[[ [[ [The Guardian view on the meaning of Brexit:] they [Senser] don’t know [Pr: 

mental, cognitive] ]] [[ what they [Actor] are doing [Pr: material, intentional] ]] ]]]. 

(G2:S1) 

It is ambiguous what the title of G2 (G2:S1) refers to precisely. One possible interpretation 

could certainly be that “they” refers to the British voters. In G2, the British voting public are 

characterised as not being alert, awake or aware The Guardian does not develop a positive 

picture of them in the mind of the reader. It might reasonably be argued however that the lack 

of positive appreciation was meant to be primarily directed at the leave voters. When the 

clause complex G2:S2 is considered in conjunction with the title of the article (G2:S1), it 

strongly suggests such an interpretation. 

Arguably a more balanced portrayal of the UK electorate can be seen in article G1. They are 

still introduced by a preamble that makes it clear the author believes that they are wrong but 

the noun phrase used is less obviously negatively evaluative as “the electors of Britain” 

(G1:S52). The phrase “the electors of Britain”, at face value, appears to be relatively neutral 
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and judgement free. However, despite this fact, the phrase fits into a larger lexico-

grammatical pattern that raises potentially negative issues.  

12. [[[ [[ Door-knocking, [Pr: material] ]] [[ street campaigning [Pr: material] and – above 

all]]  [[ – just listening, [Pr: behavioural] ]] [[ [Token] will be [Pr: relative, identifying] 

important [Value] in mending [Pr: material, creative] the link [Goal] between the 

electors of Britain, and the mostly pro-European representatives whom they elect 

[Circumstance, accompaniment, comitative] ]] ]]]. (G1:S52). 

The elaborating phrase “the mostly pro-European representatives whom they elect” (G1:S52), 

is just stated as a given, an unequivocal fact. But, if this is so, it is inconsistent with or 

inaccurate to describe the people that they elect as “representatives”, at least with regard to 

the issue of Brexit. The “link” (G1:S52) between the electors and the representatives is in 

need of “mending”. One way the representatives can do this is by “listening” (G1:S52). The 

author is referring to fully grown adults, with largely similar social profiles to the Remain 

voters. It could be argued on the basis of this evidence therefore that the author adopts a 

patronising attitude towards these voters. They appear to be referred to as one could expect 

children to be. It seems to be inferred that the voters are wrong, ‘we’ (Remainers), know 

better, but that we need to show them patience and spend sometime explaining it to them 

(G1:S52). This clause complex then, confuses the role of “representatives” (G1:S52) with the 

role of educators. So, while the lexis used in these sections to refer to the voters is not 

instantly marked as negative in character, the grammatical structure used does show the 

pattern of adopting a critical stance towards their opinions, for which there appears to be, a 

current of disdain for in the paragraph (G1:S51 – G1:S53). 

8.9 The British Public – The Leave Voters 
13.  [[[ [[ There is [Pr: existential] not suddenly four times as much chauvinism [Existent] ]] 

[[ as there was [Pr: existential] in 2015. ]] [[ Many of the people [Carrier] who voted 

[Pr: material, intentional] leave [Range]]] [[ are [Pr: relational, attributive] reasonable 

voters [Attribute] ]] [[ moved [Pr: material, transformative] by reasonable anxieties - 

about wages, housing and, yes, the frailty of identity too [Actor]. ]] ]]] (G1:S42-43). 

The author of G1 does make some attempt to build a bridge between his political stance and 

the majority of leave voters, albeit somewhat begrudgingly. The interpretation that it is made 

begrudgingly is based on several factors. The first reason is that the consideration of who the 

leave voters actually are is buried in the body of the text. It is not found in a position that 
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might draw attention to it, such as the beginning of the text or the beginning of a paragraph 

for example. The second is that the writer feels it necessary to explain, in his appeal to his 

readership, that there is not “four times as much chauvinism as there was in 2015” (G1:S42). 

It was necessary for the author to state this as he/she previously mentions that the leave vote 

was more than four times the 3.9 million votes won by UKIP in that year. The implication of 

this structure is clear. There is an implicit comparison being made between the UKIP voter 

and the Leave voter. The author is using a grammatical construction that is framed in the 

negative, and denies this as a fact, but the fact remains that the text was structured in such a 

way that this was necessary in the first place.  

The significance of the fact that the introduction of the leave voters was prequalified by the 

denial that they were not all chauvinists, seems to support the interpretation that the concerns 

that motivated the leave voters were legitimate, was made begrudgingly as a concession. The 

author finally acknowledges that many leave voters are in fact, “reasonable people” 

(G1:S43). However, along with this acknowledgement comes the criticism and veiled 

allusion to racism and xenophobia that they have a “frailty of identity” (G1:S43). 

14. [[ Many of the people [Carrier] who voted [Pr: material, intentional] leave [Range]]] [[ 

are [Pr: relational, attributive] reasonable voters [Attribute] ]] [[ moved [Pr: material, 

transformative] by reasonable anxieties - about wages, housing and, yes, the frailty of 

identity too [Actor]. ]] (G1:S42-43). 

The author’s use of the passive in this context is significant. The Actor participant in the 

passive is deleted or shifted (depending on the type of passive construction) from its usual 

position in the active construction. The author is using a long passive construction here, 

shifting of the Actor from its usual position in the active construction to the end of the clause. 

The shifting of the Actor, in this long passive construction, delays the readers’ understanding 

of the motivation for the leave voters’ choices. In this sense it is clear that the grammatical 

choices clearly support the pattern of pro-Remain choices within this article. 

In a similar vein to the construction used by the author above (G1:S43), analysis of this 

clause complex also shows an ambiguous attitude towards leave voters. On the one hand the 

author is prepared to acknowledge the legitimacy of their concerns but then tags on insecurity 

as an additional motivation.  

15. [[ …a failure [Phenomenon] to reckon [Pr: mental] sufficiently early with all the towns 

and estates [Senser] ]]  [[ left behind [Pr: material] by an international economic order 
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[Actor] ]] [[ which has not treated [Pr: material] them [Goal] well ]] [[ has been one of 

the major problems. ]] [[ Doncaster, Wakefield and Hull [Goal] – to take [Pr: material] 

three northern examples –]] [[ have been abandoned [Pr: material, intentional] for 

decades, by London far more than Brussels [Actors].]] (G1:S47 - 48). 

Evidence of the author’s deeper insights into the vote Leave camp’s reasons for voting as 

they did, can be found when the author addresses the question of what “progressive politics” 

(G1:S46) can do to address the voters’ issues and concerns. When reflecting on this question 

the author makes the substantive and poignant observation that, many towns in England 

(exemplifying three northern towns), have indeed been badly treated by the international 

economic order, but it is London, and not Brussels, that should bare primary responsibility 

for this. The author explicitly acknowledges in this article that towns in areas that voted 

predominantly leave, such as “Doncaster, Wakefield and Hull” had been “abandoned” 

(G1:S48). This is a passive material clause. The actor has been moved from its normal 

position at the beginning of the clause, to the end of the clause. The apparent reason the 

author shifting the actor in this clause complex from its standard position at the beginning of 

the clause is to minimise the focus on the material process of abandoning and shift the focus 

of the meaning of the clause to the comparative aspect of the respective levels of 

responsibility between London and Brussels. He continues though, to excuse the EU, as 

London was far more responsible. 

A similar observation is revealed by the author when he considers why the Remain camp lost. 

He/she observes that “it [Senser] did not understand [Pr: mental, cognitive] that far too many 

Britons, [Phenomenon] [already living insecure and uncertain lives,] felt [Pr: mental, 

emotive] they [Phenomenon] had little to lose [Pr: material]” (G1:S22). The author is able to 

acknowledge that there might be motivating factors, outside of the veiled insinuations of 

racism and xenophobia, such as “frailty of identity” (G1:S43), that are responsible for 

creating the material circumstances that lead to Remain’s defeat. The author shows that he is 

aware of some of the pressures that impact upon people to result in living precarious lives. 

The fact that the author shows awareness, of the precarious conditions of many peoples’ 

lives, but chooses to characterise the Remain voters, with, sometimes less than barely 

camouflaged allusions to xenophobia and chauvinism, suggests that these choices are 

conscious and deliberate. The author then, can be seen to tend towards an unsympathetic 

pattern of portrayal with regards to the Leave voters. 
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8.10 - Events  

8.11 - Rendering the referendum; Brexit 
The headline of article one, (G1:S1) reveals a certain tone adopted by the author towards 

Brexit that is reflected throughout the piece as a whole: 

16. … the vote [Carrier] is [Pr: relative, attributive] in [Attribute], now we [Actor] must 

face [Pr: material, intentional] the consequences [Goal] (G1:S1) 

This clause complex arguably occupies the most important position in the text. The tone that 

it adopts therefore prepares the reader for what follows. Martin coined the term “hyper-

Theme” (1992, as quoted by Thompson, 2014, p176) to refer to a sentence occupying this 

position. The hyper-Theme “sets up the frame for a sequence of following sentences” 

(Thompson, 2014, p176). The coordinated independent clause “now we must face the 

consequences” (G1:S1) makes a sweeping evaluative assessment of the Brexit result. This 

clause by the Guardian has a marked negative overtone and initiates a theme for Brexit that is 

punctuated by a thinly veiled negative ideological undercurrent. This thematisation of Brexit 

as a foreboding and potentially dangerous event is clearly in evidence by the selection of the 

set phrase “now we must face the consequences” (G1:S1). This phrase strongly implies that 

the event or situation that it refers to is undesired. The use of the modal verb “must” (G1:S1) 

makes clear the non-negotiable nature of the event and arguably impresses upon the reader a 

sense of force. The word “must” is a modal finite and therefore an example of epistemic 

modality. As O’Halloran explains, “[w]ith must a deduction or inference has often taken 

place” (p107, 2006). In this case, the writer is expressing his very strong commitment to the 

meaning that there are no good choices to be made in this situation. If the only choice that 

can be made is a “consequence” then this meaning precludes option of a positive outcome 

(G1:S1). Taken in combination with the use of “face” (G1:S1) as a verb, there is a strong 

inference embedded in this choice of lexis, of the need to confront a serious and perilous 

situation. This interpretation is made more evident by the author’s choice of combining it 

with the phrase, “the vote is in” (G1:S1), which also connotes a negative evaluation of 

something through its definite immediacy and certainty. In combination this clause complex 

negatively thematises Brexit by framing it as something threatening that must be dealt with as 

opposed to any number of possible more neutral or even positively inclined alternatives. This 

pattern of negative meaning is not a property of any particular linguistic unit but rather, is 

built up over larger linguistic units, in other words, negative prosody. 

The phrase “now the vote is in” is repeated later in the article (G1:S26): 
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17. [[ …the vote [Carrier] is [Pr: relative, attributive] in [Attribute], ]] [[ the overriding 

sense [Value] is [Pr: relative, identifying] of surprise and uncertainty [Token] 

]](G1:S26) 

This time, when the author uses this phrase, he is much more explicit and overt in his 

assessment of Brexit. The result of the referendum has caused, “surprise and uncertainty” 

(G1:S26). This characterisation of the result leaves little doubt about the Guardian’s 

underlying ideology.  

18. [[ The Guardian [Actor] view [Pr: material] on the meaning of Brexit [Goal]: ]] [[ they 

[Actor] don’t know [Pr: mental, cognitive] ]] [[ what they [Actor] are doing [Pr: 

material] ]]. 

The headline (G2:S1) of this article (G2), sets the tone for what follows. As one might 

expect, the title relays the basic underlying premise of this article. The lexico-grammatical 

choices involved in creating this headline constitute a forceful display of the writer’s, and by 

extension the media institution’s itself, attitude towards Brexit. There are an extremely large 

number of variations available to the writer of this piece in the English grammatical system. 

It is significant therefore that the writer chose this particular construction in assessing the 

people who supported the vote leave campaign. The argument that the writer is making in this 

editorial is that those that agree with leaving the EU are acting irrationally and foolishly, 

(“they don’t know what they are doing”) (G2:S1). The editorial therefore puts the view 

forward, quite forcefully, that leaving the EU is not a reasonable thing to do. 

Developing the analysis of the headline of this piece (G2:S1), the tone of this headline is 

arguably bordering on threatening. Who is the “they” referred to in this headline? It is unclear 

but from the context we may deduce that it is anyone that disagrees with the media 

institution’s political stance on the issue of the UK’s relationship to Europe. The reason it is 

unclear who the “they” are, in this context, is that the author deliberately chooses to flout the 

grammatical convention regarding the use of pronouns and their antecedents (O’Grady, 1987, 

p144).  

The use of the collective pronoun “they” without first identifying who “they” refers to, breaks 

a convention of the native use of the English language. The generally recognised convention, 

is to introduce and identify through the use of a noun, in this case the individuals or groups, 

and then subsequently to refer back to these individuals or groups by using a pronoun. The 

writer’s choice of using this particular construction forces the reader to ask who “they” is. 
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This flouting of conventional usage is a deliberate lexico-grammatical choice. It can be 

argued that he has deliberately chosen not to identify who “they” specifically refers to as part 

of a strategy of the underlying hostility of the article towards Brexit. The effect of not 

identifying or naming the individuals or group that “they” refers to is a deliberate attempt to 

dehumanise and thereby minimise or invalidate the competing political stance on the issue of 

the UK’s relationship to the EU, that these individuals or groups hold. The effect of using 

“they” as opposed to identifying these groups or individuals is to increase the sense of 

otherness attributed to them. The use of “they” contributes to the sense of alienation between 

the readership of the Guardian (compare with the inclusive conations of “we”), who are 

naturally assumed to be in agreement with the editorial stance taken on the UK’s relationship 

with the EU and those that do not share the Guardian’s opinion. 

In the first clause of the title the author sets up the rhetorical stance with a statement that 

invites the reader to reflect on the question ‘what does Brexit actually mean?’ (G2:S1). At the 

time this article was published, there was no consensus on what came after the referendum. In 

fact, approximately two years on (at the time of writing), there is still no agreement on the 

facts of leaving the European Union, such is the contentiousness of the Brexit issue. The 

significant point here is that it was not possible then, nor is it possible now to answer this 

question. The view might be taken that the writer would be aware of this fact and chooses to 

invoke this question to possibly support a view of the individuals and groups that do not share 

their stance as potentially ignorant or misguided. The choice of a question therefore might 

allow the readership a sense of superiority by implying the ignorance of those in 

disagreement with them. This again is indicative of the underlying hostility of this article to 

the Leave camp. At the time of publishing it was not possible to say what the new UK/EU 

relationship would look like. So, the hypothetical inability of the Leave camp to respond 

effectively to this question furthers the Remain camp’s sense of intellectual superiority and 

strengthens the sense of homogeneity of the group. It also strengthens the implied ignorance 

of the Leave voters with the claim that “they don’t know what they are doing”. 

The unfavourable editorial stance to leaving the EU adopted in this article can be seen in its 

use of material processes (G2:S2).  

19. [[ Britain [Actor] is waking up [Material Process] to the reality [Goal] ]] [[ that it 

[Actor] has voted to leave [Material Process] the EU [Goal] ]] [[ without having 
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[Material Process] an agreed plan [Goal] ]] [[ for what this [Token] means [Relational, 

Identifying process] in practice [Value]. ]] (G2:S2) 

The actor in this example is Britain. The use of this term is probably best understood as being 

used to refer to the people of Britain rather than a geographical location. The actor in this 

clause therefore, has agency. The material process that the people of Britain are engaged in is 

‘waking up’ (G2:S2) the use of which seems to be both literal and metaphorical. The use of 

the term “waking up” (G2:S2) is chosen to imply the somnolent state of mind the Guardian 

attributes to the majority of the electorate that has voted for Brexit. The implication is that a 

voter who was awake and aware of the issues would not have made this decision. The goal in 

this sentence is ‘the reality’ (G2:S2). The writer of this piece then goes on to offer further 

information on the nature of this reality. This reality, is described as, uncertain and unknown. 

It is a reality without “an agreed plan” (G2:S2) and in which the British people are ignorant 

of the day-to-day practical arrangements. Reviewing the evidence collected through 

consideration of these clauses it is clear that these results indicate a negative assessment of 

the Brexit referendum.  

8.12 - Rendering the referendum; Brexit - the result 
The Guardian’s assessment of the referendum result is predominantly negative in tone. The 

attitude of the writer towards the Brexit result is clearly on display in G1: 

20. [[ …the consequences of [Verbiage] what the voters [Sayers] said [Pr: verbal] ]] [[ and 

why they [Sayers] said [Pr: verbal] it ]] [[ have begun to reshape [Pr: material] Britain’s 

future [Goal] in profound and potentially dangerous ways [Circumstance, manner]. ]] 

(G1:S6) 

It is clear from this clause complex that the writer appraises the Brexit result in a negative 

manner. The result of Brexit is referred to by the Guardian as reshaping Britain’s future “in 

profound and potentially dangerous ways” (G1:S6). This appraisal of Britain’s prospective 

future given the Brexit result makes predictions about that future without any supporting 

facts. There is no evidence, for example, presented by the Guardian to support the claim that 

the Brexit result is changing Britain in “potentially dangerous ways” (G1:S6). If such 

evidence was available, then it would be reasonable to expect the Guardian to make their 

readership aware of it. Rather, this appears to be evidence of the strategy that the Remain 

campaign became known for, so much so that it took on the name “project fear” (G1:S22) 

(News Watch, 2017). 
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In this clause complex, the Guardian’s negative characterisation of the referendum result 

continues: 

21. [[ The vote [Actor] to leave [Pr: material, intentional] the EU [Goal] ]] [[ will challenge 

[Pr: material, intentional] not only the government and politicians [Goal] ]] [[ but all of 

us [Goal] whose opinions [Circumstance] have been rejected [Pr: material]. ]] (G1:S8) 

The result is described as a “challenge”. The word “challenge” in itself does not necessarily 

imply a negative appraisal but taken in the context of this paragraph, it certainly seems to 

function in that way. The description of the referendum result as a “challenge”, takes on a 

significantly more negative interpretation considered in combination with words such as 

“profound” and “dangerous” (G1:S6), to develop a lexis characterised by an apparently 

negative appraisal. The question becomes whose opinions and expectations, does “the vote to 

leave” (G1:S8), and therefore the referendum result, “challenge” (G1:S8)? The author of the 

article responds to this by saying “us”, and then going on to assign reference to the specific 

group that he is referring to. The group that constitutes the “us” that the writer refers to is “all 

of us whose opinions have been rejected” (G1:S8). As history shows, the Leave campaign 

won the referendum, consequently, for the writer’s opinion to “have been rejected” (G1:S8), 

he must by default have been in favour of the Remain campaign. The writer therefore is 

writing to address his fellow presumed audience of Remain voters. The use of the pronoun 

“us” (G1:S8), is a tool for developing a sense of community and coherence. This community 

shares a common outrage, based in their sense of being scorned by the result of the 

referendum. 

In the second article (G2) the writer seems to be arguing that the Leave campaign, have won 

a pyrrhic victory, because they have no idea what Brexit will actually look like. This is a 

proposition that is echoed in the first article (G1:S56) This claim is then, arguably made 

harder to dispute as the statement (G2:S3) makes clear “[n]either side can afford to let the 

uncertainty drift on for long.” This sentence uses nominalisation to make the claim that the 

result has led to uncertainty, more difficult to dispute. This clause construction contains a 

modalised clause structure in the form of “can”. This particular use of the word “can” has the 

function of denoting “being able” (deontic modality) which might be replaced in this context 

with verbs of similar meaning such as to allow, to permit or possibly to tolerate. The modal 

verb “can” precedes the writer’s choice of “afford”. 
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22. [[ Neither side [Senser] can afford to let [Pr: mental] the uncertainty [Phenomenon] drift 

on for long [circumstance]. ]] (G2:S3) 

So, the process in clause G2:S3 has the semantic purpose of denoting the mental function of 

allowing something to happen, but the writer has used a construction or representation of this 

process that employs the metaphor of money through his use of “afford” (G2:S3). The 

implication from this particular construction used by the writer is that the consequence of the 

referendum should be measured in financial terms. How the outcome of the referendum 

should be measured is a debatable question and it seems unlikely that every individual 

comprising the voting electorate would agree with the author’s underlying assumptions about 

how to assess the referendum result. Likewise, the use of the nominalised form of ‘uncertain’, 

conceals the process that has led to stating this, as a conclusion of the referendum. To 

conclude that the result of the referendum has led to ‘uncertainty’, the referendum would 

have to be assessed, in terms of business. For example, we might compare this nominalised 

conclusion of the ‘meaning’ of Brexit, that is that it has led to uncertainty with the opposing 

view, that is no doubt held by many, that there is nothing certain about the result, the results 

are clear. 

The writer of the article (G2) then compares the Brexit referendum with the Scottish 

Independence referendum. The point of this comparison is to show the difference in the 

quality of information that the two referendums where being asked to consider. 

23. [[ As a result, [circumstance, cause] when the vote [Actor] took place, [Material 

Process, creative, involuntary] ]] [[  no one [Sayer] could reasonably complain [Pr: 

verbal] ]] [[ that they [Senser] didn’t know [Mental process] ]] [[ what the SNP [Senser] 

had in mind [Pr: mental, cognitive] ]] [[ if they won [Circumstance: condition]. ]] 

(G2:S7) 

The implication of this comparison is that the people who voted for Brexit didn’t know what 

they were doing. It follows from this point that the largest proportion of the electorate acted 

in ignorance. This oblique characterisation of the electorate is strongly suggestive of the 

political orientation adopted by the Guardian. The Guardian declares earlier in the editorial 

that it was not a supporter of the SNP’s Scottish independence referendum [G2:S4]. 

However, despite this claim, the assessment of that referendum was arguably relatively 

positively inclined, in contrast to the assessment of the Brexit referendum.  
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24. [[ The SNP government [Actor] had published [Pr: material process, creative, 

intentional] a 648-page white paper [Goal] ]] [[ that laid out, [Pr: material process, 

transformative, involuntary] ]] [[ [in sometimes dizzying detail,] what an independent 

Scotland [Phenomenon] might look like [Mental process, perceptive]. ]](G2:S4) 

It is worth noting at this point that the result of the EU referendum in Scotland produced a 

different result (The BBC, 2016c). In the Scottish referendum, voters were given a theoretical 

outline of what an independent Scotland would look like by the SNP. So, the Scottish voters, 

are therefore characterised as informed voters. This view of the Scottish referendum voter 

may be contrasted with the view formed of the voter in the Brexit referendum. The writer’s 

view of the people that voted to leave the EU is that “they don’t know what they’re doing” 

(G2:S1). The argument that the writer is putting forward is that in the absence of a plan, or 

description of what a possible future UK would look like, the leave voters were voting 

against something without any idea what the alternative might look like (G2:S8). The writer 

points out that the leave campaign has not outlined what it would put in place of the UK 

membership of the EU. It is this fact that the author uses to support the claim that he makes in 

the title sentence of article two (G2:S1). 

Possibly one of the clearest indications of the author’s underlying ideological attitudes 

towards Brexit can be shown at the end of G2: 

25. [[[ [[ But both the UK and the EU [Senser] must begin to get real about [Pr: mental, 

cognitive] the new world [Phenomenon] ]] [[ that last week’s dismaying decision 

[Actor] has created [Material, intentional, creative].]] ]]] (G2:S40) 

The first thing to note about this clause complex is that the author uses the phrase “get real” 

(G2:S40). This phrase is a colloquial expression that means the subject needs to adjust to new 

material circumstances. The implication is that the subject, in this case both the UK and the 

EU, are not at present adjusted to the situation as it now stands, “the new world” (G2:S40). 

Also, in addition to this, the author combines the UK and the EU together as one Senser 

(subject). This implies that their interests are aligned, but, for this conception of the UK as 

Senser to be the case, in this clause complex, the author must disregard the fact, that the 

majority of voters in the UK, disagree with him, as the referendum result attest. The final 

point to consider with regard to this clause complex is the pre-modifying adjective to the 

Actor. The Actor in the second clause is “decision” (G2:S40). The author’s choice of lexis in 

the second clause of this complex (G2:S40) gives an explicit appraisal of the referendum 
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result that is revealing in terms of his pre-existing ideological disposition. To evaluate the 

referendum result as a “dismaying decision” (G2:S40), leaves little doubt as to the author’s 

and by extension the Guardian’s opinion about the result. 

8.13 - Rendering the referendum; the impending consequences of the Referendum / 

Brexit 
This section will briefly consider how the writer frames the consequences of the referendum. 

The writer does this with his first sentence, also known as the topic sentence, or “hyper-

Theme” (Martin, 1992, quoted from Thompson, 2014, p176): 

26. [[[ [[ A prime minister [Actor] is gone [Pr: Material] ]] [[ but that is [Pr: Relative, 

identifying] of nothing ]] [[ compared [Pr: Mental, cognitive] to the fallout for the 

economy, our union and Europe. ]] ]]] (G1:S2) 

The most important consideration by far is the consequence of the referendum, and according 

to the author of G1 the consequences are devastating. They extend beyond the issue of 

UK/EU relations, which is serious enough, to the previously threatened consequences (by the 

Remain campaign, and among others experts and institutions, including the Bank of England) 

to our economy and to the Union between Scotland and England. The consequences 

threatened previously by the Remain camp were so grave as to be considered disastrous. The 

choice of the word “fallout” (G1:S2) to describe the consequences of the referendum vote, is 

telling of the ideological assumptions of the writer. The word “fallout” literally describes the 

descent of minute particles of debris after an explosion and connotes in particular a nuclear 

explosion. Consider the choices with similar or synonymous meanings for a moment; 

alternatives like, consequence, result, effect or outcome emerge. But none of these 

alternatives carry the same powerful connotations as “fallout” (G1:S2). This would seem to 

imply that the word “fallout” (G1:S2) has been chosen deliberately because of what this 

choice implies or connotes. This particular use of the word seems calculated to evoke fear for 

the future and for the security of some of the fundamental structures of UK society. The 

comparison in G1:S2 then is between what one might expect to be a significant event but is 

deliberately minimised, (that is the departure of a serving prime minister mid-term,) and the 

looming consequences of the Leave campaign’s victory in the referendum, (which this writer 

characterises through his lexico-grammatical choices as an impending or threatening 

disaster). 
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8.14 - Social Structures 

8.15 - The Economy 
Despite raising the economy as one of the fundamental structures of society that were under 

serious threat (G1:S2) as a result of the Leave vote victory in the first paragraph, the author is 

compelled to concede that there is not much wrong with the economy (G1:S15). This 

admission is qualified however because a financial institution is credited with stopping it 

from happening.  

27. [[ …the Bank of England [Actor] successfully steadied [Pr: material, transformative] the 

City [Goal] after dramatic early falls in the value of shares and a tumbling pound 

[Circumstance]… ]] (G1:S15) 

The assumption that the economic crisis would have happened is not questioned by the 

author, despite there being no actual evidence to support such a dramatic claim. This claim is 

made all the more questionable by the limited power of one national bank to control an 

international market. Financial institutions and investors are always going to act in their own 

best interests, so it is unclear what influence the Bank of England could have had beyond 

making a comforting announcement to markets. If the economic disaster could have been so 

easily avoided it is unclear why such bombastic language was used to characterise the 

economy in the first place if not for politico-ideological reasons. This particular way of 

referring to the economy as adopted by the Remain campaign plays into a wider narrative 

promoted by them that promised economic ruin if voters voted to leave. This threatening 

narrative needed to be addressed and explained, as to why it never came to fruition. 

8.16  - Rendering the consequences to social structures; Britain’s future post-Brexit  
28. [[[ … there is [Pr: existential] a political crisis [Existent] to navigate [Pr: Material]. ]]] 

[[[ Britain [Carrier] could not be [Pr: relative, attributive] in more serious times 

[Attribute] ]]] (G1:S59). 

The issue of the author’s attitude (G1) towards Britain and its future is left in no doubt. The 

author clearly states his concern for the situation Britain finds itself in, in the post referendum 

reality. The author also refers to the political situation in Britain in this article as a “crisis” 

(G1:S59). The author makes clear in the initial paragraph (G1:S2 – G1:S8) that this political 

situation, is not to be considered nearly as serious as the exit of Britain from the EU. 

29. [[[ Britain’s place in the world [Phenomenon] must now be rethought [Pr: mental, 

cognitive]. ]]] [[[  [[ That [Actor] will demand [Pr: material] the kind of debate about 
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our alliances [Goal] ]] [[ that we [Carrier] have not had [Pr: relative, attributive] since 

the Suez crisis [Circumstance, temporal] ]] [[ forced [Pr: material] a post-imperial 

reality [Goal] on Britain [Receiver]] ]]] (G1:S10) 

The second paragraph of G1 (G1:S9 – G1:S15) raises among other things the issue of 

“reimag[ing]” (G1:S11) Britain. The language used to describe this task could be 

conservatively appraised as strained. For example, the writer draws a direct comparison 

between the rethinking of Britain’s position and the Suez crisis. The deliberate juxtaposition 

of the Suez crisis is a calculated choice by the writer (negative prosody) to create a negative 

association and interpretation of the referendum result. Even by the simple fact of evoking 

this event at this point, the writer is able to introduce the word “crisis” into the minds of his 

presumed readership of Remainers. The act of rethinking Britain’s place in the world is 

therefore linked to an event that is defined as a crisis in the lexico-grammatical structure 

constructed by the writer. This structure strongly implies that the consequences of the 

referendum result be considered in a similar way.  
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9. Introduction to the Daily Mail 2016 Results 

9.1 Organisation of the results 
The general structure and layout of the results of the Daily Mail analysis follow a similar 

pattern to those of The Guardian. The results are again organised into three main sections. 

The first section covers political figures and the British public. There is some difference 

between the public figures included in the results of this section and The Guardian results and 

this reflects the choices of the authors. Again, if there are any notable absences, they will be 

dealt with in the discussion that follows the results section. The second section of the results 

covers the events involved in the referendum and looks at how they are dealt with in the 

article. For example, it will look at how the author renders the event of the referendum, 

followed by the result of the referendum and then how the author deals with the 

consequences of the referendum. The final section deals with social structures. This section 

of the results will look at how the author covers things like the economy and how he/she 

deals with things like Britain’s post Brexit future. The chapter will then finally conclude with 

a summary of the results. 

9.2 Political figures and the British Public  

9.3 David Cameron 
1. [[[ Which brings [ Pr: material ] us [ Goal ] to the tragedy of David Cameron [ 

Beneficiary ] ]]] (DM2:S19). 

In this clause, the author of DM2 begins his consideration of David Cameron. Mr Cameron is 

the “Beneficiary” (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997, p105) of the material clause. The 

author describes Mr Cameron as being a “tragedy” (DM2:S19) as opposed to the possibly, 

more natural “somebody who is involved in a tragedy”. The word tragedy can be defined in 

several different ways, all with similar and related meanings. The meaning that seems to be 

the best fit is “[a] play dealing with tragic events and having an unhappy ending, especially 

one concerning the downfall of the main character” (Oxford Dictionaries, 2018i). The author 

is thus using a metaphor to introduce Mr Cameron, a tragedy being a play and not the tragic 

figure related by the play. This clause sets the tone for the author’s consideration and 

presentation of Mr Cameron.  

2. [[[ [ Hugely able, highly articulate and the possessor of great leadership qualities ], [[ 

he [ Carrier ] was [ Pr: relative, attributive ] a masterly chairman of the 2010-2015 

Coalition, [ Attribute ]]] [[which [ Actor ] set [ Pr: material, transformative ] Britain [ 
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Goal ] on the road to recovery [ Circumstance, location ] after the great banking crisis 

[ Circumstance, location, temporal ] ]] ]]]. (DM2:S20) 

The author is quite complimentary of Mr Cameron in this clause complex but having 

introduced Mr Cameron as a “tragedy” (DM2:S19) the overarching meaning appears to be 

building him up in order to then bring him down. The first phrase of this clause complex is 

extremely complimentary towards Mr Cameron, describing him as “able… articulate… [and] 

the possessor of great leadership qualities” (DM2:S20). The first clause continues in this 

vein, flattering him with recognition for his achievements. These achievements include 

setting the foundations for Britain’s recovery after the collapse of the banks. This raft of 

compliments is highly subjective and highly politicised, not only in its assessment of Mr 

Cameron’s qualities, but in its rendering of the economic problems that Britain faced after the 

banking sector collapsed. For example, consider the noun group “the great banking crisis” 

(DM2:S20). The banks were collectively engaged in the activity of financial speculation for 

private gain. The greater the risk they took, the greater the financial reward they expected to 

extract. From the point of view of grammar, the phrase “the great banking crisis” assigns a 

reference to an event but not “agency” (Matthiessen, Teruya and Lam, 2010, p49). The use of 

this particular form of reference, a noun phrase, creates the grammatical effect that implies 

the crisis was self-engendered, where in fact the opposite is true. The handling of this crisis 

was and still is an extremely sensitive and political issue. The previous prime minister, 

Labour’s Gordon Brown, decided to socialise the risk and its consequences, and used 

taxpayers’ money to refinance the banks and financial sector. Quite soon after (May 2010), 

he lost the election. Mr Cameron and the coalition government then decided to enforce a 

harsh economic policy of austerity and the transfer of public services into the hands of private 

capital holders and institutions. The use of this noun phrase to refer to the event avoids any 

reference to the political problems associated with this event and therefore denies the 

presumed readership an opinion on this issue, thus serving the author’s rhetorical purposes.  

The author’s claim that the coalition, chaired by Mr Cameron, “set Britain on the road to 

recovery” (DM2:S19) is another highly political statement and open to interpretation 

depending on ideological and political allegiances. However, it might suggest that the author 

is conflicted in his political beliefs, insomuch as he would rather not criticise the right wing 

Conservative party that Mr Cameron was the then leader of, but due to recent events, (his 

support of the Remain campaign presumably), he feels compelled to explain how this 

political leader got it wrong (from the perspective of the author). It is notable that the author 
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only claims that Mr Cameron “set Britain on the road to recovery” (DM2:S20) and not that 

Britain has recovered. The fact that the author has chosen to moderate his claim suggests that 

his presumed readership is likely to be more sympathetic to the claim that the country is 

heading in the right direction rather than the statement that the country has actually 

recovered. Despite this presumed moderation on the part of the author, the statement that the 

country is “on the road to recovery” (DM2:S20) is still extremely political and open to 

discussion. However, it is beyond the scope of this thesis to consider supporting facts or 

figures to what is essentially a lexico-grammatical point. 

3. [[[ [[ Yet he [Carrier] was [ Pr: relative, attribute ] fatally flawed [Attribute]. ]] [[ 

[Lacking any detectable convictions,] he [Senser] made [Pr: mental, cognitive] 

terrible misjudgments [sic] [Phenomenon] [about people and some of the great issues 

of our time] [Circumstance, matter] ]] ]]] (DM2:S21-22). 

In this clause-complex we see the beginning of the reversal of the author’s rhetorical position, 

that is the shift from praising Mr Cameron to criticising him and pointing out his flaws. The 

purpose in this contrastive use of meanings is to support the author’s wider argument that Mr 

Cameron is a character within a tragedy. There are two reasons that the author might seek to 

try to present Mr Cameron as a tragic figure. The first reason is that the Daily Mail is one of 

Britain’s most, if not the most right wing mainstream newspaper (according to a study by the 

market research company YouGov and later published in The Times newspaper (YouGov, 

2017). This means that the author of this editorial piece is aware that the majority of the Daily 

Mail readership most likely vote for England’s main right-wing party, which Mr Cameron led 

for some years, the Conservatives. The author is aware therefore, that the people whose 

support he is trying to gain, have a good deal of empathy for Mr Cameron if they do not 

already actively support him. The author strongly disagrees with Mr Cameron’s position on 

Brexit but seeks to separate his general approval of Mr Cameron and the Conservative party 

from the issues that they strongly differ on. Presenting Mr Cameron as a tragic figure is a 

rhetorical device that serves the author’s purpose and allows him to separate the issues that he 

agrees with and those they differ on. The second reason is that the literary definition of a 

tragic figure provides a framework that supports the author’s criticisms of Mr Cameron while 

not alienating the right-wing readership that presumably, would also predominantly be from 

the electoral demographic that elected him. 
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In the first clause of this clause complex, the author reinforces the assertion that Mr Cameron 

is a “tragedy” (DM2:S20), with the claim that he is “fatally flawed” (DM2:S21). The author’s 

claim is that Mr Cameron is a “flawed” (DM2:S21) character in the Aristotelian sense. From 

this we may infer the analogy of Mr Cameron as a tragic hero. Echeñique explains a tragic 

hero as someone for whom “human actions for which we hold the agent responsible […] 

reactive attitudes like resentment or moral indignation, and sanctioning dispositions in 

general, are withheld as soon as their target is seen as someone who has had no control 

whatsoever over the formation of his own flawed character and desires” (2012, p9). To imply 

such an interpretation of Mr Cameron’s character without significant and further 

considerations and in the context of a debate about the Brexit referendum, seems to illustrate 

the rhetorical purpose of the author’s language choices and serves as an apparent example of 

hyperbolic use rather than factually descriptive. He does this by using a relational clause to 

set up a relationship between two concepts (Thompson, 2014). As Thompson explains 

“[t]here is no process happening in the normal sense of something happening’; and, although 

there are always two concepts – one on each side of the relationship – there is only one 

participant in the real world” (Thompson, 2014, p101).  

In the second clause the author continues to further his argument that the reason for Mr 

Cameron’s departure from office was that he is a fatally flawed character. In specific, the 

author claims that the circumstances that led to Mr Cameron’s departure from office were 

caused by a lack of principle at a fundamental level, “[l]acking any detectable convictions” 

(DM2:S22). The author is claiming here that there is a cause and effect relationship between 

Mr Cameron’s departure and what he perceives to be a problem with Mr Cameron’s 

character. This is a highly subjective claim, for which no independent supporting facts are 

offered by the author. This particular character flaw is allegedly responsible for Mr Cameron 

making “terrible misjudgements about people and …issues” (DM2:S22). Again, the author 

does not offer any independent supporting facts to back up his claim. The purpose of making 

such a sweeping statement would appear to be to create the impression in the minds of the 

assumed readership that the ‘mistake’ of supporting/leading the Remain campaign was one of 

many such mistakes.  

4. [[[ [[You [Actor] have to pinch [ Pr: material ] yourself [Goal] ]] [[ to remember [Pr: 

mental, cognitive] that ]] [[ he [Actor] made [ Pr: material, transformative ] his early 

reputation [Goal] as a Eurosceptic, [in accord with his party’s grass roots] ]] ]]]. 

(DM2:S23) 
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In this clause complex the author implies that Mr Cameron is inconsistent or possibly even a 

hypocrite. In the first two clauses of this clause complex the author uses a colloquial 

expression to relate the meaning that it is difficult to believe that Mr Cameron is leading / 

supporting the Remain camp, given that for a good deal of his political career he supported 

leaving the EU. The purpose of reminding the readership of this fact appears to be to raise 

questions over the credibility of Mr Cameron in the minds of the readership. The author 

makes the implicit claim that the “grass roots” of the Conservative party are opposed to 

membership of the EU. The fact that the claim is implicit is a result of the lexico-grammatical 

choices of the author. The effect of the grammatical structure chosen by the author is to treat 

this implicit claim as a widely accepted fact. This has the effect of making it more difficult 

for the reader to disagree or hold an alternative opinion and hence of positioning the reader to 

accept the author’s assertion. For example, there is no finite verb in the phrase “in accord 

with his party’s grass roots” (DM2:S23) which would make the claim arguable, such as “the 

grassroots are Eurosceptics”. It would be hard to gauge the accuracy of this claim in the 

absence of any survey on the issue but it is certainly not unreasonable to say that there is a 

strong anti-EU sentiment within the Conservative party. The purpose of this phrase at the end 

of (DM2:S23) appears to be a further attempt by the author to separate Mr Cameron and his 

position on the EU from that of the presumed Conservative readership. This phrase functions 

as yet more evidence that the author’s rhetorical stance is correct and consistent with the 

majority (as implied by the use of the term “grass roots” (DM2:S23)) of the ordinary 

members of the Conservative party.  

5. [[...this one-time sceptic [ Senser ] preferred [ Pr: mental, cognitive ] to throw in his 

lot with the Merkels, Junckers and Hollandes of the summit going euro elite ], [ 

Phenomenon ] ]] [[ turning [ Pr: material ] his back [ Goal ] on the British people [ 

Circumstance, location ] ]] DM2:S24 

The idea of class is deeply embedded with British culture. As a result of this fact people are 

sensitive to issues of class and find different ways to relate to it. In this clause-complex, the 

author seems to be evoking the issue of class to increase the emphasis on the difference 

between ‘us’ and ‘them’. Implicit in the author’s meaning, is the idea that Mr Cameron is no 

longer one of ‘us’ and has in fact betrayed the British people by adopting a pro-European 

stance. The readership is assumed to be outside the ruling class (described as the “elite” 

(DM2:S24)), which would seem to be a reasonable assumption statistically. In this clause-

complex, the anti-EU sentiment within the Conservative party, the Conservative party “grass 
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roots” (DM2:S23) and the will of the British people are conspicuously and spuriously 

conflated in the author’s argument. 

In this clause complex the initial clause forms part of the process of the second main clause. 

The first clause is quite a common idiom expressing obligation. The meaning of this clause is 

equivalent to the modal verb, “must” or “had to” and functions in conjunction with the 

cognitive process of the second clause to construct an overall meaning similar to ‘when he 

had to choose, he chose…’. The effect of this particular construction is to further the 

overarching argument being presented to the readership that Mr Cameron is not ‘one of them’ 

(the author is clearly trying to position himself as one of the readership). To this end the 

author tries to increase the distance between the key figures in the EU political establishment 

and his readership by describing them as “the summit going elite” (DM2:S24). He further 

argues that Mr Cameron “turned his back on the British people” (DM2:S24), again, the 

author is falsely equating the “British people” with the supporters of the leave campaign. In 

addition, the author makes the claim on the basis of this misleading conflation and distortion 

of fact, that Mr Cameron has betrayed the country. This claim is not only false (in the light of 

the known facts), but its gravity and antagonistic quality is increased by its connotations of 

treason. These are clearly not the author’s words but ideas that are on a cline which would 

include such concept. 

6. [[[ [[ Instead of trying to persuade [ Pr: verbal ] voters [ Receiver ] of his positive 

view of the EU, [ Matter ] ]] [[ he [ Actor ] threw [ Pr: material, intentional ] 

everything into Project Fear [ Goal ], ]] [[ prophesying [ Pr: verbal ] Armageddon [ 

Verbiage ] ]] [[ if we [ Actor ] withdrew [ Pr: material, transformative ]. ]] ]]] 

(DM2:S26) 

In this clause, Cameron is the Actor in an intentional material process. He is construed by the 

author in this process as the one performing the action. This construal of Mr Cameron as 

agent has the lexico-grammatical effect of making him responsible for the campaign. Given 

that the campaign is construed in an extremely negative light, the consequence of this lexico-

grammatically is to make responsibility as Agent equivalent to culpable. For example, if we 

consider for a moment how the Remain campaign is construed, the author correctly recalls 

that Mr Cameron’s campaign was focused on warning of the dangers of leaving the EU. It 

came to be known by many as “Project Fear” (DM2:S26), the name originating from the 

Scottish independence referendum (The Guardian, 2016a). The press picked up on the phrase 
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which allowed them to rebrand any perceived worry of the consequences as scaremongering, 

thereby minimising them. The phrase “Project Fear” therefore, seems to be used by the author 

of this editorial to characterise the concerns that the Remain camp voters might legitimately 

hold as just more scaremongering.   

7. [[[ [[ In what [ Carrier ] was [ Pr: relational, attributive ] a preposterous and 

mendacious campaign, [ Attribute ] ]] [[ he [ Actor ] threw [ Pr: material, intentional ] 

integrity and truth [ Goal ] to the wind [ Circumstance, location, spatial, ]] [[ 

devaluing [ Pr: material, transformative ] the currency of political discourse – [ Goal ] 

]] [[ and ensuring [ Pr: material ] that ]] [[ if he [ Actor ] lost [ Pr: material, 

transformative ] ]] [[ he [ Actor ] would have to resign [ Pr: material, transformative ] 

]] [[ followed [ Pr: material, intentional ] by the architect of Project Fear, George 

Osbourne [ Actor ].]] ]]] (DM2:S27) 

In this clause-complex, the author makes a series of claims. The first claim is contained in the 

clause constructed using a relational attributive process (Thompson, 2014). The first thing 

one notices, and apparently without the faintest hint of irony, is that the author classifies the 

campaign run by Mr Cameron as “a preposterous and mendacious campaign” (DM2:S27). 

While this is not necessarily shocking to any informed observer of the Brexit referendum, it is 

noteworthy because both campaigns could quite possibly fit this description. For example, the 

Leave campaign claimed that they would be able to save £350 million each week if the 

country withdrew from the EU which could be spent on the National Health Service (NHS). 

This claim however has been rejected by the chairman of the UK Statistics Authority, Sir 

Andrew Dilnot, who is quoted as being “disappointed” that some elements within the Leave 

campaign persist with such claims, (The Metro, 2017). Therefore, with many other similar 

examples being readily available, the author’s claim seems to fit a pattern of agenda driven 

selective acknowledgement, rather than unbiased impartiality.  

In the next claim, i.e. in the first material clause, the author uses the material process “threw” 

(DM2:S27) in a metaphorically to signify a sense of concrete change in his meaning, in what 

is essentially a “change in [an] abstract phenomen[on]” (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 

1997, p103). The effect of this is to emphasise Mr Cameron’s agency in the clause and 

therefore draw the reader’s attention to his responsibility or culpability even, that he bears in 

this situation. While there are not many people that would try to claim that the Remain 

campaign, as it was conducted by Mr Cameron, had an unblemished record on honesty, the 



91 
 

author’s claim that Mr Cameron “threw integrity and truth to the wind” (DM2:S27) seems to 

be pure hyperbole (The Free Dictionary, 2018). The author’s claim seems to bear a flimsy 

relation to the facts and rather, seems a calculated exaggeration for rhetorical effect.  

The third claim the author makes in this clause-complex follows on from the second. 

Presented in a material clause, the process ‘devalue’ has been further sub-categorised as 

transformative, due to the fact that the process is acting upon “existing goals” (Thompson, 

2014, p96). The author claims that Mr Cameron, through his actions in the political sphere, 

has “devalu[ed] the currency of political discourse” (DM2:S27). This seems to be an 

extremely strong claim. The author doesn’t offer any supporting facts that might help the 

reader assess the basis for this claim so the critical reader is guided towards a cautious 

interpretation and may well understand this as yet more hyperbole and rhetoric. 

The fourth claim in this clause complex (DM2:S27) is that Mr Cameron “ensure[d] that… he 

would have to resign” (DM2:S27). This claim is made in the fourth, fifth and sixth clauses of 

this clause-complex respectively. The key claim is contained in the sixth clause, “he would 

have to resign” (DM2:S27). The process “resign” is a transformative material process and 

signifies that an existing participant is undergoing a transformation. The transformative 

process is preceded by the deontic modal verbal complex that modulates the process. The 

point here is that the author chooses a form of modality that positions the reader, because of 

its high level of obligation, with very little room to manoeuvre (O’Halloran, 2005). These 

clauses contain a conditional grammatical structure that relates the logical structure – ‘if this, 

then that’. When these clauses’ logical structure is simplified to this level, the author’s claim 

becomes increasingly difficult to credit. It is possible but not a necessary condition or 

political axiom that Mr Cameron or Mr Osbourne for that matter, would need to leave their 

political offices immediately. History is awash with examples of politicians that might well 

have found it advisable to leave their political office but decided not to. 

8. [[[ [[ [ Weary of Westminster lies,] the British people [ Carrier ] were [ Pr: relational, 

attributive ] simply not naïve enough [ Attribute ] ]] [[ to believe [ Pr: mental, 

cognitive ] him.[ Attribute ]] ]]] DM2:S28 

In this clause the author claims to know why Mr Cameron’s Remain campaign lost the Brexit 

referendum. In making this claim, the author also claims to speak on behalf of the “British 

people” (DM2:S28). The effect of these combined claims lexico-grammatically is to position 

the reader in such a way as to have no choice but to go along with the author’s conclusions or 
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to reject the claims outright. The author sweetens the deal for the readership however, with 

the sycophantic claim “in the relationship… set up between two concepts” (Thompson, 2014, 

p101) “that the “British people… [are] not naïve enough” (DM2:S28). In addition, the author 

cleverly places these claims after a phrase regarding “Westminster lies” (DM2:S28) that is 

probably largely anecdotally true and whatever the facts, the majority of people would most 

likely have a large degree of sympathy for. The list of false assumptions that this clause-

complex contains is quite considerable.  For example, the British people are not a 

homogenous group as the author indicates, but rather a diverse body of people with very 

different opinions on the matter of Brexit. The purpose of naming them as a group seems to 

be to evoke patriotic fervour and a sense of unity thereby bypassing the more logical and 

critical faculties of the mind. Secondly, the author offers no evidence to back up the claim 

that there is a cause and effect relationship between Mr Cameron’s credibility and the 

referendum result. And finally, the author’s broad generalisation that all British people are 

not naïve enough to believe Mr Cameron seems to be obviously disprovable. In short, given 

this clause-complex’s notable factual deficit, it seems calculated for rhetorical effect. 

9. [[[ [[…he [ Actor ] could have led [ Pr: material, intentional, transformative ] a great, 

reforming Tory government [ Goal ] ]] [[ following [ Pr: material ] his fine victory [ 

Goal ] last year [ Circumstance, extent, temporal ] ]] ]]] (DM2:S30) 

In this clause-complex the author uses a conditional modal construction in an intentional 

transformative material process to lament the missed opportunity for what he appraises as a 

“great, reforming Tory government” (DM2:S30). According to SFG theory, “attitudes are 

gradable” (Martin and Rose, 2007, p27). The author’s choice of the adjective “great” 

(DM2:S30) reflects his attitude towards the object, in this case a potential Conservative 

government. The adjective “great” (DM2:S30) is an extremely strong and clearly positive 

choice to appraise a potential Conservative government. Notably, in this clause Mr Cameron 

is the Actor “doing the material deed” (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997, p103) and is 

portrayed as engaged in a strong, decisive role where he is actively transforming his 

environment. However, as previously noted, this clause has a conditional structure, so while 

the process involves construing Mr Cameron in an apparently positive light, this does not 

correspond to an actual experience (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014).  

The pattern of positive appraisal regarding Mr Cameron continues in the second clause. The 

author appraises Mr Cameron’s electoral victory of 2015 as “fine” (DM2:S30). This 



93 
 

undoubtedly complimentary and positive appraisal of Mr Cameron’s victory contributes to 

the pattern of positive appraisal in this clause-complex, which forms the last time within this 

article that Mr Cameron is given any significant consideration. It also concludes the writer’s 

depiction of Mr Cameron as a tragic figure. It might be noted that the writer concludes his 

review of Mr Cameron with positive appraisal lamenting what might have been, suggesting a 

positive view of the political party Mr Cameron led and the policies he put forward, but a 

significant disagreement on the obvious issue of the relationship to the EU.  

9.4 Jeremy Corbyn 
10.  [[[ [[ If only the Labour leader [Carrier] had stayed [ Pr: relational, attributive ] true 

to his beliefs [ Attribute ] ]] [[ and fought to pull out, [ Pr: material, transformative, 

intentional ]] [[ he [Actor] could have reconnected [ Pr: material, transformative, 

intentional] with the Labour heartlands,[Goal] ]] [[ positioning [ Pr: material, 

transformative] himself [Goal] as a potential prime minister. [Circumstance, role, 

guise] ]] ]]] DM2:S32 

In this clause-complex, the author begins his brief consideration of Mr Corbyn, juxtaposed as 

it is, to his consideration of Mr Cameron. The first thing that might be noted about this 

clause-complex is that is that it doesn’t address Mr Corbyn by name. The subject of the first 

clause is given as “the Labour leader” (DM2:S32). The difference between using Jeremy 

Corbyn’s name and referring to him as “the Labour leader” (DM2:S32) might well suggest 

that the author is increasing Mr Corbyn’s otherness and attempting to reaffirm or entrench the 

cohesion of the identity of his presumed readership (Bauman, 1991). The use of Mr Corbyn’s 

political title as opposed to his name helps to set up Mr Corbyn as a symbol of an opposing 

group that in turn helps to define the identity of the group the writer seeks to address and 

influence. 

After setting up Mr Corbyn as the head of an opposing faction, the author then moves to 

claim that Mr Corbyn has not acted honestly. In the first clause, the writer has used a 

conditional grammatical structure that can be simplified to “if this, then that”. However, the 

placement of the “if only” (DM2:S32) at the beginning of the text is combined with a 

grammatical structure that packages conjecture and opinion as an already given and assumed 

piece of knowledge, for example, “If only the Labour leader had stayed true to his beliefs” 

(DM2:S32). The implicit proposition that is assumed as fact in this clause is that Mr Corbyn 

did not stay “true to his beliefs” (DM2:S32), whereas in fact, this is the author’s opinion and 

there is no evidence presented in support of it. This type of grammatical structure makes it 
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difficult for the reader to argue with despite being a conditional grammatical structure. This 

reading of the author’s lexico-grammatical choices would seem to lend itself to supporting 

the interpretation of his meaning, concerning his consideration of Mr Corbyn, as an oblique 

swipe at his character, more specifically his integrity. 

After professing to know what Mr Corbyn really thinks about the EU, the author tries to show 

concern for his political well-being in the third clause and fourth clause. After referring to Mr 

Corbyn as the Labour leader, thereby emphasising otherness and then implying that he acted 

in bad faith, it is hard to credit that the author’s professed concern for Mr Corbyn’s political 

well-being is genuine. The material process “could have connected with” (DM2:S32) 

construes Mr Corbyn as involved in material action (Matthiessen, Teruya and Lam, 2010), 

but only potentially. The actual meaning of the author is to suggest a lack of action through a 

missed opportunity thereby conveying the opposite meaning. In addition, the negativity of 

this construal of experience is increased by Mr Corbyn’s responsibility for missing this 

opportunity in the author’s estimation. 

11. [[ As it [ Token ] was, [ Pr: relative, identifying ]] [[ he [ Actor ] surrendered [ Pr: 

material, transformative, intentional ] to his MPs and spin-doctors, [ Circumstance, 

accompaniment, ] ]] [[ forsaking [ Pr: material, transformative, intentional ] his 

principles [Goal] ]] [[ to back [ Pr: material, intentional ] Remain [ Goal ] (albeit 

halfheartedly),[ Circumstance, manner, quality ]] … (DM2:S33) 

In this clause-complex, the author continues the unfavourable characterisation of Mr Corbyn 

by using a material, intentional, transformative process to construe his actions. The author 

chooses to construe Mr Corbyn’s actions by representing him as intentionally surrendering. It 

is notable that the author chooses a grammatical structure that gives Mr Corbyn agency 

(Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997). The material 

process that Mr Corbyn is engaged in is ‘surrendering’, which seems a calculated choice of 

process by the author to encourage negative inferences from the readership (as surrendering 

connotes with cowardice, despite there being no necessary or logical connection). It seems 

beyond doubt that the author has chosen this process to continue the theme he started in the 

previous clause-complex (DM2:S32), implying Mr Corbyn acted duplicitously in backing 

Remain. Assuming such an effect, and in consideration of the mounting evidence of a pattern, 

it is quite probable the author was aware of this and made the choice consciously. However, 

even if we accept the author’s premise that Mr Corbyn did not want to back the Remain 
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campaign but decided it was necessary, another construal, much less prejudicial, is perfectly 

possible. For example, the author might have chosen to represent this as a politician engaged 

in the process of party democracy and making the necessary compromises to represent the 

will of his party. Continuing the author’s pattern of attempting to characterise Mr Corbyn as 

disingenuous, the goal of this material process is the “MPs and spin-doctors” (DM2:S33). 

While the MPs are arguably relatively neutral as a group in this context, the same cannot be 

said of spin-doctors. As the Cambridge dictionary states, the term ‘spin doctor’ is directly 

related to hiding the reality of things, “someone whose job is to make ideas, events, etc. seem 

better than they really are, especially in politics” (Cambridge Dictionary (2018). The 

implication of the author is clear, he has surrendered to people who can’t be trusted to deliver 

an honest message to the people, therefore he is a weak and of disingenuous character. 

The author however does concede that Mr Corbyn has “principles” (DM2:S33) but only 

insofar as it was necessary for stating that he had “forsak[en]” (DM2:S33) them. To forsake 

is another process that adds to the apparent negative characterisation of Mr Corbyn. In this 

choice of process the author develops the drama of his characterisation of Mr Corbyn by the 

use of what many dictionaries, the Cambridge dictionary among them, classify as literary 

language (Cambridge Dictionary, 2018a).The Cambridge dictionary defines the meaning of 

‘forsake’ as, “to leave someone for ever, especially when they need you” (Cambridge 

Dictionary, 2018a), again, further reinforcing a negative characterisation of Mr Corbyn. 

“Forsaking” (DM2:S33) is a material, transformative, intentional process. In this clause his 

“principles” form the Goal. This process falls under the category that separates “processes 

that bring Goals into existence (creative) from those that are ‘done to’ existing Goals 

(transformative)” (Thompson, 2014, p96).  

In the final clause of excerpt 11 the author seems to make a logically inconsistent statement 

and his only apparent motive is to aim yet more criticism at Mr Corbyn. It seems in this 

clause that it is more important to criticise Mr Corbyn than it is to congratulate him for his 

support in their common cause. As previously noted, the author claims that Mr Corbyn is 

really a supporter of the Leave campaign but has “surrendered… forsaking his principles” 

(DM2:S33) to back the Remain campaign. The implied assumption of the author is that Mr 

Corbyn actively supports the idea of leaving the EU. If we assume that this meaning is 

factually accurate (despite no facts presented to support it) then both the author and Mr 

Corbyn support the idea of separating from the European Union. However, the author is 

unable to acknowledge this. Instead, the author follows the material process “to back” 

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/job
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/idea
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/event
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/seem
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/better
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/especially
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/politics
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/leave
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/ever
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/especially
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(DM2:S33) with the Circumstance of manner, subcategory, quality “(albeit halfheartedly)”. 

In this Circumstance the author is critical of ‘how’ Mr Corbyn backed the Remain campaign. 

The apparent criticism is that the author does not believe Mr Corbyn backed the Remain 

campaign with sufficient gusto and enthusiasm. Given that the author has already professed 

that he is committed to the opposite political goal, it seems illogical that he should care how 

Mr Corbyn pursued his political goals, unless it was about furthering the negative 

characterisation of Mr Corbyn. 

12. …[[ and today he [ Carrier] looks [ Pr: relational, attributive ]  as pathetically out of 

touch and unelectable as ever.[ Attribute ] ]] (DM2:S33) 

In this clause the author leaves the reader in no doubt of his antagonism towards Mr Corbyn 

as he uses a Behavioural process to construe his actions as he perceives them. However, 

rather than stating this as his opinion, he formulates it in a way that does not allow room for a 

contrary opinion to be held or presented. He states his opinion as fact. This Stance is 

articulated in the author’s Attitude and is realised through his lexico-grammatical choices 

(O’Halloran, 2006). “Pathetically out of touch and unelectable as ever” (DM2:S33) carry 

particularly strong and negative meanings, especially in the context of the preceding negative 

lexico-grammatical pattern. In the context of this clause ‘looks’ is a copula verb so therefore 

a relational process and might be set on a cline with ‘appears’ and has a similar but stronger 

meaning. The process ‘appears’ modulates the meaning slightly and suggests room for an 

alternative interpretation of Mr Corbyn’s behaviour. However, the process ‘looks’, does not 

allow for any such modulation and rather, acts as a statement of fact, stating, this is how Mr 

Corbyn intends to present himself. This clause represents the last time the author considers 

Mr Corbyn in this article. 

9.5 – The British Public – The voters 
13. [[ [ A TIME [Circumstance, location, temporal] TO PAY TRIBUTE [ Pr: material, 

intentional ] [ TO THE COURAGE AND WISDOM OF ]; THE PEOPLE 

[Beneficiary] ]]] ( DM2:S1) 

The author of this Daily Mail editorial (DM2) leaves us in no doubt of his / her enthusiasm 

for the outcome of the Brexit referendum. This excerpt forms the title of the article. As the 

title of the article, this clause’s significance is heightened from the perspective of the analyst. 

This heightened importance falls into several areas of interest. In non-SFG jargon this 

sentence can be seen to function as a topic sentence (Martin and Rose, 2007) and as such 
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functions to convey quickly and effectively the topic, perspective and direction of the text. In 

SFG this clause can be referred to as a hyper-Theme and as Martin and Rose explains “hyper-

Themes predict what each phase of discourse will be about” (Martin and Rose, 2007, p195). 

Given this fact, we might reasonably form expectations about how the text will unfold from 

this point. This section of the discourse is focused on the British voting public and in 

particular, praising them. The author takes a particularly positive view of the voters. This is 

strongly suggested by the positioning of this clause in the text (in addition to its more obvious 

literal content). The author has chosen to position this meaning in such a way as to frame 

(Goffman, 1974, Bateson, 1972,) how the reader receives and interprets the meanings that 

follow. To use a metaphorical expression, the reader is intended to ‘file’ the subsequent 

meanings that form this section of the discourse under this hyper-Theme (Martin, 1992, as 

quoted by Thompson, 2014, p176) as a heading. In SFG the technical jargon for this control 

of the organisation of information that facilitates the flow, is “periodicity” (Martin and Rose, 

2007, p187). This clause also has implications for the delivery of these meanings, as might be 

inferred from the metaphor of ‘file’. This clause introduces information that will be revisited 

in the information flow over this section of the discourse. The function of this clause 

therefore is to “give […] readers some idea about what to expect, fulfil […] those 

expectations, and then review […] them” (Martin and Rose, 2007, p188). The term 

periodicity captures the idea of the “regularity of information flow: the tendency for crests to 

form a regular pattern” (Martin and Rose, 2007, p189). These waves of information form 

predictable rhythms and this clause forms one of the peaks of information.  

At a rather basic level of analysis, but no less indicative of the author’s intention, the font that 

the clause is printed in might be noted. In contravention of the norms of English written 

language, this clause is written in full caps. This is arguably not exceptional to the world of 

newspaper headlines but nonetheless as any cursory review of the main stream printed media 

will support, not the norm. It is therefore a valid inference to draw from this fact that the 

author has deliberately chosen this format to emphasise his meaning. It might be considered 

the printed equivalent of raising one’s voice even. 

The next point that is worthy of note in this clause is the term “THE PEOPLE” (DM2:S1). 

The author does not distinguish between the Leave voters and the general population of 

England. The collective noun, “THE PEOPLE” (DM2:S1) is not nuanced at all. This clause, 

functioning as a hyper-Theme, does not specify what the binding common interest is that 

unites the group of people that the author is seeking to address. In other words, the author 
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assumes that the natural readership of this media platform will identify with this collective 

noun and understand it as relating to them. This assumption allows the author to be 

deliberately generic in his selection of his terms of address. For example, he could have 

specified that it was ‘time to pay tribute to the courage and wisdom of the leave voters’ or 

‘those that had the courage to vote leave’. The author has deliberately chosen to use the term 

“THE PEOPLE” (DM2:S1) because it suits his rhetorical purposes, which deliberately 

mispresents to the readership the extent to which the meanings that he seeks to convey, are 

shared by the wider British public. Indeed, in the first clause of the text, the author specifies 

that the tribute is to be paid to “the British people” (DM2:S2), but again, as becomes clear in 

the rest of the author’s text, the terms of address, “THE PEOPLE” (DM2:S1) and “the British 

people” (DM2:S2) are for the author’s purposes, synonymous with the Leave vote (see 

chapter 5). While no one would argue that the fraction of the population that makes up the 

Leave vote is insignificant, it hardly warrants being called “the British people” (DM2:S2).  

14. [[[ [[ [ What an awesome tribute to the British people. ] Day after day, month after 

month, [ Circumstance, extent, temporal ] voters [ Goal ] were bombarded [ Pr: 

material ] with hysterical threats and terrifying scares [ Range ] ]] [[ – everything the 

Government machine, the mainstream party leaders and the global political and 

financial elites [ Actors ] could throw [ Pr: material, intentional ] at them [Goal] ]] ]]]. 

(DM2:S2) 

This particular clause complex performs several functions in this text. As the second clause 

complex of text and the first of the main body of the text, it occupies an extremely important 

position in terms of the flow of information. The first phrase of the clause complex, despite 

beginning with a capital letter and finishing with a full stop, does not contain a verb, so 

therefore is not a sentence. However, the meaning the author seeks to mediate by this phrase, 

repeats the meaning initially stated in the headline, and this has a rhetorical effect through the 

technique of repetition. From a functional perspective, this phrase also performs the function 

of an exclamation with the effect of reinforcing the author’s initial meaning on the audience.  

The first part of this clause is constructed as a passive. The effect of this is to make the voters 

the Goal. The author has chosen this grammatical structure to emphasise the voters as a group 

as those acted upon. The author’s lexico-grammatical choices therefore reinforce the author’s 

meaning of the voters as being the target of actions performed by the elite (as a group). This 

has clear implications for the respective power relations between the two groups in the 
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author’s lexico-grammar. One group, the elite, has the power to act while the other, the 

voters, does not. 

The next point to consider is how the author presents the voters in this clause complex, which 

continues to conflate the separate groups, of the general electorate and the Leave voted. The 

author makes no distinction between these two separate but overlapping groups. The Leave 

voters are presented by the author’s lexico-grammar as analogous to the David in a David and 

Goliath scenario. This is a rhetorical stance adopted by the author, and the purpose of this, we 

may deduce, is to flatter the readership and confirm that they have made the right choice. The 

material process the author has selected for the first independent clause of this clause 

complex connotes with images of violence, and war even. “Bombarded”, as defined by the 

Oxford dictionary means, to “[a]ttack (a place or person) continuously with bombs, shells, or 

other missiles.” Alternatively, it may also mean “[s]ubject (someone) to a continuous flow of 

questions, criticisms, or information” (Oxford Dictionaries, 2018b). These alternate literal 

and the metaphorical definitions of the word “bombarded”, reveal the author’s intention 

behind this choice. In reinforcing the image of the Leave voter as the resilient patriot the 

author has deliberately selected vocabulary that connotes with images of physical struggle.  

Consider what the Leave voters have been bombarded with according to the author, 

“hysterical threats and terrifying scares” (DM2:S2). The author claims that the Leave voters 

were subjected to “hysterical threats”. The author does not specify what the threats were that 

the Leave voters were subjected to so it is impossible to evaluate the factual accuracy of his 

claim. However, from the context it might reasonably be presumed the author is referring to  

statements like the then Chancellor, George Osborne’s, prophesising economic catastrophe if 

the electorate vote to leave the EU, (The BBC, 2016d, The Guardian 2016). George 

Osbourne, a noted Remain voter, stated that the economy would suffer a 3-6% recession 

beginning immediately and lasting a year. While one might legitimately raise the question of 

why the man responsible for the well-being of the economy was willing to pronounce with 

such conviction that there was no doubt about an ensuing recession without any supporting 

evidence, it seems pure hyperbole on the part of the author to evaluate (Martin and Rose, 

2007) such predictions as hysterical. The author’s use of “terrifying scares” (DM2:S2) is 

likewise, non-specific and impossible to determine. It might be noted though that this type of 

language is so vague that it can be interpreted without contradiction in combination with the 

literal meaning of the material process bombard. 
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In conveying the meaning of the Leave voters as the oppressed but enlightened and resilient 

minority, the author uses the lexico-grammar of the clause complex to juxtapose two separate 

meanings in the independent and dependent clause. The first independent clause, contains the 

meaning that the Leave voters are under attack. We must infer it is the Leave voters that are 

under attack as the author does not separate between the Leave voters and the rest of the 

electorate. This clause conceals the agency of those responsible for the attack. However, the 

dependent clause reveals those responsible for ‘attacking’ the Leave voters namely the 

“political and financial elites” in addition to the “Government machine” (DM2:S2). 

Attributing agency (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014, Martin et al, 1997) to such actors within 

society contributes substantially to the meaning that the author is trying to convey; that is the 

meaning analogous to the scenario depicted in the story of David and Goliath. While the 

author makes no such overt comparison between the Leave voters and the David and Goliath 

story, the scenario and lexico-grammar strongly supports such an inference. 

In creating the meaning of the Goliaths of society seeking to force the Davids, which in this 

analogy would be the Brexiteers, to remain in the EU, the author is not consistent. 

15. [[[ [[ [ In a magnificent affirmation of national self-belief and character, ] their [ 

Sayer] resounding  message [ Verbiage ] to the elite [ Target ] was [ Pr: verbal ] :[[  

We [ Actor ] are fed up [ Pr: material ] ]] [[ with being disdained [ Pr: material ] ]] [[ 

and ignored [ Pr: material ] ]] [[ over the issues about which we [ Senser ] feel [ Pr: 

mental ] strongly. [ Circumstance, manner, quality] ]] ]]] (DM2:S9) 

In DM2:S9, the author refers to the Brexiteers as sending a “resounding message to the elite” 

(DM2:S9). This particular choice of lexico-grammar juxtaposes the meaning of society’s elite 

against everyone else who does not consider themselves to be a member of this numerically 

small but disproportionately influential group. From the author’s use of lexico-grammar the 

reader may infer that there is a homogeneity of the vote among the different classes that make 

up British society. This meaning is contradicted by a later claim made by the author. It should 

also be noted that the voters are depicted as Goal in the two non-finite clauses (“being 

disdained and ignored” (DM2:S9)) with “the elite” (DM2:S9) as implicit Actor. 

16. [[[ [[ [ Value ] Indeed, one of the most moving aspects of this victory for Britain is [ 

Pr: relational, identifying ] ]] [[ that it [ Actor ] showed [ Pr: material ]  no class divide 

in the Brexit camp [ Goal ] [ Token ] ]] ]]] (DM2:S15). 
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In the embedded clause of (DM2:S15), the author claims that there is “no class divide in the 

Brexit camp”. It is logically inconsistent to claim both that there is no class divide among the 

Brexit camp and that the elites of society wish to enforce a policy of remaining in the EU. By 

the author’s logic, in clause DM2:S15 there must necessarily be members of the elite of 

British society that favour leaving the EU. This is inconsistent with his claim in the clause 

complex DM2:S9 that there is agreement among the elites of British society about remaining 

in EU. The author’s claim is of course easily refuted. Boris Johnson, an Eton educated 

politician from a financially privileged background is one of the leaders of the Brexit camp. 

The leave voters in DM2:S9 are again praised by the author. The author continues with the 

rhetorical posture and meaning that were adopted from the second clause of the text regarding 

the Brexit camp as the underdogs. The author praises the Leave voters for their “affirmation 

of national self-belief and character” (DM2:S9). It is unclear what a “national self-belief” is 

actually. It might be a belief that is held nationally, in which case it does not make sense, 

since the Leave camp is in no way synonymous with the population of the UK, other than in 

the author’s rhetoric, or it might be a belief in a specific idea of national identity, which is no 

clearer, given that the separate nations of the UK have strong but different national identities. 

The purpose of this phrase seems to be to introduce the word national into the mind of the 

readership. Thereby, the author is trying to evoke and appeal to ideas of patriotism. In the 

context of the EU referendum, this connotes with ideas of identity and otherness. For 

example, there is the patriotic voter that supports the idea of an independent England and 

ideas of associated nationalism and then there is the Remain voter that does not. The author 

also introduces a patently false idea in this phrase as well, “national… character” (DM2:S9), 

that is the idea that being a member of the EU, is somehow inconsistent with or undermining 

the character Britain or the idea of ‘Britishness’.  

9.6 Social Structures  

9.7 The Economy 
17. [[[ [[ There were [ Pr: existential ] wild fluctuations [Existent] in the market yesterday 

morning ]] [[– as there were bound to be [ Pr: existential ] after such a momentous 

decision [Circumstance, location, temporal] ]] ]]] (DM2:S40). 

In clause DM2:S40, the author acknowledges that the referendum result caused problems in 

the economy. However, these problems are characterised as temporary and predictable by the 

author’s choices of lexico-grammar. In this clause the author chooses a structure that only 

allows one participant, the existential process (Thompson, 2014). This clause complex 
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contains an independent clause and a dependent clause both existential processes.  In the 

second clause however, the author elects to ellipt the Existent. Choosing this grammatical 

format allows the author to minimise the involvement of other participants and to 

acknowledge the problem with the economy while immediately introducing the qualifying 

reason for this event. This lexico-grammatical choice therefore is well suited to packaging the 

authors’ meanings and supporting its overall rhetorical purpose and “information flow” 

(Martin & Rose, 2007, p187). 

18. [[[ [[ And what happened [ Pr: material ] to Armageddon [Verbiage],]] [[so 

terrifyingly prophesied [ Pr: Verbal ] by the prime minister and the Chancellor? 

[Goal]  [Sayer] ]] ]]] (DM2:S39) 

In addressing the issue of the economy, the author seeks to refute the prediction and claim of 

a key government official and staunch remain campaigner and Cameron ally, George 

Osbourne. Osbourne, the then chancellor and minister responsible for the economy predicted 

that voting to leave the EU would result in an immediate recession (see page 98). An 

important detail of Osbourne’s prediction is that it was directed at the British electorate. He 

warns that the act of voting for Leaving the EU is akin to voting for a recession and among 

other things, unemployment. In this sense the Daily Mail’s claim that the Leave campaign 

stood against “the Government machine” (DM2:S2) is accurate. 

However, the author’s choice of lexico-grammar is revealing in this clause complex 

(DM2:S39). The author uses the process “prophesied” (DM2:S39) to describe the actions of 

Mr Osbourne. Prophecy connotes ideas of supernatural forces and even religious 

associations. If we compare the word ‘prophecy’ with the more neutral word ‘forecast’, the 

distinction in the nuance of meaning becomes clearer. Consider this word choice in 

combination with the object of the preceding clause, “Armageddon” (DM2:S39). This word 

has a strong religious connection and features in the Bible. It is most commonly used in a 

non-literal context but even so, this word connotes images of a titanic and final conflict 

between the opposing forces of good and evil (Oxford Dictionaries, 2018a). The overall 

meaning that the author is seeking to relate then is one that clearly characterises Mr Osbourne 

and Mr Cameron in a non-literal way. In keeping with the author’s rhetorical purposes, they 

seem to be described as one might expect Biblical prophets to be. While Mr Cameron and Mr 

Osbourne no doubt used their positions in government to push their individual political 
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agendas, the manner in which this was done is deliberately distorted and dramatised by the 

author’s lexico-grammatical choices.  

19. [[[ [[ Indeed, when the FTSE share index [ Actor ] closed [ Pr: material, 

transformative] yesterday [ Circumstance, extent, temporal],]] [[it [ Carrier ] was [ Pr: 

relative, attributive ] up on the week! [ Attribute ] ]] ]]] (DM2:S43) 

In this clause the author continues to make his point about the economy to the presumed 

readership. The assertion had been made by the Remain camp that voting to leave would 

result in an immediate recession. The author correctly points out that this prediction was 

incorrect. The “Actor” (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997, p103) of the first dependent 

clause, “the FTSE share index” (DM2:S43), is widely recognised and used as an indicator of 

the strength of the British economy. In combination with the “Attribute” (Thompson, 2014, 

p102) of the second and independent clause of the clause complex, the author seeks to 

establish the health of the economy and disprove the predictions of the Remain camp. 

9.8 – Boris Johnson and Michael Gove 
20. [[[ [[ Then there are [ Pr: existential ] the winners [ Existent ] – [among them Michael 

Gove,] ]] [[who [ Actor ] brought [ Pr: material, intentional, transformative ] high 

intelligence and discipline [ Goal ] to the Leave campaign [ Circumstance, Location, 

Spatial ] ]] ]]] (DM2:S34). 

The author’s consideration of Mr Gove is preceded by an existential clause. The author could 

have just said that Mr Gove is a winner, or among the winners. But the author uses an 

existential clause to stage the meaning that he is about to relate to the reader. As Thompson 

explains, the purpose of pre-positioning an existential clause before another has to do with 

the how the author presents information – “[w]e can thus see its function in terms of the 

writer staging the flow of information in the text” (2014, p111). This presentation of Mr 

Gove is extremely positive and consistent with the author’s previously stated positive view of 

the referendum result. As such, Mr Gove is presented almost as one of the champions of the 

Leave campaign. The author appraises him as (one of) “the winners” (DM2:S34) in the 

existential clause. The author then goes on to enhance his depiction of Mr Gove in the 

following material, intentional, transformative clause, using the metaphorical meaning of 

‘bringing’ something. This choice increases the sense of action therefore agency attributed to 

Mr Gove in the clause. The clause appraises Mr Gove with having “high intelligence and 



104 
 

discipline” (DM2:S34), both may be seen as very positive character traits to possess and 

therefore complimentary and positive appraisal by the author. 

21. [[[ [[ This paper [Actor]  would add [ Pr: material ] Boris Johnson [Goal] to the list [ 

Circumstance, location, spatial ] ]] [[ if it [Carrier] weren’t [ Pr: relational, attributive 

] for a queasy suspicion [Attribute] ]] [[ that he [Senser] knew [ Pr: mental, cognitive 

]] [[ he had everything ]] [[ to win [ Pr: material ] ]] [[ and nothing to lose, [ Pr: 

material ] ]] [[ by backing Brexit. [Circumstance, manner, quality] ]] ]]] (DM2:S36) 

In the first clause of this clause-complex the author mentions a list, the details of which are 

considered elsewhere in these results, but which generally covers political figures the author 

chooses to single out for particular praise. However, the significant point raised in this clause 

with regard to Mr Johnson, is that he is not on it. The author separates Mr Johnson from his 

general praise for the leading figures of the Leave campaign because of what the author 

alleges is self-interest, “he knew he had everything to gain and nothing to lose” (DM2:S36). 

The logic of this objection is unclear. While not necessarily commendable, it is certainly not 

uncommon that politicians and indeed the electorate pursue self-interest when deciding on 

their politics. However, the underlying logic of the author’s objection aside, it is clear that 

he/she takes a much less positive view of Mr Johnson given that he/she has chosen to 

separate him from the general praise and adulation bestowed upon other leading lights within 

the Leave campaign. 

22. [[ But he [Token] has been [ Pr: relational, identifying ] a huge asset to the out 

campaign [Value] … ]] (DM2:S37) 

Despite separating Boris Johnson from the general praise and adulation reserved for the other 

leading figures of the Leave campaign, the author does acknowledge his positive contribution 

to the Leave campaign. In this identifying relational clause, the author describes Mr Johnson 

in the Value as being “a huge asset” (DM2:S37). This complimentary appraisal however, is 

situated between two less complimentary clause-complexes. 

23. [[… conducting [ Pr: material, intentional ] himself [Goal] in a manner [ 

Circumstance, ]] [[ that [ Target ] could almost be described [ Pr: verbal ] as 

statesmanlike [ Matter ] ]] (DM2:S37). 

Despite receiving praise for his contribution to the Leave campaign, it is followed by this 

clause-complex. Clause (22) is positive and praises Mr Johnson for his participation, but the 
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appraisal he receives is not of the same calibre that was reserved for the other leading Leave 

figures identified earlier in the article (the writer made a point of exempting him from his 

list). Excerpt (23) implies that the writer finds that Mr Johnson’s behaviour is normally 

inappropriate for a man in his position. However, this is qualified by relating the meaning 

that during referendum campaign he has almost managed to behave in an appropriate manner 

for a man holding his office. It is notable in excerpt (23) that the writer does not actually 

directly credit Mr Johnson with “statesmanlike” behaviour. This assessment of Mr Johnson, 

while superficially complimentary belies a deeper critical appraisal of his character and 

behaviour. It suggests that the default mode of his behaviour is characterised by behaviour 

that is inappropriate. This comment is the closest the author gets in this article to giving a 

tangible reason for singling Mr Johnson out for muted and qualified praise for his role in the 

leave campaign. 

But while the author seems to have a dampened enthusiasm for Mr Johnson (as expressed in 

this article), he/she does finish his/her consideration of him on a positive note. 

24. [[[ [[ It [ Carrier ] will be [ Pr: relational, attributive ] surprising [ Attribute ] ]] [[ if he 

[ Actor ] doesn’t emerge [ Pr: material, transformative ] among the favourites [ 

Circumstance ] ]] [[ to succeed [ Pr: material ] Mr Cameron. [ Goal ] ]] ]]] (DM2:S38) 

In this clause-complex the author offers a positive prediction regarding Mr Johnson when 

evaluating the exit of Mr Cameron from his role as leader of the party. This might not 

necessarily be intended as positive appraisal of Mr Johnson though as it might just be seen as 

an honest reflection of the conservative political landscape. However, the fact that the author 

chooses to mention it at all and ends his/her consideration of Mr Johnson in this article in this 

way, lends itself to interpreting this clause-complex as a deliberately positive statement about 

Mr Johnson. 

9.9 – The Conservative Brexit Wing – (including but not limited to); Liam Fox, Iain 

Duncan Smith and Norman Tebbit. 
25. [[ Iain Duncan Smith, whose convictions [ Actor ] never wavered, [ Pr: material, 

transformational ] ]] (DM2:S34) 

This article does not list many Conservative MPs.  However, it does point to Iain Duncan 

Smith as worthy of special mention. The author uses the verb, “wavered” (DM2:S34) to 

signify the actions of Mr Duncan Smith. This verb however, commonly collocates with the 

modal adverb ‘never’ to form the material process, “never wavered” (DM2:S34). The 
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Merriam-Webster dictionary defines this intransitive verb as “to vacillate irresolutely 

between choices: fluctuate in opinion, allegiance, or direction” (Merriam Webster, 2018). 

The modal adverb “never” modifies the intransitive verb to signify the opposite meaning, 

resulting in the modified meaning of ‘one who never vacillated from the Leave campaign 

cause’. The author therefore, is clearly praising Mr Duncan Smith for his sustained and high 

profile support of the Leave campaign. 

9.10 - Leading Figures of the Leave Campaign Singled Out for Special Praise (including 

but not limited to, Nigel Farage). 
The author of the article selects a variety of figures from across the political landscape that 

he/she particularly wants to laud praise upon. As this quote shows, the praise is not restricted 

to just members of the Conservative party but rather extended to a broad political spectrum of 

Leave supporters. 

26. [[[ [[ [ Then there are [ Pr: existential ]  the winners ]] … [ Labour’s Gisela Stuart, the 

feisty Priti Patel, Nigel Farage ] ]] [[ (without whom neither the referendum nor 

Brexit [ Actor ] would have happened [ Pr: material, intentional, creative ]  and the 

extraordinarily eloquent Tory MEP, Daniel Hannan [ Actor ] [ Existent ] ]] ]]] 

(DM2:S34). 

The first clause and its relevance to this excerpt was considered in an earlier section on 

excerpt 20. In short, this clause acts as a platform from which to stage information (Halliday 

and Matthiessen, 2014, Thompson, 2014). The existential clause describes all of these 

political figures (26.) as having something in common, namely they are all “winners” 

(DM2:S34). The author reserves particular praise for Mr Farage. The author claims that 

without Mr Farage the referendum would never have happened. It is unclear as to the 

underlying logic the author has employed to reach this conclusion, however, the significance 

to this investigation is that it is highly likely that the author intends this proposition to be 

interpreted in a complimentary manner. The clause containing the author’s claim therefore, 

has been classified as a creative intentional material process due to the fact that the author 

credits Mr Farage with bringing into existence (Thompson, 2014) the referendum and Brexit. 

In a further indication of the author’s approval of the referendum and Brexit, the author 

appraises the Tory MEP, Daniel Hannan as being “extraordinarily eloquent” (DM2:S34). The 

adjective “eloquent” (DM2:S34) is, combined with the adverb “extraordinarily” (DM2:S34) 

contributes further to the praise in the author’s attitude. 
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27. [[[ [[ What [ Attribute ] all these courageous men and women [ Carrier ] have [ Pr: 

relational ] in common [Goal ] ]] [[ is [ Pr: relational, attributive ] that they put their 

country [ Attribute ]] [[ and passionately held [ Pr: mental, cognitive ] beliefs [ 

Phenomenon ] [ above any selfish consideration of personal advantage. ] ]] ]]] 

(DM2:S35) 

This clause-complex consists of three separate clauses. The author’s attitude towards this 

group of political figures is made immediately apparent by the prenominal adjective of the 

first clause. The word “courageous” (DM2:S35) is generally an extremely positive adjective. 

The word appears to be used metaphorically and also seems to provide an example of 

hyperbole. The basic claim that the author is making in this clause-complex can be 

summarised as ‘these people have sacrificed their personal advantage for their country and 

their principles’. This claim has to be viewed with a degree of scepticism it would seem. The 

author seems to raise these political figures to the equivalent stature of saints given his 

lexico-grammar. The author claims “that they put their country” (DM2:S35) first. This is 

presented as a fact by the author, whereas in fact it is an opinion. The lexico-grammar 

employed by the writer however, shows a particularly strong commitment to this Stance 

(O’Halloran, 2006) and text is constructed in such a way as to not allow the reader to 

negotiate this opinion, indeed, it obfuscates the very fact that it is an opinion. The second 

claim the author makes that supports the argument that author seems to raise these political 

figures to the equivalent stature of saints is that the author uses the adverb “passionately” 

(DM2:S35) to describe how these beliefs are held by these figures. To bring this into context, 

the author is describing politicians that wish to leave the EU. The issue of the EU is a 

complex and multi-faceted debate with both desirable and undesirable strands as it relates to a 

large proportion of the population. To feel ‘passionate’ about the belief of leaving the EU 

seems to be a gross over-simplification, and what is more, a belief that is void of any positive 

alternative content. The fourth and final phrase of this complex contains the proposition that 

they have done so before “any selfish consideration of personal advantage” (DM2:S35). The 

author is again presenting his opinion as fact and limiting the room for negotiation that the 

reader is allowed through his choice of lexico-grammar. This phrase has been constructed 

using the nominalisation “consideration” (DM2:S35). By nominalising the verb ‘consider’, 

the author is able to bring this meaning into the text as an already established “independent 

proposition” (Thompson, 2014, p 206). As Thompson explains, “nominalizations are 

propositions that are fully packaged as ‘things’” (Thompson, 2014, p206). This way of 
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introducing meanings into a text limits the readers’ ability to negotiate its status as a fact. The 

author uses this technique to enhance his presentation of these politicians as the paragons of 

selflessness. However, the argument presented in this clause complex appears to claim that 

these political figures would not gain personally from pursuing Brexit and this was due to 

their willingness to sacrifice their personal best interests. This interpretation of the author’s 

argument would seem to support the his/her elevating these figures to saint like level, as does 

the lexico-grammar he/she uses, but it also underlines the apparent lack of any sensible logic 

aimed at realising the best outcome. 

9.11 - Rendering the referendum; Brexit 
28. [[[ [[ BREXIT [ Token ] IS [ Pr: relational, identifying ] A BEACON OF HOPE FOR 

ALL EUROPE [ Value ] ]] ]]] (DM1:S1) 

This clause forms the “hyper-Theme” (Martin, 1992, as quoted by Thompson, 2014, p176) of 

the article (DM1). It forms the heading of the article and functions in a similar way to a 

“topic sentence” (Thompson, 2014, p176) in traditional grammar. The grammatical structure 

of an identifying clause sets up a relationship between the Value and the Token. The author is 

claiming therefore that “Brexit” (Token) should function as an example to be followed by 

others. The author goes further though and claims that this example also inspires hope in 

people across Europe. The author therefore is putting forward a specific interpretation of the 

perception of Europe. It is worth noting that this is not actually a fact but rather an opinion. 

However, the lexico-grammatical choices of the author do not allow space for the reader to 

negotiate any other position. 

29. [[[ [[ [ Not for the first time in our history, ] Britain [ Actor] has lit [ Pr: material, 

intentional, creative ] a beacon [ Goal ] ]] [[ to inspire [ Pr: material ] millions [ Goal ] 

across Europe [ Circumstance, location, spatial ] ]] [[ who feel [ Pr: mental ] 

ignored,]] [[ disdained]]  [[ and oppressed by ruling elites [ Phenomenon ]. ]] ]]] 

(DM1:S2) 

This clause-complex opens with a phrase. That acts as a staging platform from which the 

author can launch the main thrust of his meanings. The first two clauses repeat the meaning 

the author introduced in DM1:S1. The first phrase in this clause contains the proposition that 

‘Britain has inspired hope in millions before’. This vague assertion is never explained or 

followed up with any further supporting facts. The purpose of this phrase seems to be a 

rhetorical, insomuch that the author is trying to instigate a sense of pride and achievement in 
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the minds of a sympathetic readership. This phrase would appear to be trying to educe a sense 

of patriotism in some unnamed events from the target audience. The first clause does not 

have a literal meaning. The “beacon” (DM1:S2) the author refers to is metaphorical. A 

beacon is a source of light and as such, responsible for illuminating surroundings and hence is 

analogous to the edifying of people. The claim that the author makes in the second clause 

therefore, is that on learning of Britain leaving the EU, the reaction of many in Europe will be 

positive. The author seems to claim that not only will they support Britain leaving but they 

will see it as a liberation. This implied claim, contains the implicit proposition about the 

perception of the EU and its relationship to its citizens. 

The author’s claim is limited to just those in Europe “who feel ignored, disdained and 

oppressed”, (DM1:S2). It is reasonable to assume that one who feels like that about Europe, 

would indeed perceive being able to leave the European Union as a liberation. But the author 

provides evidence to support this claim or his/her assumed implied proposition that the 

majority of EU citizens feel like this. The final three clauses of this clause-complex are 

constructed in the passive. The group doing the “disdain[ing] and oppress[ing]” has been 

shifted to the end of the sentence. This delays the reader’s understanding of who is 

performing the action thereby possibly reducing the amount of focus the author wishes to 

give this group. It seems to be implied that these “ruling elites” (DM1:S2), based in the EU, 

are also foreign elites. In fact, as a right-wing newspaper and supporter of the Tory party, the 

Daily Mail is largely hostile to the issues relating to class struggle. It seems unlikely that this 

marks a change from this pattern. It is an open question therefore, as to whether the author is 

actually opposed to the fact that he perceives them as foreigners first, and elites second. The 

expression “ruling elites” (DM1:S2) could well be seen as code for foreigner or foreign elites. 

However, regardless of what the author is signifying pragmatically, the rhetorical purpose of 

this adverbial phrase is to set up the frame (Goffman, 1974) of ‘us and them’, fuelling a sense 

of division and discontent. 

9.12 Rendering the referendum; Brexit - the result 
30. [[[ [[ Indeed, those at home who [ Senser ] are nervous [ Pr: mental, cognitive ]  about 

Brexit [ Phenomenon ] ]] [[ should take heart [ Pr: mental, emotive ] from the joyful 

reaction of countless EU citizens [Circumstance] ]] [[ who yearn to follow [ Pr: 

mental, emotive ] our example [ Phenomenon ] ]] ]]] (DM1:S3). 

In the first phrase, the author addresses the issue of how the referendum result should be 

viewed by those who did not support the leave campaign. The author acknowledges in this 
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phrase that not all of the British electorate voted to leave the EU though without recognising 

that a sizable proportion of the electorate are actively opposed to leaving the EU. The author 

only addresses those in the UK “who are nervous” (DM1:S3). This choice of lexico-grammar 

seems to set up an equivalence between those “who are nervous” (DM1:S3) about leaving the 

EU, and the more obvious and well documented group that actively supported the Remain 

campaign. This equivalence allows the author to obfuscate on the problem of opposition to 

the result of the referendum and therefore the solution to the problem. As a consequence, the 

author is able to circumvent the issue of the reasonable arguments and objections to the 

Leave campaign. In the second clause the author tells those “who are nervous” to “take heart” 

(DM1:S3). This superficial attempt to acknowledge the objections of those who do not 

enthusiastically embrace the author’s political goals regarding Brexit, is difficult to 

understand as being seriously intended. In its metaphorical sense, as it is used by the author in 

clause two, the word “heart” connotes with the concept of courage or conversely cowardice. 

This choice of lexcio-grammar seems to be deliberately implying that those who do not 

embrace the author’s political interpretation of the Brexit result, do so because they are not 

brave enough to do so. The author has implicitly introduced a logical falsehood by “the 

presentation of only two alternatives where others exist”. This technique is known as “the 

fallacy bifurcation” (Pirie, 2006, p19). The author’s choice of lexico-grammar therefore 

attempts to shift the discussion about leaving the EU away from one that recognises and 

considers reasonable and rational arguments against leaving the EU, to one that does not. 

Instead, the author’s choice of lexico-grammar implies that the issue with those objecting to 

his political agenda is not based in reason but rather, in bravery or courage. This seems to fit 

with the wider rhetorical strategy of the article, in appealing to an emotive sense of patriotic 

identity, rather than a detached and rational argument based in fact.  

The final and related claims made by the author, are that the citizens of the EU reacted 

“joyful[ly]” and that they “yearn to follow our example” (DM1:S3). The author again 

chooses to use an emotive mental process, establishing a pattern in this clause-complex 

(Thompson, 2014). The author does not substantiate this claim with any evidence or support 

it with any other source. While it is not impossible to envisage that a small number of EU 

citizens reacted joyfully to the news that Britain was leaving the EU and that as a result felt 

inspired to do the same, it is extremely difficult to credit that the number of EU citizens who 

felt this way was “countless” (DM1:S3).  
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31. [[[ [[ [ From the Atlantic to the Aegean, ] they [ Senser ] have endured [ Pr: mental, 

cognitive ] the same frustrations and anxieties [ Phenomenon ] ]] [[ – the sense of 

impotence [ Actor ] to run [ Pr: material, intentional, transformative ] their affairs [ 

Goal ] ]] [[ and control [ Pr: material, intentional ] mass migration [ Goal ]. ]] ]]] 

(DM1:S4) 

In this clause the author can be seen to develop his/her characterisation of the EU as a 

monolithic, unresponsive and oppressive force. The clause-complex begins with a phrase. 

The phrase uses literary language or techniques to describe the geographical extent of the EU. 

In particular the author uses alliteration. The lexico-grammatical choices the author makes in 

this phrase suggest that he has prioritised rhetorical effect, over precise and specific language. 

The first clause contains a cognitive mental process and signifies the mental process of 

tolerating something. This lexical choice obviously casts the EU in a very negative light. 

The object of the clause “frustrations and anxieties”, is modified by the adjective (the) 

“same” (DM1:S4). This pre-modifying adjective actually sets up an implied ellipted 

comparative. The lexico-grammatical choices of this clause contain the hidden proposition 

that ‘the population of the EU has collectively experienced life within the EU as a frustration 

and an anxiety, and as something which one had to endure. This is an implied assumption at 

best and not something for which the author offers any supporting evidence. The most 

apparent reason for its inclusion in this phrase seems to be as an appeal to a presumed 

audience, informing them that others feel the same as they do, (despite this being false) thus 

allowing the author to encourage his readership to feel the same way. 

In the second clause the author seems to be using language that would provoke an emotional 

reaction in someone who was of a patriotic mindset (which is quite likely given the Daily 

Mail is a right-wing newspaper). On the one hand the author is appealing to a sense of 

solidarity across Europe but on the other hand he/she is implying that the governing 

structures of Europe are unresponsive and authoritarian. The appeal to solidarity therefore is 

addressed to the individual citizens (and the presumption that they are disgruntled) rather 

than the consenting governing establishment of Europe. The clause “the sense of impotence 

to run their own affairs” uses the third person possessive determiner “their”, thus meaning 

that the author is referring to the nations that constitute Europe collectively. He is therefore 

invoking their individual senses of nationalism. However, given that the target readership is 

British, the author is using this grammatical structure to invoke British nationalism indirectly. 
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The use of the third person creates a distance between the presumed audience and the 

supposed affront that they should share in, as being described as experiencing a “sense of 

impotence” (DM1:S4). This lexico-grammatical structure allows the author to avoid making 

the claim that the British government is unable to “run their affairs” (DM1:S4) directly, while 

still strongly implying this to be the case. However, at no point does the author specify the 

state that he/she is specifically referring to. This must be inferred from the context. Rather, 

this particular structure, given its presumed audience suggests an appeal to nationalism by 

deliberately provoking the reader with the idea that the EU prevents countries from “run[ing] 

their affairs” (DM1:S4). 

The third and final clause of this clause complex, “control mass immigration”, (DM1:S4) also 

seems to be calculated to appeal to the fears of the presumed readership. In the post 2008 

financial crash political climate and the following economic slump, including the politics of 

austerity, there was a need to answer the question in society, “who was to blame?” Part of the 

British government’s response was to shift the focus onto immigration. The then home 

secretary and now prime minister Theresa May (at time of writing), fronted a specific 

government policy to this end, to “create a hostile environment for immigrants” (The 

Guardian, 2013). The clause “control mass immigration” (DM1:S4) implies that the 

government are not in control of immigration. This clause then, building on the sense of 

nationalism invoked in the previous clause, can be seen in the context of a highly politicised 

nationalistic distraction from the economic woes of the post financial crash and the Tory 

party’s subsequent management of the economy. The nationalistic and xenophobic appeal by 

the author that this clause represents certainly formed part of the national debate in the UK 

press and therefore contributed (both positively and negatively, from the perspective of the 

individual voter) to electorates thinking on the referendum result. 

32. [[… these disenfranchised millions [ Goal ] were told [ Pr: material, intentional ] ]] 

(DM1:S9) 

In this clause we find a material process (Thompson, 2014) in a short passive construction 

(O’Halloran, 2005) and further evidence of the author’s appeal to the solidarity of what he 

characterises as the “disenfranchised millions” in the Goal (DM1:S9), referring to the citizens 

of the EU. In the two preceding clause-complexes the author supports this claim with a 

statement to the effect that polls show that a majority in Greece, France, Spain, Italy and 

Hungary want to “pull out of the EU” (DM1:S5). While in Sweden, Netherlands and 
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Germany 40% of their respective populations wanted to leave. This clause seems to function 

to legitimise the author’s appeal to the audience’s nationalism and xenophobia by informing 

the reader that people from other nations across the EU feel a similar way. It is the EU that is 

oppressing them. 

9.13 Rendering the referendum; the impending consequences of the Referendum/ 

Brexit 
33. [[[ [[ How, then, does [ Pr: verbal ] he [ Sayer ] explain [ Pr: verbal ] ]] [[ why the 

FTSE index is [ Pr: relational, attributive ] back at pre-referendum levels? [ Attribute ] 

]] ]]] (DM1:S18) 

Much of the debate around Brexit and the impending consequences of the referendum result 

centred around the prospects for the UK economy. The author appears to take a somewhat 

combative stance to the consequences of the referendum in this article. In this clause-complex 

the author uses a rhetorical question to make a statement about the economy. The author is 

implicitly arguing against the Remain campaign and particularly those elements in the 

establishment and government that equated a vote for leave with the economic ruin of the 

country (The Guardian, 2016) but more specifically against the then Dutch prime minister 

(Mark Rutte) who spoke disparagingly about the UK post-referendum economic prospects.  

34. [[[ [[ And why have [ Pr: verbal ] Land Rover, Rolls Royce, Toyota and Dixons all [ 

Sayer ]  declared [ Pr: verbal ] their full confidence [ Verbiage ] [ in the UK’s future?[ 

Circumstance, location, temporal ] ]] ]]] (DM1:S19) 

In this clause-complex, the author uses another rhetorical question to make a statement about 

the consequences of the referendum vote. Again, the author is implicitly arguing against the 

Remain camps argument of economic ruin. With regards to the impending consequences of 

the referendum, the author is using this clause to make the point that many large company’s 

presence in the UK is not in question. Their contribution to the economy of the UK and 

therefore the general health of the UK economy will not suffer as a consequence of Brexit. 

35. [[[ [[ Indeed, when the FTSE share index [ Actor ] closed [ Pr: material, 

transformative ] yesterday [Circumstance, location, temporal ] ]] [[ it [ Carrier ] was [ 

Pr: relational, attributive ] up on the week! [ Circumstance, location temporal ] ]] ]]] 

(DM2:S43) 

In this clause-complex the author continues his rebuttal of the Remain camp’s argument that 

the consequence of Brexit would result in hardship and economic decline for the UK. This 
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clause is intended to directly refute Mr Osbourne’s claim that the consequence of a vote to 

Leave in the referendum would lead to a “DIY recession” (The Telegraph, 2016a). The 

author uses a material transformative process (Thompson, 2014) in a non-transitive verb to 

construe the action of the UK financial market’s closing after the referendum. The second 

clause begins with a cataphoric (Thompson 2014) ‘it’ acting as the Carrier in a relational 

attributive process (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997). The author uses this format to 

construe the information that the UK stock markets have behaved contrary to the Remain 

camp’s (including the Bank of England) claim, that the economy would suffer. 

36. [[[ [[ France [ Sayer ] has said [ Pr: verbal ] ]] [[ the once non-negotiable free 

movement of people [ Carrier ] has suddenly become [ Pr: relational, attribute ] 

negotiable [ Attribute ] ]] ]]]. (DM1:20) 

This clause-complex uses a verbal clause to project a relational clause and the second clause 

contains the “meaning of the speaker represented in the projecting clause” (Martin, 

Matthiessen and Painter, 1997, p172). “France” is used in a metaphorical sense to refer to 

those in power speaking on behalf of France. As such, the Sayer of the verbal process is a 

“symbolic source” (Martin, Matthiessen and Painter, 1997, p108). The author appears to be 

trying to claim that the EU and in particular France is not consistent in their position and 

implying therefore that the consequences of the referendum have contributed to France’s new 

negotiating position. The reality however is much more difficult to discern. The EU’s 

position as of the date of writing is that the free movement of people is not negotiable as a 

member of the EU and in the lack of any specific evidence cited by the author it is near 

impossible to verify if there is a factual basis to this claim by the author. 

37. [[[ [[ … our partners [ Senser ]…  know [ Pr: mental, cognitive] ]] [[ how heavily they 

[Actor] depend on [Pr: material, intentional ]  British markets, [ Goal ] ]] [[ and how 

strongly it [ Carrier ] is [ Pr: relational, attributive ] in their own interests [ Attribute ] 

]] [[ to reach [ Pr: material, transformative, intentional ] an amicable deal [ Goal ] ]] [[ 

that will profit [ Pr: material, transformative ] us all. [ Goal ] ]] ]]] (DM1:S44) 

In this clause-complex the author takes a slightly different tack to his implicit rebuttals of the 

Leave camp’s economic catastrophe arguments presenting the author presents the idea of co-

dependency and mutual benefit. This clause-complex carries a less confrontational tone and a 

more accommodating attitude. The author states in the first and second clauses that “they” 

(DM2:S44) (the EU) are aware that they rely on access to the UK market, in a similar way to 
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how the UK relies on access to the EU markets. The author argues in this clause-complex for 

“an amicable deal” (DM2:S44) and in doing so uses “profit” (DM2:S44) as a verb. “Profit” 

(DM2:S44) in this clause constitutes a material transformative process (Thompson, 2014, 

Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014). The choice of the word ‘profit’ is significant as it reinforces 

the purpose of the agreement. The agreement that the author is seeking with the EU relates to 

trade and the exchange of money. The term ‘profit’ here, functions both literally in the sense 

of money generated and metaphorically in the sense of mutual benefit. 
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10. Discussion 
As previously noted, the discussion of the results will compare political figures, events, 

projections and consequences, in addition to considerations of societal structures from each 

of these newspapers’ editorial articles. The structure of the discussion will follow that of the 

results section of both The Guardian and Daily Mail sections. While there is no set method or 

way of actually doing CDA, the structure of the discussion itself will approximately reflect 

the theoretical framework suggested by Fairclough for Critical Discourse Analysis (2001). 

The discussion therefore will have three dimensions, namely “description of the text, 

interpretation of the relationship between text and interaction and explanation of the 

relationship between interaction and social context” (Fairclough, 2001, p91). 

10.1 David Cameron 
The presentation of Mr Cameron by these two different media outlets at a superficial level 

seems to be remarkably similar, in that he does not receive a favourable review by either 

platform and his popularity is not immediately obvious in either newspaper. But on closer 

analysis, it is clear that despite his apparent lack of obvious popularity in both editorials, it 

emerges that this due to a considerable extent to the different embedded competing 

ideologically driven narratives that form the models, driving the attitudes and values present 

in these two competing versions of reality (Wodak, 1968). For example, taking the Daily 

Mail article first, if we consider the issue of who or which group has control of the formation 

of this article and therefore the contribution to the discourse, (Fairclough, 2001) then certain 

things become apparent. One technique that enables us to do this, as Charteris-Black (2014) 

recommends, is to ask the question, whose voice are we hearing? The results show that the 

Daily Mail seems to take a right-wing establishment perspective to David Cameron, despite 

being somewhat critical of him in a limited way. This is in evidence by the author’s strategy 

of criticism as it is developed in this article (DM2). The author is aware that the presumed 

target audience of the Daily Mail are also supporters of the Conservative party, of which Mr 

Cameron was the leader (2010-2016). It would be reasonable to assume that the author is also 

aware of the political leanings of a large section of the Daily Mail readership and therefore, 

from this we may deduce made a conscious decision to avoid alienating them. The author 

does this by adopting a strategy of deflection, avoidance and non-confrontation. This is 

achieved by using an idea from creative writing as a metaphor, namely the theatrical concept 

of the tragedy in which a comparison is implicitly drawn between Mr Cameron and the heroic 

figure. As Aristotle explains, a heroic figure should be “a man who is not eminently good and 
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just, yet whose misfortune is brought about not by vice or depravity, but by some error or 

frailty. He must be one who is highly renowned and prosperous” (Stevenson, 1994-2000). 

This acts as a figurative model on which the author builds his characterisation of Mr 

Cameron and eventually his criticism of him. In terms of the flow of information, first the 

author praises Mr Cameron, giving examples of his achievements during his premiership 

(DM2:S20). In fact, the author of Daily Mail article cannot or does not, find fault with Mr 

Cameron at all, until we come to the issue of the referendum and Brexit. In identifying the 

character of the voice that is speaking, political ideology is apparent from the writer’s attitude 

and grammatical choices. For example, the nominal group “the great banking crisis” 

(DM2:S20) removes all agency and therefore responsibility for the actions and decisions of 

the bankers and the associated finance industry. The “experiential value” (Fairclough 2001, 

p94) of the author’s choice seems to reflect the embedded right-wing neoliberal ideology that 

is woven into this article. Let us consider, for a moment, possible alternative wordings at the 

text level (Fairclough, 2001), for example, ‘the 2008 crash’. The term ‘the 2008 crash’, is 

quite a common noun phrase used to describe the financial collapse of 2008, (as is ‘the 

financial collapse of 2008’). Both of these alternative wordings use particular metaphorical 

models to construe the events of 2008. While the phrase ‘the 2008 crash’ does not explicitly 

make clear who is performing the action, it is implicit in this choice of wording. If we ask 

ourselves the question, ‘what crashed?’, then the answer is clear, first the banks, then the 

economy. The economic failure of the financial institutions is construed as a metaphorical 

crash, which means the experiential value of this phraseology makes an analogy between the 

economic failure of the financial sector and an object crashing. This way of construing the 

collapse of the financial sector involves relating a quite vivid image that also contains 

implicit violent destruction within its choice of words. Alternatively, the phrase, ‘the 

financial collapse of 2008’, also contains a metaphor at the core of its experiential value 

(Fairclough, 2001). The metaphor here is of something collapsing, arguably, the most 

obvious image that one might have of something collapsing would be a building. Clearly, the 

buildings containing the financial sector are not the objects that this phrasing refers to, as the 

objects which have collapsed. This metaphorical meaning, similarly to the meaning above, 

relates a vivid and possibly implicitly violent image of the failure of the financial sector.  

Again, still focusing on what Fairclough refers to as the “description of the text” (2001, p91), 

the actual phrase the author chooses to construe this event is “the great banking crisis” 

(DM2:S20). This choice of words to construct the noun phrase that refers to the events of 
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2008 seems arguably to sanitise and otherwise erase the gravity of these events and the 

consequences of them to the UK. The word “crisis” (DM2:S20) does not carry the same vivid 

and implicitly violent metaphorical images of the popular alternative wordings considered 

above, such as ‘collapse’ and ‘crash’. As previously mentioned, this lexico-grammatical 

choice conceals the agency of the banks in causing the economic collapse of 2008 and what 

we find instead, is the prepositioning of the adjective banking rather assigns ownership of the 

crisis. Further analysing the word choice of the author, if we ask ‘what type of banking crisis 

was it?’, we get the answer, “great” (DM2:S20). The author’s choice of the word “great” 

seems marked in this context. Depending on its context, great can have many meanings, but 

the one that seems to be the most obvious meaning in this context, refers to its extent or size 

(Oxford Dictionaries, 2018g). What is notable about this word choice is that it does not 

connote any negative meaning, that is to say, the author’s word choice contains no negative 

appraisal (Martin and Rose, 2007) of the financial failure of 2008. This apparent absence of 

the lack of any attributing of negative quality or characteristics to this event, in fact, arguably, 

through the use of the word great, quite the opposite, leads the critical reader to suppose that 

such a word choice by the author has been made for ideological reasons. The author has 

deliberately avoided less convenient word choices to a pro right-wing, pro-establishment and 

pro status quo ideology, the purpose of which, as Wodak argues, “is to create and propagate a 

secondary reality” (1989, p140). The construal of the financial collapse in 2008 by the 

author’s lexico-grammatical choices, constitutes then an artifice of the subtle operation of 

power within this text by ideological means. The creation of an alternative representation of 

the financial crash of 2008 avoids reminding the readership of who instigated the collapse of 

the banking sector. In terms of identifying who is speaking, the voice of the author is clearly 

aligning with the financial elites of society through the experiential value of his word choices, 

while in other places in the article setting up an oppositional attitude to the elites of Europe 

(DM2:S24). The author’s choice of lexico-grammar, insomuch as it removes agency, 

responsibility and ideologically inconvenient metaphorical constructions, while also 

reflecting a wider pattern of language usage from the Daily Mail, arguably contributes to a 

form of “mind control” (van Dijk, 1995, p21). It could therefore be argued that this would 

constitute an apparently illegitimate use of language (Charteris-Black, 2014) by the 

construction of the view of a significant event in recent history from a perspective favourable 

to the elite interests that control the financial industry and have privileged access to this 

media platform, while simultaneously denying access to the voices that are more typical of 

their readership demographic. 
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The lexico-grammatical choices of the author in constructing the phrase “the great banking 

crisis” (DM2:S20) would seem to be deliberate and form part of a strategy to minimise or 

avoid any real consideration of what is clearly part of an on-going debate and not part of 

economic common-sense, as the author tries to make it appear. As Fairclough notes, this type 

of lexico-grammatical choice regarding controversial events or concepts are made as part of 

an “ideological struggle” (2001, p95). While the bankers and finance industry are fairly 

content with how the government dealt with the financial crash of 2008, it is reasonable to 

assume that the average citizen of the UK is less content. The proportion of the UK’s wealth 

that was required to bail out the banks was considerable and the Tory government’s policy of 

austerity in the post-crash world only added to the falling standards of living in the UK. New 

research shows that standards of living generally in the UK will continue to fall (valid at the 

time of writing) and are at their lowest since the 1950’s (The Independent, 2017a). The 

author, therefore, is speaking with an establishment right-wing voice, and not the voice of the 

average person (in terms of being financially representative), such as it is reasonable to 

suppose, form the majority of the Daily Mail purchasing demographic. This voice represents 

a grammatical choice that reflects the ideology embedded within the text by a writer who 

seeks to avoid discussions that point to the consideration of the distribution of wealth within 

society and the avoidance of such considerations is implicitly in support of the status quo.  

The strategy of avoiding confrontation with the political beliefs of the presumed readership 

by framing the consideration of Mr Cameron as analogous to a tragedy is an attempt to 

position the reader in such a way as they are willing to accept that the author approves of 

Tory party politics represented by Mr Cameron generally, but does not agree with the official 

party line on the issue of Brexit specifically. This has the effect of legitimising, encouraging 

and accepting the choice to vote for the Leave campaign while still maintaining perceived 

loyalty to the Tory party ethos, if not to the official policy. What is more, the author asserts 

that the official Tory party line on Brexit is a mistake, which one might infer from the his/her 

statement about “a misjudgement about people and some of the great issues of our time” 

(DM2:S21-22). This willingness to compliment and praise the general direction of the Tory 

government again suggests that the author is ideologically aligned with the Tory party and 

sees the decision on Brexit as an aberration from that line and even, a mistake (DM2:S21-22). 

However, the editorial does not criticise the politics of the Tory party generally, nor does it 

hold the Tory party responsible for the decision to support the Remain campaign. The author 

singles out Mr Cameron as the one who has made “terrible misjudgements” (DM2:S21-22), 
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and the reason he has made these misjudgements is because he “[l]ack[s]… any detectable 

convictions” (DM2:S21-22). However, using the image of the tragedy, the author softens the 

criticism of Mr Cameron in two ways, the first by appealing to a classical model and much 

respected genre of writing, culture and society, and the second by implying that it is not his 

fault. In the classical model of tragedy, the hero is doomed to his fate by a particular facet of 

his character. As the author of the Daily Mail article explains, Mr Cameron, “was fatally 

flawed” (DM2:S21-22). These structures, strategies and techniques employed by the writer 

suggest that the author has expended a great deal of effort to accommodate the political views 

and sentiments of the reader, while at the same time doing everything he or she can to win 

them over or maintain their sympathies at least, and reaffirm their Leave campaign 

convictions, in this article. These observations of the treatment of Mr Cameron, the Tory 

party political line and the Brexit referendum reveal that the language employed, or possibly 

deployed by the author, is ideologically loaded with a pro-Tory, pro-establishment, pro-status 

quo attitude and stance (O’Halloran, 2006) that is evident to a significant degree in the Daily 

Mail editorials. 

If we compare the strategy of the Daily Mail writer to that of the Guardian, while recalling 

that both articles seem to adopt the same superficially ostensibly critical attitude towards Mr 

Cameron, it emerges that the two writers’ strategies are in fact, quite different. As has been 

shown by close analysis of the strategy employed by the Daily Mail and their consideration 

of Mr Cameron, the author consistently made choices to accommodate the presumed 

readerships pro-Tory politics and to separate these from the issue of Brexit. The author of 

The Guardian editorial takes a more direct approach. Following Fairclough’s suggested 

format for structuring a critical linguistic discussion of these articles, this more direct 

approach begins to reveal itself at the textual level. As Fairclough notes, “what is 

ideologically significant about [the] text is its vocabulary” (2001, p94).  

Close analysis of The Guardian results seems to show a much more confrontational pattern of 

language. The reason for this comparatively more confrontational approach seems to lie in 

the different underlying patterns of ideology. The readership of the Daily Mail is known to be 

quite right wing and largely conservative in their politics. The readership of The Guardian 

however is known to be more liberal minded and made up of centre to centre left voters. This 

means that the Daily Mail has a greater need to adopt a strategy of accommodation and 

avoidance than of The Guardian. The Guardian is far less likely to alienate their natural 

readership through being critical of Mr Cameron and the Tory party political line. For 
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example, taking the first clause-complex from the results G1:S2. The author begins with the 

statement that “[a] prime minister is gone” (G1:S2). This statement is the first clause of the 

clause-complex and as such occupies an important position within the article. The author 

doesn’t soften his approach to the issue of Mr Cameron’s departure from the prime minister’s 

office and arguably, becomes even more confrontational on the issue. If we make a direct 

comparison between this approach to Mr Cameron’s departure and how it is covered in the 

Daily Mail (DM2:S19), the degree of difference in the two approaches becomes apparent. 

The Daily Mail can be seen to almost romanticise his departure, using the metaphor of a 

tragedy (Fairclough, 2001), making Mr Cameron analogous to a tragic hero, complimenting 

him in everything other than his decision to back the Leave campaign. In comparison, the 

author of The Guardian does none of this and states quite simply, that he “is gone” (G1:S2). 

This stylistic choice by The Guardian’s author suggests that he is not afraid of alienating his 

readership in taking such a direct approach and does not require the elaborate strategy 

employed by the Daily Mail author. Furthermore, as previously covered in the results, the 

author uses a negative pragmatic lexico-grammatical construction to identify Mr Cameron, an 

indefinite article, in a passive, intransitive clause which is immediately followed by a 

comparative coordinating clause, the purpose of which is to contrast Mr Cameron’s departure 

to the perceived economic problems resulting from Britain’s departure from the European 

Union. In asking why the author chooses these lexico-grammatical features and not other 

equally feasible alternatives (Charteris-Black, 2014), it can be shown that they serve a similar 

ideological purpose. All of these choices point in the direction of minimising the importance 

of Mr Cameron personally as part of the solution to the post referendum reality (G2:S17). 

Analysis of the results focusing on the material processes shows that Mr Cameron is 

consistently either the Actor or the Goal in processes in which he is negatively portrayed. 

Likewise, when he is construed as the Sayer of a verbal process, the process is negative and 

describes only what he cannot do. In short, the vast majority of processes in these texts 

negatively construe the action (or as it may be, the lack of effective action) of Mr Cameron. 

Mr Cameron therefore is largely characterised by the author’s lexico-grammatical choices as 

a weak, “broken” (G1:S16) and a “failure” (G1:S17). His agency and ability to act upon the 

world is grammatically limited, all of which points to the underlying ideology sympathetic to 

the Remain camp and hostile to those that called the referendum as a solution to their own 

party political problems, in addition to the Leave camp more generally. So, while Mr 

Cameron was ostensibly one of the leading figures of the Remain camp, he was also the 

reason for the referendum, for reasons of his own party political convenience. While The 
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Guardian is clearly ideologically opposed to the results of the referendum, they also appear 

ideologically hostile to Mr Cameron as the politician responsible for the referendum in the 

first place. In briefly examining the voice of who is speaking in The Guardian editorials, it 

may be seen that the pattern of lexico-grammatical choices, information organisation and 

textual structure, seem to enact a more ideologically oppositional, uncompromisingly critical 

attitude to Mr Cameron. Taken in combination with the lack of any obviously apparent 

“strateg[y] of avoidance” (Fairclough, 2001, p97), such as was in evidence in the Daily Mail 

(DM2:S19), it would suggest that the voice in the article is not ideologically sympathetic, to 

the Tory party politics, values and Mr Cameron, and in places, quite the reverse, it is openly 

antagonistic. 

10.2 Jeremy Corbyn 
There is very little to say about Mr Corbyn and The Guardian, other than that he is noticeably 

absent in the texts considered. It would appear that the author of The Guardian editorials did 

not think he was a significant enough figure in the referendum to warrant mentioning. 

However, as a general observation it might be noted that the construction of a text from a 

particular perspective will either be strengthened or weakened by the inclusion or exclusion 

of particular individuals. From the perspective of The Guardian, which adopted a pro-Remain 

stance in the referendum campaigns, Jeremy Corbyn contributes little to the ideological thrust 

of their editorials. They appear to be more focused on those in power, such as Mr Cameron 

and the Tory party, implicitly minimising the importance of Mr Corbyn to the referendum 

result; (this could also be researched further by using a larger sample containing more 

editorials from the same period). The Daily Mail however does consider Mr Corbyn. While 

the consideration of Mr Corbyn is relatively brief it is uncompromisingly negative in 

character. In excerpt 10 (in chapter 9) the author can be seen to try to develop a strategy for 

feigning concern for Mr Corbyn’s welfare. This concern is quite transparent as a vehicle for 

mounting a sustained criticism of Mr Corbyn. The Daily Mail suggests in this excerpt that he 

might well have positioned himself for acceding to the office of prime minister. However, 

there are several factors that suggest that concern for Mr Corbyn’s political well-being are not 

his real concern. The author identifies Mr Corbyn not by his name but by his political 

position, distancing him from the Daily Mail readership and requiring them to recall that he is 

the leader of the opposition political party and also antagonistic to the Leave campaign. 

However, the Daily Mail author makes the claim in excerpt 10 that Mr Corbyn actually wants 

to leave the EU and that despite this he campaigned to remain. This first claim serves as the 
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basis for the author’s second claim that Mr Corbyn has “forsak[en] his principles” 

(DN2:S33). The Daily Mail’s portrayal of Mr Corbyn therefore is overwhelmingly negative 

in tone. Analysis of the results shows for example, that when Mr Corbyn is the Actor of a 

material process, the action he is involved in is of a negative character, such as surrendering, 

forsaking or being untrue. Where this is not the case the material process is constructed in a 

conditional modal structure that has the effect of lamenting what might have been. The 

choice of a modal material process in this context such as “had stayed true” or “could have 

reconnected” (DN2:S32) seems to be ideologically motivated (Fairclough, 2001). Implicitly, 

it would seem that the Daily Mail author attributes the quality of cowardice to Mr Corbyn, as 

this clearly connotes with his grammatical actions of surrendering. It would certainly seem 

that there are ideological reasons behind the author’s selection of these processes (Fairclough, 

2001) as the voice present in the editorials consistently “structur[es] beliefs from a particular 

perspective” (Conboy, 2007, p105). 

10.3 Nigel Farage 
Nigel Farage is afforded a brief mention in both the Daily Mail and The Guardian, however 

the contrasting ways in which he is construed within these texts is telling of the different 

ideological positions adopted by their respective authors. The consideration of Mr Farage in 

the Daily Mail is unambiguously positive in character. For example, the presentation of Mr 

Farage to the readership is prefaced by the clause, “Then there are the winners” (DN2:S34). 

The author therefore is already attributing qualities and characteristics to Mr Farage before 

mentioning him by name. In addition, the mention of Mr Farage appears in the context of a 

list of other politicians that the author also wishes to praise. The way that the author chooses 

to categorise and classify this group reveals something about what is important to him, which 

in turn suggests quite strongly something about the underlying ideology operating in the text. 

The author has grouped together the figures that he has assessed as the most significant to the 

pro-Leave campaign for special commendation. Mr Farage is then singled out for special 

praise from among this group by the author when he states that “without whom neither the 

referendum nor Brexit would have happened” (DM2:S34). While this is an “ideologically 

contested” (Fairclough, 2001, p95) concept, the context in which the author makes this 

statement clearly intends for the reader to infer a positive reading and find agreement in the 

intending meaning. The lexico-grammatical choices of the author then, especially at the 

textual level (Fairclough, 2001), (“winners” (DM2:S34), reveal an unambiguous approval of 
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Mr Farage personally and of his political activities with regard to leaving the EU. This would 

seem to be strong evidence of the operation of a pro-Leave ideology in this article. 

While Mr Farage is briefly considered by The Guardian, the experiential value of the author’s 

word choices is ideologically revealing (Fairclough, 2001). The portrayal of him is 

overwhelmingly negative in character, for example, in excerpt 6, he is described as being 

“gleeful” (G1:S14), however the tone of the author’s consideration of Mr Farage, suggests a 

more negative interpretation of this word, more in line with gloating. In terms of the control 

of the voice and preferential access (van Dijk, 1995) The Guardian platform offers, the 

description of Mr Farage as “gleeful” (G1:S14) seems to be a euphemism that is ideologically 

motivated. Indeed, this interpretation is further supported by the pattern established in excerpt 

7. In an existential process the author asserts that xenophobia “had its part to play” (G1:S14) 

in the Leave campaign while nominalising Mr Farage’s name to describe the process of 

xenophobia and arguably implicitly racism, while at the same time using it to denote 

extremist tendencies generally. At the level of the text (Fairclough, 2001) the use of the word 

“fringe” (G1:S35) is significant in how the author chooses to represent the Leave campaign. 

Such word choices at the textual level would certainly seem to qualify as what Fairclough 

called “oppositional wording” (2001, p94) and as such significant in terms of ideological 

orientation. Given that the majority of The Guardian readership tend to be liberally minded, 

the characterisation of the Leave campaign as racist, even if only some elements, would 

certainly have created a sense of “otherness” (Bauman, 1991) and quite possibly enforce a 

sense of moral superiority serving to define the cohesiveness of the Remain campaign as a 

group, but also simultaneously serving to justify a sense of moral injustice at the result. This 

type of negative prosody therefore is revealing of the underlying ideological motivators for 

these lexico-grammatical choices. 

10.4 George Soros 
George Soros is quoted as an expert by The Guardian but is not mentioned by the Daily Mail. 

It has since emerged that Mr Soros had a vested interest in the outcome of the referendum, 

actively supporting the Remain campaign. In addition, he also helped fund post referendum 

pro-Remain campaigns calling for another referendum. The Daily Mail therefore had no 

obviously apparent reason to include Mr Soros in its editorials given that he is ideologically 

opposed to the Leave campaign. The Guardian however, while using him in an expert role, 

makes no mention of Mr Soros’ involvement in the referendum campaign. The Guardian 

therefore grants Mr Soros “preferential access” (van Dijk, 1995, p21) to the public discourse 
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on Brexit while mispresenting his role and interest in the UK referendum to add to the 

impression of “common sense” (Fairclough, 2001, p77). In doing so, they are trying to 

reinforce in their readership the creation of a unified “meaning system[…]”, (Fairclough, 

2001, p77) thus exercising a discursive form of power (Charteris-Black, 2010). The evidence 

indicates then that the selection of Mr Soros as an expert while simultaneously withholding 

his personal interests in the outcome of the referendum is the result of a pro-Remain 

ideology. The presentation of an individual as an expert while leaving undeclared vested or 

preferred interests amounts to a form of deception. The readership, while most likely 

sympathetic to the Remain campaign, if not already aware of Mr Soros’ allegiance, are 

denied the opportunity to exercise an opinion. Instead the “preferential access” (van Dijk, 

1995, p21) given to Mr Soros, while not disclosing his interest in the referendum and 

simultaneously using him as an expert is undoubtedly an example of an illegitimate 

discursive practice (Charteris-Black, 2014) in the pursuit of ideological goals. The non-

disclosure of interests, while at the same time presenting public figures as authorities and 

experts, constitutes, what would appear to be an abuse of power relations, given that the 

readership are already largely passive targets of the Brexit discourse and are being positioned 

deliberately by the author, by withholding contextual knowledge vital to the understanding of 

the opinion expressed by Mr Soros and repeated in this editorial (G1:S15). The author’s 

decision therefore is probably closely linked to his ideology and as Fairclough notes, 

ideology is closely linked to power (2001). 

10.5 Boris Johnson and Michael Gove  
The reason that this discussion considers Boris Johnson and Michael Gove together is that 

this is how they are dealt with by The Guardian. They are treated in a similar fashion by the 

Daily Mail but for ease of comparison they have been grouped together. The Guardian, given 

its oppositional ideological stance to the Leave campaign adopts a surprisingly positive 

metaphor to introduce Mr Gove and Mr Johnson. This is arguably an attempt to connect with 

the reader by the use of “colourful or memorable” language (Charteris-Black, 2010, p201). 

The Guardian author begins with the metaphor of Mr Gove and Mr Johnson as generals 

which obviously connotes with the idea of power and authority. However, the author’s 

consideration of Mr Gove and Mr Johnson while initially very positive quickly develops an 

overtone of criticism at both the word level and in the organisational grammatical structures. 

For example, the author begins with an apparently very positive metaphor of Mr Gove and 

Mr Johnson as generals but within the space of a few clause-complexes the connotations of 
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the metaphor, such as power, strength and authority, are challenged by word choices at the 

textual level (Fairclough, 2001) such as, “have been handed victory” (G1:S33) and passive 

grammatical constructions, minimising the agency, and therefore Mr Gove and Mr Johnson’s 

authority and ability to act in this situation. This is in direct contrast to connotations of them 

as generals as the author’s metaphor suggests. The author’s choice of the metaphor is clearly 

deliberate so the question becomes, if the connotations of power and authority do not serve 

the author’s rhetorical purpose, then what was the reason behind the choice of metaphor? The 

answer that seems most probable and in line with the rhetorical purpose and ideological form 

of the text seems to be to portray the Remain campaign as the ‘underdog’ in this public 

discourse. Given that the author is writing after the result has been announced and that they 

are on the losing side, there is a need to explain the reasons for losing while at the same time 

protecting the ideological foundation of the debate. All of this can be achieved by portraying 

the Leave campaign as an army. Recognising Mr Gove and Mr Johnson as “generals” 

(G1:S28) at the head of an army, carries with it the connotations of violence and the use of 

physical force, this could imply the illegitimacy of their ideology and certainly the moral 

legitimacy of their victory. The results show a tendency to develop the personal trait of 

impotence despite the apparently powerful metaphor and in the second article the negative 

characterisation continues with the development of the personal traits raising the issues of 

questionable honesty and a shortfall in forthrightness. Taken together this seems to clearly 

point to a unifying ideological approach to the issue of Brexit and the exercise of discursive 

power. 

The Daily Mail’s portrayal of Mr Gove and Mr Johnson is largely positive; however, the 

pattern of underlying pro-Leave ideology is not without its nuances. The Daily Mail’s 

presentation of Mr Gove is very positive, flattering him by attributing qualities and character 

traits such as “intelligence and discipline” (DM2:S34). As Fairclough notes, the use of such 

positive choices at the textual level (2001) is indicative of an ideological approach adopted by 

the text that approves of the role of Mr Gove in the Brexit referendum. The grammatical 

structure in which this description of Mr Gove appears, (DM2:S34) adds to the positive 

portrayal of Mr Gove by emphasising his agency (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014) with 

regard to the campaign. While the lexico-grammatical choices are unswervingly 

complimentary in their portrayal of Mr Gove, the author chooses to separate Mr Johnson 

from the general praise directed at the leading figures in the Leave campaign. The reason the 

author puts forward for separating Mr Johnson from the other Leave figures is that “he had 
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everything to gain and nothing to lose” (DM2:S36) which seems a spurious reason for 

separating Mr Johnson from the general praise of the other Leave figures that share the exact 

same ideo-political convictions. To suggest that the other leading figures acted selflessly, 

which is implicit in the accusation the author makes against Mr Johnson, is a curious and 

strange claim to make. However, the Daily Mail seems to take the ideological position that it 

is patriotic to support the Leave campaign and because of this wishes to portray the campaign 

in the same light in a discursive act of power. The leading Leave figures, including Mr Gove, 

are assumed to have similar motives. Mr Johnson however, in the light of Mr Cameron’s 

departure, was viewed as a prime candidate to assume the role of prime minister. If the Daily 

Mail disapproved of his candidacy then it is a probable explanation for the voice of the article 

(Charteris-Black, 2014) separating Mr Johnson for a cooler appraisal of his role with in the 

referendum. In short, the more qualified and tempered consideration of Mr Johnson in the 

otherwise reasonably celebratory tone adopted by the author, does not detract from the 

overall ideological stance operating within the text, rather, it points to more personal and 

specific objection to Mr Johnson himself.  

10.6 Sadiq Khan 
Sadiq Khan is mentioned in The Guardian but absent from the Daily Mail. This is consistent 

with what one might expect given the discursive and ideological patterns that have so far 

been established in the approaches of these two media institutions. Mr Khan was a significant 

public figure that vocally supported the Remain campaign. His personal ideo-political stance 

therefore would apparently be of more interest to the Guardian than it would to the Daily 

Mail and this is indeed what we find. In The Guardian he is referred to linguistically first by 

the title of his public office and then by his full name. This might suggest the author wishes 

to draw attention to the significance of his opinion by quoting the authority of his position 

within society, thereby attempting to normalise (Fairclough 2001) the opinion that he 

expresses. The author’s portrayal of his authority continues with his choice of process. Mr 

Khan is portrayed as “demanding” (G1:S30) which continues the idea of authority and 

implies his status and power in the situation. The author describes Mr Khan as making the 

demand that he be “part[y] to any negotiations” (G1:S30). While the author portrays this as a 

completely natural demand, it is in fact quite an unrealistic expectation and far exceeds the 

actual power of his public office.  

London is obviously the capital city of the UK, but the author seems to attempt to normalise 

the idea that London should or would be treated independently of the rest of the UK. In 
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effect, Mr Kahn is indicating in this statement that he would like London to be treated as a 

separate country within the borders of the UK; that is as a country within a country. This is 

another factor that lends itself to support the observation of the pro-Remain ideology 

functioning within the text. It is an act of discursive power (Fairclough, 2001) to present Mr 

Khan’s demand as natural and it is the function of this power to attempt to normalise it as an 

expectation, which effectively sets up a secondary reality (Wodak, 1989). 

10.6 The Conservative Brexit Wing – (including but not limited to); Liam Fox, Iain 

 Duncan Smith and Norman Tebbit, 
The Guardian’s portrayal of the pro-Brexit wing of the Conservative party is perhaps 

unsurprisingly not very positive. This can be evidenced at the textual level (Fairclough, 2001) 

in several ways. As the results show the description of Conservative politicians such as 

“Liam Fox, Iain Duncan Smith and Norman Tebbit” (G1:S36) characterises them as part of 

the “past” and attributes the nature or quality of their politics as “Thatcherite” (G1:S36). The 

pro-Brexit wing then is implicitly portrayed as not belonging to the present and their views as 

outdated. The term “Thatcherite”, in this context, is used to identify the type of political 

views that they hold. In addition to identifying the type of politics that they practice, the term 

“Thatcherite” (G1:S36) also seems to function as a pejorative in this context. The context that 

gives rise to this interpretation is the liberal ideo-political orientation of the media platform 

and readership, in addition to the socio-historical references that this type of politics implies. 

While many Conservative politicians would embrace descriptions such as “Thatcherite” 

(G1:S36), the centre-left political sympathies of a large section of The Guardian readership 

are unlikely to interpret the attribution of such qualities in a positive way. The term 

“Thatcherite” therefore is an example of what Fairclough identified as an “ideologically 

contested” (Fairclough, 2001, p95) word. While the use of the term “Thatcherite” to describe 

this clique is clearly an act of discursive power, the question is whether or not this is a 

legitimate use of power, (van Dijk, 2008, Charteris-Black, 2010). The use of the term 

“Thatcherite”, while ideologically contested (Fairclough, 2001), in no way denies the 

readership the choice of exercising their own power of judgement, neither does it require any 

specialist knowledge or information for the readership to understand. The readership is not 

misinformed or manipulated, so while this appraisal is highly evaluative (Martin and Rose, 

2007) and the exercise of the author’s opinion, it is more properly classified as the use of 

discursive power, rather than the abuse of power (van Dijk, 2007, Fairclough, 2001).  
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The use of evocative and evaluative language to describe the pro-Brexit wing of the 

Conservative party continues and develops conspiratorial overtones and possibly even 

suggestive of supernatural influences through language choices such as “cabal” (G1:S39). In 

this text the author groups together the pro-Brexit Conservative politicians and what he 

describes as “a ruthless, border-hopping and monied elite” (G1:S39). It is beyond the scope 

of this thesis to say whether such an explicit association as the author makes can be verified 

but the author does not offer any independently verifiable evidence to support this assertion. 

It is not possible to say therefore, whether or not this is a legitimate (van Dijk, 2008) act of 

discursive power (Fairclough, 2001). The readership is not given any other context or 

supporting fact so the author’s characterisation of this clique cannot be challenged. The 

nature of this characterisation and the attribution of these qualities to this group then, forms a 

marked use of discursive power and raises serious questions over its legitimacy. As a marked 

example of discursive power and of questionable legitimacy, this description seems to be  

indicative of a degree of hostility in terms of ideology and the Leave campaign. If this 

example is considered in the context of the overall pattern formed within the two Guardian 

articles, there is little room for doubt of its significance as an instance where the pro-Remain 

ideology is contributing to the reproduction and maintenance of a reality constructed from a 

particular socio-political perspective (Conboy, 2007). 

The Daily Mail’s consideration of the Conservative Brexit wing is extremely concise. This is 

due in part to the fact that the author does not structure his classifications in the same way as 

The Guardian. While the author of the Guardian focuses on the Conservative Brexit wing as a 

group, the Daily Mail author structures the article (DM2) so as to include such figures as 

these but also other figures from across the political spectrum. The way in which the Daily 

Mail author structures the classification of the article is revealing with regards to the 

underlying ideology. The Daily Mail author seeks to laud praise on political figures from 

across the political spectrum that supported the Leave campaign and is not apparently 

constrained to the same extent as the author of The Guardian.  This suggests that the focus on 

the author’s attention and therefore praise, are those he views as integral to the success of the 

Leave campaign and not party-political allegiances. This would certainly seem to be evidence 

and strongly indicative of the ideology of the author. The pattern of positive attribution of 

characteristics and qualities continues when the author considers Iain Duncan Smith. The 

positive portrayal of Mr Duncan Smith can be shown in his statement that his “convictions 

never wavered”. Never wavered is a material process that construes Mr Duncan Smith 
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implicitly with agency. Despite the fact that in reality nothing has happened, moved or 

changed, the author chooses a lexico-grammatical form that creates this impression through 

its semantic form of action. At the level of “interpretation and the relationship between text 

and interaction” (2001, p91) referring to Fairclough’s practical description of CDA, while the 

choice of process emphasises Mr Duncan Smith’s agency and strongly implies an energetic 

movement or performance of this process, in reality, the text interacts or relates to nothing 

substantive outside the text. In addition, the author’s choice of the word conviction also 

enforces the idea of a man of principle. The Oxford dictionary defines conviction as a “firmly 

held belief or opinion” (Oxford Dictionaries, 2018e). The word choice of conviction as 

opposed to just belief, carries with it an added implication about the nature of that belief or 

about how that belief is held. The word conviction also connotes with the idea of principles, 

all of which support the probably ideologically relevant reasons for the author’s choice. The 

Daily Mail’s portrayal therefore of Mr Duncan Smith (as a named member of the 

Conservative Brexit wing) is also unambiguously positive, choosing to implicitly characterise 

him as a person of principle, direction and single-mindedness. This type of highly positive 

characterisation of a politician that was a vocal supporter of the Brexit campaign is yet more 

evidence of the presence of the pro-Leave ideology woven into the fabric of this text (DM2). 

10.7 Leading Figures of the Leave Campaign Singled Out for Special Praise. 
In contrast to the Guardian author who choose to single out the pro-Brexit wing of 

Conservative mention for what amounted to unfavourable mention, the author of the Daily 

Mail chooses to single out politicians from across the political spectrum that were notable for 

their support of the Leave campaign. These figures are the ex-Labour MP Gisela Stuart, the 

Conservative MPs Priti Patel and Daniel Hannan and of course, Mr Farage. (Mr Farage has 

already been discussed and will not be covered here.) Given that the author has chosen to 

group together a list of politicians that he views as deserving of special mention for their 

service to the Leave campaign, much of what has already been said about Mr Farage in this 

respect applies equally to this group of politicians. For example, the act of classifying this 

group of people and singling them out for special praise in this text, is itself ideologically 

significant. In addition to this, the positive appraisal (Martin and Rose, 2007) that prefaces 

and stages (Thompson, 2014) their introduction in an existential clause, is also indicative of 

the positive pro-Leave ideology present in the text. For example, at the textual level 

(Fairclough, 2001), word choices like “courageous”, “passionately”, and the phrase, “above 

any selfish consideration of personal advantage” (DM2:35) create a complimentary 
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vocabulary, all of which adds to a positive characterisation of these public figures and is 

highly indicative of a pro-Leave ideology. 

10.8 The British Public – The voters 
The different portrayals of the voters in the Daily Mail and in The Guardian stand in stark 

contrast to each other and indicate the apparent opposing ideological stances of their 

respective authors. The tone adopted by the Daily Mail is almost unwaveringly flattering. The 

only arguably less flattering metaphor that the author draws is where he implicitly assigns to 

the voters the disempowered role of subjects and targets of the “Government machine… 

party leaders and the global political and financial elites” (DM2:S2). However, despite the 

apparently less flattering portrayal of the voter in this clause-complex it serves rhetorical and 

ideological purposes for the author by staging their victory as all that more amazing in the 

circumstances. As previously noted, the model of this metaphor follows the pattern of the 

biblical story of David and Goliath. The choice of metaphor, albeit implicit, is ideologically 

significant (Fairclough, 2001) and serves to support the wider ideological discursive purposes 

of the text. The model of this metaphor relates a structure in which the apparently weak can 

overcome the apparently undefeatable, and this is exactly the context and structure that the 

author’s consideration of the voter takes. This interpretation of the author’s choice of 

metaphor is supported also by the pattern of language choices made by the author at the 

textual level (Fairclough, 2001). For example, the author uses very positive word choices to 

characterise the voters and attributes extremely positive qualities to them such as, “courage 

and wisdom” (DM2:S1). Such positive word choices reflect the values of the author and help 

to reveal a pattern that considered in context with other evidence, is highly indicative of the 

ideology operating within the text. Another factor that is indicative of the ideology of the text 

is the author’s strategy of consistently and deliberately conflating the Leave voter with the 

voting population of the UK as a whole. The author consistently fails to distinguish between 

the Leave voters and the general population of England. Such an obvious and consistent 

failure to make a distinction between the two separate groups has to be, in all probability, a 

deliberate choice. The deliberate conflating of these two groups therefore also seems to be 

indicative of the pro-Leave campaign’s ideology. It also seems to function as part of a 

strategy of flattery that is present in the text. The strategy of flattering the voters generally 

while mediating the specific ideology of the pro-Leave campaign is evident at the textual 

level (Fairclough, 2001) by word choices such as “magnificent” (DM2:S9), “awesome” 

(DM2:S2) and “tribute” (DM2:S2), to list just a few examples. The categorisation and 
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identification of the Leave voters in this way is highly indicative of the “values” (Conboy, 

2007, p30) operating in these texts. As Conboy explains, “[n]ews values already embody a 

set of categorizations about how the world works and which beliefs structure it” (Conboy, 

2007, p30). Therefore, this apparent strategy of flattery is ideologically relevant to the 

construal of the Leave voters in this text and seems to serve the simultaneous duel ideological 

purpose of inviting the floating voters to engage with and support the Leave campaign; 

thereby acting as an inclusive piece of writing, inviting other potential voters to rejoice at the 

result providing they accept the ideological framework laid out for them within this text 

(Charteris-Black, 2010). This ideological framework seeks to aggrandise the Leave voters 

through the use of an implicit metaphorical structure that portrays them as underdogs while 

using a positive, flattering vocabulary to describe them and simultaneously congratulating 

them for overcoming a much more powerful and influential opponent and as such reveals an 

overwhelmingly positive ideology. 

The Guardian’s portrayal of the British voting public is perhaps unsurprisingly much less 

positive. There are some points of commonality but these function at the level of lexico-

grammatical techniques used to represent the voting public rather than at the level of the 

actual portrayal which functions far more at the level of ideology. For example, The Guardian 

uses language that targets the voting public while simultaneously distancing them and even 

obscuring their identity while using negative appraisal. For example, The Guardian claims the 

voters “don’t know what they are doing” (G2:S1). This is quite a bold claim, bordering on 

outright arrogant. However, it was no doubt a calculated risk by the author, insomuch as he 

relied on the fact that the sympathies of The Guardian readership were likely to identify with 

it and use it to orientate their political compasses rather than they would feel unjustly 

condemned by it. This distancing and alienating of the electorate is further strengthened by 

the author’s use of the third person plural pronoun “they” (G2:S1) to refer to them as a 

collective. This has the effect of generating and emphasising the otherness of this group. In 

effect, it implicitly sets up the dichotomy between “us and them”. Without doubt there are 

further points of commonality between The Guardian portrayal of the voting public and the 

Daily Mail’s, and these examples should only be considered as indicative of a wider pattern 

and not as an exhaustive list of comparisons between the two newspapers regarding their 

rendering of the electorate.  

All this would seem to suggest a disapproval and even a possible frustration on the part of 

The Guardian arising out of the result of the referendum, which strongly suggests the result is 
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not aligned with the ideological stance of The Guardian. Therefore, as noted above, there are 

some aspects of commonality between the Daily Mail and The Guardian portrayal of the 

British voting public at a lexico-grammatical level of technique while simultaneously, 

substantial differences at the ideological level. 

It can be shown that there is a clear ideological contrast between The Guardian and the Daily 

Mail’s approaches to the voting public. The noticeable similarity in the lexico-grammatical 

techniques employed by the authors of both platforms can be shown by their reference to the 

voters. As previously noted, the Daily Mail consistently conflates the general British public 

with that section of the electorate that voted leave. Similarly, but arguably not to the same 

degree, The Guardian creates a deliberate ambiguity in referring to what might be the general 

electorate, or the Leave voters specifically or possibly the politicians involved in the wider 

public discourse generally. In the article G2 the author is deliberately vague and refers only to 

the general “meaning of Brexit”, when he makes the statement “they don’t know what they 

are doing” (G2:S1). This generalised statement by the author is clearly displaying a non-

specific frustration and disapproval of all things Brexit. When considering this statement’s 

position in the text, it is given an intensified priority as it functions as a subject sentence 

informing the reader what the rest of the text will be about (Thompson, 2014). At the textual 

level (Fairclough, 2001), this also is an example of the use of words carrying negative 

meanings, for example if the meaning is compared with alternate choices in the same 

semantic field, possible examples of “near synonymy” (Fairclough, 2001, p96) such as 

‘ignorant’ present themselves. This would appear therefore to be a general and unambiguous 

attribution of negative qualities and characteristics to individuals and groups ideologically 

opposed to The Guardian’s stance on Brexit. In addition, this clearly functions as a 

contribution towards the formation of negative prosody.  Taking all of these lexico-

grammatical features into consideration it is possible to say with very little doubt that the 

ideology present in the text is overwhelmingly opposed to the UK leaving the EU and is 

negatively disposed towards those individuals and institutions that are pro-Leave. 

News values and ideology are inseparable and as van Dijk notes, “the notion of value 

suggests the location of news values in social cognition” (1988, p119). That is to say that the 

notion of values determines the selection, understanding and representation of news 

information. It also determines the assumptions that are made about wider society and the 

electorate specifically. For example, the Guardian uses the elaborating phrase “the mostly 

pro-European representatives whom they elect” (G1:S52). The lexico-grammatical choices of 
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this phrase clearly reflect the news values of the platform and therefore the underlying 

ideology. This phrase appears in the context of the author considering the problem (from their 

perspective) of the electorate making the wrong choice (again, from their perspective). The 

values used to form the clause-complex G1:S52 clearly represent a process of cognition that 

creates categories that are contrary to the pro-Leave ideology. This can be shown asking the 

question, who are the people that represent us? Accepting the lexico-grammatical 

construction of the author would mean answering, they are the pro-Europeans and further 

specifying that they are the ones whom we elect. The way the author has chosen to identify 

the representatives of the people is anti-democratic. It assumes that the people voting should 

not have a choice over the UK relationship to Europe and that the “representatives” (G1:S52), 

should not be representative. In terms of addressing what are the characteristics and qualities 

attributed to the individuals that are elected by the UK electorate, the author is quite 

unambivalent about the fact that they are pro-European. The way the author has chosen to 

package the information in this phrase therefore, is revealing of the values (van Dijk, 1988) 

of The Guardian and highly indicative of the prevailing ideology.  

Given that the evidence gathered about the lexico-grammatical choices of the author so far 

points overwhelmingly to a predominance of indicators that are contrary to the Leave 

campaign’s ideology, it is perhaps not surprising that it can be shown that the characteristics 

and qualities attributed to the Leave voters themselves, also follow a similar pattern. If we 

consider for example the clauses G1:S42-43, we find that the acknowledgement from the 

author that “many of the people who voted leave are reasonable people” (G1:S42), however 

the attribution of this positive quality is sandwiched between two negative (albeit implicit) 

statements about the identity of the leave voters. (It might also be noted that the 

acknowledgement that many of the Leave voters are “reasonable people” (G1:S42) is 

qualified, in the way that it is limited to a significant proportion of the Leave voters by the 

determiner “many” (G1:S42) (Graddol, Chesire and Swann 1994). By choosing to 

communicate to the reader qualifications to the idea that many Leave voters are indeed 

“reasonable people” (G1:S42) both before and after his statement, the way the author 

structures the flow of meaning implies an ambivalent commitment to this idea. Prior to the 

positive acknowledgement of the leave voters as reasonable, the author introduces the idea of 

chauvinism in the context of claiming to consider why people voted the way they did. In the 

clause immediately after acknowledging that “[m]any of the people who voted leave are 

reasonable voters” (G1:S42), the author introduces considerations about why these voters 
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voted the way that they did. However, these considerations are introduced using 

“oppositional” (Fairclough, 2001, p94) vocabulary, for example the author chooses to create 

the category of “anxieties” (G1:S42) to classify their concerns. While the word “anxiety” 

may denote a reasonable concern, as the author specifies in this clause-complex, it also 

connotes with the more specific definition used in psychiatry and psychology that suggests an 

aberration from the operation of a healthy mind. The Oxford dictionary defines anxiety as “a 

nervous disorder marked by excessive uneasiness and apprehension, typically with 

compulsive behaviour or panic attacks” (Oxford Dictionaries, 2018) .The fact remains 

therefore, that the author’s choice is significant in choosing to name his classification as 

“anxieties” (G1:S42) as opposed to the more value neutral possible alternative wordings, 

such as, concern, unease or possibly the slightly stronger near synonym (Fairclough, 2001), 

worry. Continuing the argument that the author’s acknowledgement of the Leave voters as 

“reasonable people” is qualified by the lexico-grammatical choices both prior to and after this 

statement, the author introduces the concept of “frailty of identity” (G1:S43). The concept of 

identity has been prefaced by the noun “frailty” (G1:S43). This is again an example of 

“oppositional wording” (Fairclough, 2001, p94) as the author has created a subcategory of the 

over-arching category of the superordinate, identity. This creates a paradigmatic relationship 

of hyponymy in which there is a hierarchical relationship between the hyponym “frailty of 

identity” (G1:S43) and the superordinate “identity” (Graddol, Chesire and Swann, 1994). The 

Leave voters are necessarily assigned membership of this unflattering sub-category of 

identity through the lexico-grammatical choices of the author. In addition, the concept of “the 

frailty of identity” (G1:S43) carries with it the implications of xenophobia and racism that 

were quite common smears in the public discourse surrounding the Brexit referendum; 

however, they remain implications in this clause but the author uses a lexico-grammatical 

pattern to suggest a faux reluctance to the introduction of the concept. For example, the 

author writes, “and, yes, the frailty of identity too”, which suggests that the concept was 

already present, fully formed before the author introduces it, and that it is in his opinion valid 

and needs to be acknowledged, which he does by a lexico-grammatical structure suggesting 

that he is conceding something. Such lexico-grammatical choices indicate a strategy of 

avoidance however, rather than the author’s most obviously intended meaning of 

communicating, a necessary concession to a pre-established fact about the Leave voters. 

Taken in combination, this evidence indicates a strong tendency by the Guardian author to 

attribute negative characteristics and qualities to the Leave voters and this stands in stark 

contrast to the tendency found in the Daily Mail. Similarly, the preponderance of evidence 
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indicating a negative portrayal of the Leave voters, also suggests the presence of a pervasive 

anti-Brexit ideology which, predictably, is negatively disposed towards those that voted for or 

support the UK leaving the European Union.  

10.9 The Economy 
The debate over the Economy presented one of the key topics in the public discourse both 

preceding and following the referendum result. Both the Leave campaign and the Remain 

campaign made competing and conflicting claims on this issue. The Remain campaign 

claimed that the economy would crash as a result of the electorate voting leave. But more 

than this, what was initially a claim, became almost as an article of faith and part of the 

ideological foundation of the Remain campaign. As part of the ideological foundation of the 

Remain campaign, it was accepted without question and given the status of fact. This can be 

shown in the clause G1:S15, where the author credits the Bank of England with “successfully 

steady[ing]” the economy after the referendum without any further requirement to prove the 

basis for their assumption. This ideological stance of The Guardian may be contrasted with 

that of the Daily Mail. The author of the Daily Mail’s editorial DM2 takes the Remain 

campaign to task over the issue of the economy. After admitting a large degree of turbulence 

in the markets the author asks “And what happened to Armageddon, so terrifyingly 

prophesied by the prime minister and the Chancellor?” (DM2:S39). At the text level 

(Fairclough 2001) the evaluative lexis forms distinctive choices in the patterns of the author. 

On the one hand, the author uses the phrase “wild fluctuations” (DM2:S40) to construe the 

behaviour of the markets after the referendum results. This may be contrasted with his 

characterisation of the various pronouncements of the Remain campaign generally but also of 

the prime minister and the chancellor specifically as “Armageddon” (DM2:S39). Both of 

these references constitute notable examples of “evaluative polarity” (Channell, 2000, p41 as 

quoted by Wodak, 2008). The use of the phrase “wild fluctuations” seems to be an example 

of a strategy of acknowledge and pacify in which the author must accept and account for the 

behaviour of the markets. By acknowledging the turmoil of the markets while at the same 

time pointing to the fact that everything will be alright; (he is able to argue that things 

actually improved in the markets by the end of the week (DM2:S43)), the writer is able to 

maintain and possibly even develop credibility. This strategy, is arguably intended to increase 

his ethos (Aristotle and Lawson-Tancred, 1991) and therefore his persuasive power and 

standing, thus furthering his agenda and ideology within the public discourse. By then 

drawing attention to the Remain campaign’s assessment of the post-referendum Leave 
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victory economy in what he characterised as “Armageddon” (DM2:S39), the author transfers 

the focus onto the Leave campaign’s behaviour regarding this issue prior to the referendum 

result. This enables the writer to effectively convey the meaning or message, ‘look, we were 

right’. This raising of the question about how the Remain campaign represented the economy 

and the Leave campaign’s ability to refute their reported representation, implicitly work to 

add to the characterisation of the Remain campaign in the Daily Mail as unreliable and 

possibly, even deliberately dishonest. This pattern of “evaluative meaning” (Hunston, 2004, 

p157 as quoted by Wodak, 2008, p38) regarding the economy and considered in the context 

of the wider pattern of evidence already presented, is also strongly indicative of the presence 

of the pro-Leave campaign’s ideology. 

10.10 Rendering the referendum; Brexit 
The presentations of the referendum by the Daily Mail and The Guardian stand in stark 

contrast to each other. The contrast between the two different renderings of Brexit is arguably 

initially most apparent in the tone adopted by the two articles. For example, if we compare 

the headline of article DM1 with the headline of article G1: 

 The Guardian view of the EU referendum: the vote is in, now we must face the 

 consequences (G1) 

 Brexit is a beacon of hope for all Europe (DM1) 

Following Fairclough’s recommended guide for doing CDA (Fairclough, 2001), this 

discussion will begin with describing some of the linguistically significant features of these 

headlines. The Guardian headline has a decidedly negative tone, which, as the headline of the 

piece, sets the overall tone for the article. That is to say, the position that this sentence 

occupies with regards to the rest of the text has been deliberately chosen by the author and 

therefore the meaning that it contains and conveys, was intended to be given prominence 

(hyper-Theme, (Martin, 1992, as quoted by Thompson, 2014, p176)). The phrase “face the 

consequences” is notable in this context. The word “face” (G1:S1) functions as a verb (or 

process) in this context. The pronoun “we” (G1:S1) represents a collective of individuals. 

Due to the fact that the writer does not identify the collective of individuals it is left to the 

reader’s interpretation to define whom that collective of individuals would specifically 

include. However, in my opinion, the most likely interpretation is that the writer is referring 

to the population of the UK, as opposed to an alternative, more limited interpretation of the 

Guardian readership. The phrase ‘face the consequences’ is typically used when someone has 
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done something wrong and they must now confront what follows as a result of that action. 

The experiential value of the process in this phrase therefore connotes an ominous, 

foreboding tone that arguably could be interpreted as quite menacing. This fact, taken in 

conjunction with the most obvious interpretation of the author’s use of the pronoun “we” 

(G1:S1) means that this menacing tone extends to the population of the UK. Another aspect 

of the grammar of the sentence is that it is phrased in the active voice, making the potentially 

menacing tone more acute, i.e. by making “we” responsible for the required actions. When 

considering the vocabulary used by the author, the choice of “consequences” (G1:S1) to 

describe the results of the referendum is telling. The word “consequences” (G1:S1) belies the 

value system and system of categorising employed by the author. The word “consequences” 

(G1:S1) sets a negative tone, which becomes apparent if we compare it (G1:S1) with some of 

its (near) synonyms, such as ‘results’ or ‘outcome’. The word “consequences” (G1:S1) has 

been selected to reflect the author’s system of values, and the judgement he has made about 

the Brexit decision as a result. It should be noted at this point that the decision to leave the 

European Union was completely separate from a plan for how this would be carried out. This 

means that the author, like everyone else in the UK, has no way of knowing what will come 

next. For the author to choose vocabulary such as “consequences” (G1:S1) and for him to use 

this word in the context of the set phrase as he does in this headline, means that he is making 

assumptions about what is to come and then representing those assumptions as fact. 

Therefore, his choice of the word “consequences” (G1:S1) is an interpretation based upon his 

system of values and forms a marked expression of his opinion (Fairclough, 2001). The 

author’s use of the word “consequences” (G1:S1) is thus significant in terms of revealing 

relational values (Fairclough, 2001) and the presence of his ideological stance. As noted 

above, the actual implications of what Brexit means for the UK are unclear. How one might 

choose to conceive of them, at the point of the referendum, is a matter of conjecture. By using 

a noun with strong negative overtones, the author is down-playing the fact that he is 

expressing an opinion and not a fact. Finally, we might consider the rank scale with regard to 

The Guardian headline. At the rank level of the clause, (Thompson, 2014) we find that the 

headline consists of two clauses that could potentially be rearranged in any order without 

effecting the propositional content: 

{The Guardian view of the EU referendum: the vote is in,} {now we must face the 

consequences} (G1) 
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The author arranges these clauses choosing to give priority to the first clause, making it the 

ranking clause. At the level of the word we can see that the author gives priority to two 

meanings by allocating them important positions within the clause complex. The nominal 

group, “The Guardian view” (G1) occupies the initial position in the clause complex and 

“consequences” (G1) occupies the final position. The author characterises what The Guardian 

is doing as expressing a “view” (G1) as opposed to other possible similar meanings that could 

be selected, such as ‘opinion’ or ‘belief’, for example. Arguably, the choice of the word 

“view” (G1) suggests more authority to the activity of The Guardian than the suggested 

alternatives and is the result of the considered choice of the author.  However, by assigning 

the nominal group “The Guardian view” (G1) the initial position, the author is assigning 

priority to this meaning in terms of its thematic prominence. Similarly, the author is assigning 

rhematic prominence to the meaning “consequences” (G1). By stating that the author is 

expressing the opinion of The Guardian, the author is assuming the authority that this large 

media platform has in the media market place, to present his opinion and lend it more weight. 

The value of the word “consequences” (G1), in terms of appraisal, is negotiating a negative 

attitude (Martin and Rose, 2007, p26) towards the thing that it refers to, namely the 

referendum. The position of these two words and the meaning value they convey therefore 

are significant in terms of the author’s choice and the relative strength or emphasis that they 

are given in terms of the construction of this clause complex. As this discussion has shown 

then, the tone of The Guardian headline, which sets the tone for the article as a whole, is 

strongly characterised by negative elements. This may be contrasted with the Daily Mail 

headline that sets a noticeably different tone in reference to the same set of facts. 

The Daily Mail headline adopts a noticeably positive tone, which, given its prominent 

position with regard to the rest of the article, sets the overall tone for the piece. Therefore, the 

critical reader might take note of the fact that the author has made a conscious choice to 

prioritise this clause. Unlike The Guardian, the author of the Daily Mail article has used a 

single clause rather than a clause complex. Similar to The Guardian, the author of the Daily 

Mail piece also selects a set phrase, “a beacon of hope” (DM1). This phrase is a metaphorical 

expression that equates the object it refers to with the concept of a beacon. A beacon is a 

source of light and illuminates everything in its vicinity. The author of the Daily Mail equates 

the UK or more specifically the recent actions of the UK with regard to Brexit with the 

concept of a beacon. The implied meaning being that the actions of the UK have cast light 

over the nature of the EU and that other countries should look to the UK as an example. 
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Following Fairclough, this phrase therefore carries an undeniably strong positive experiential 

value and stands in stark contrast to the choices made by The Guardian author. The author of 

this headline then, clearly draws upon a personal scheme of classification that positively 

characterises the recent events of the referendum. As Fairclough notes, “[a] formal feature 

with experiential value is a trace of and a cue to the way in which the text producer’s 

experience of the natural world is represented” (2001, p93). As Charteris-Black notes, 

metaphors are chosen with a motive (2014, p174), that is to say, they may be employed by 

people for different purposes. From this observation it is possible to make an informed 

judgement about this metaphor based upon the apparent functional purpose of this technique. 

The set phrase, “a beacon of hope” (G4:S1), when used by the author in reference to Brexit 

and the actions of the UK, indicates that the device of metaphor is performing an ideological 

role. Charteris-Black defines the purpose of an ideological use of metaphor as “[r]epresenting 

political actors and issues in a way that reflects, or constitutes, a world view” (2014, p201). 

On the basis of this definition of the ideological use of metaphor, it would seem clear that the 

author of the Daily Mail does in fact use this metaphor for ideological purposes. 

Another noticeable difference about the focus of the two authors is that the Daily Mail author 

is focused on the present, whereas the The Guardian author is focused on his idea of a 

projected future. This difference can be evidenced by comparing the clause, “a beacon of 

hope” (DM1:S1) with “now we must face the consequences” (G1:S1). The first phrase refers 

specifically to the events of the present, whereas the second phrase directs the readers’ 

attention to a presumed future.  

The Daily Mail describes Brexit as “a beacon of hope for all Europe” (DM1:S1). Referring to 

the rank scale system (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014) and specifically focusing on the level 

of word groups (Thompson, 2014), it can be seen that the author combines the prepositional 

phrase to extend the nominal group. So the single clause that forms the headline consists of 

word groups and the group constituting “for all Europe” (DM1G4:S1) (adjunct) has been 

down ranked as part of the nominal group. This has the effect of prioritising the meaning “a 

beacon of hope” (DM1:S1) over that of “for all Europe” (DM1:S1). The author therefore can 

be shown to prioritise his judgement about the relevance of Brexit over his judgement about 

who it should be addressed to. 

If we ask the question whose voice are we hearing? (Charteris-Black, 2014, p85) with regard 

to evaluating these two contrasting renderings of Brexit, it can be seen that the lexico-
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grammatical evidence forms a pattern that is similarly repeated throughout the results. In the 

case of the Daily Mail we are hearing a ring-wing pro-establishment, conservative, (both 

politically and socially), pro-Brexit, anti-European voice. This may be contrasted with the 

voice of The Guardian piece in which we are hearing a centrist, liberal, pro-Remain, 

European friendly voice. Accordingly, we find the ways in which these two voices portray 

Brexit and the associated events and structures, contrast. Generally speaking, the voice of the 

Daily Mail article displays tendencies that clearly indicate a pro-Brexit ideology while The 

Guardian displays the opposite tendencies. In The Guardian article we find clear indications 

in the evidence gathered of an anti-Brexit ideology. This observation is supported by the 

general patterns displayed in the types of characteristics and qualities that are attributed to 

Brexit in their respective renderings by these authors. 
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11. Concluding remarks 
This thesis, which has been qualitative in its methodology, has attempted to present a 

snapshot of The Guardian’s and the Daily Mail’s positions immediately after the referendum. 

The number of articles studied, is quite limited. While it may certainly be considered a 

limitation of this study to focus on investigating such a narrowly defined sample of text, in 

combination with the scope of this thesis and the specifically defined set of questions, as well 

as the great amount of detailed manual analysis that was required for each piece of text, it 

was necessary to limit the sample analysed. However, as a result of investigating such a 

narrowly defined area as The Guardian’s and the Daily Mail’s response to such a large and 

momentous event in UK politics, the extent to which these results can be considered 

representative of these institutions generally and therefore extrapolated upon, is limited by 

the size of the study sample and the time at which it was taken. That is to say that, in theory, 

any one of these media platforms could develop its position on Brexit. On the other hand, the 

relatively small size of the material made it possible to subject it to very detailed scrutiny. 

Another limitation that might be raised with regard to this study is the issue of subjectivity. 

Without doubt this is a real risk, and a frequent objection that is raised with regard to studies 

that are primarily qualitative as opposed to quantitative in nature. Notwithstanding this line of 

objection, I would argue that the degree of subjectivity has been to a very real degree 

minimised in part by, the very same factor that I have already acknowledged as a possible 

limitation; namely the size of the study sample. By focusing on such a specifically defined 

body of work, as produced by these media platforms, and analysed in accordance with the 

principles of Systemic Functional Grammar, the patterns of evidence upon which any 

conclusions are based, are inevitably magnified, providing a solid base for them. It is 

unavoidable that a degree of subjectivity is present in a study such as this. The need for 

applying the tenets of Functional Grammar and then interpreting their meaning raises the 

issue of the subjective role of the researcher. Nevertheless, the negative impact of this role 

has been limited and therefore the degree of subjectivity limited, by the concentrated patterns 

of evidence produced by such a tightly controlled study sample. 

It is possible to consider the prospect that there are other aspects of the sample that might 

have yielded interesting results. Nevertheless, it was important to strike a balance between 

the size of the study sample and the level of depth that the analysis went into. It is possible 

that other aspects of functional grammar may have revealed some interesting results with 

regard to the lexico-grammatical features of The Guardian and the Daily Mail immediately 
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after the referendum, however the priority was given to transitivity. Notwithstanding this, 

there is a need to strike a balance and to work within the limitations set by a master’s thesis 

and to focus resources where they would produce the greatest benefit. This thesis has 

attempted to walk this line and balance the competing areas to produce the most effective 

possible analysis within the limited scope of a master’s thesis. 

In embarking on some concluding remarks, it might be noted that the aim of this thesis was to 

carry out a transitivity analysis which could be used as a basis for addressing the research 

questions and carrying out a critical discourse analysis. The aim of this critical discourse 

analysis was to show patterns in the structure of the language used in the Daily Mail and The 

Guardian immediately after the referendum and to investigate what this revealed about the 

underlying ideologies of the writers. As was noted in the introduction, the role of the 

newspaper in shaping public discourse is still very significant, despite the rise of social media 

platforms and the internet. Investigating the attitudes and approaches to significant events in 

modern UK history such as Brexit through the respective journalistic lenses of the Daily Mail 

and The Guardian can potentially reveal a lot about the nature of the contemporary social 

debate.  

As Fairclough argues in Language and Power, (2001), the construction of our “subjecthood” 

(2001, p95) is the result of social processes and is eminently the effect of language. By 

studying newspapers with some of the largest circulations in the UK and analysing their use 

of language in detail, this study hopes to provide the reader with some insight into the 

operation of these processes. The patterns of ideology as catalogued in the results and 

commented on in the discussion have shown clear tendencies in both The Guardian and the 

Daily Mail. The general ideological trends outlined in detail in the results could be 

summarised by saying that both newspapers were partisan in their approach to Brexit; The 

Guardian adopting a strong pro-Remain stance while the Daily Mail adopting a strong pro-

Leave stance. The result of these respective stances in terms of “subjecthood”, as Fairclough 

(2001, p85) terms it, means that the role of these media institutions was not merely limited to 

the presentation of news. Without doubt the level of falsehood that circulated in the discourse 

climate of the referendum was extremely high, arguably heightening the importance of the 

need for reliable facts and the debunking of unreliable claims. Unfortunately, while this need 

was widely recognised as real, the evidence considered in the study sample revealed an 

insufficient attempt to cross partisan borders established in this public debate. As a result, 

people looking for information about how to approach and understand the issues surrounding 
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Brexit were placed in a range of subject positions which required them to learn how to 

operate within the scheme of the larger public discourse (Fairclough, 2001). This discourse, 

particularly considered in terms of the large newspapers, represented the values (Conboy, 

2007) of an elite (van Dijk, 1995), largely at the expense of including the perspectives of 

more statistically representative figures of the UK electorate. 

The discourse in these large corporate mainstream media outlets, is believed to follow a 

structured view of the world (Fowler, 1991) and probably one which was repeated over an 

extended period of time. While this would require further study to confirm beyond any doubt, 

such repetition of the same perspective implies the creation of our “subjecthood” (Fairclough, 

2001, p85). The repetition of ideology shapes the public debate and suggests the need for us 

to learn how to operate within the specific discourse of Brexit. This raises the question of the 

legitimacy, both legal and moral, of the centralisation of this type of social power and the 

relationship of the citizen and subject to the wider public discourse. For example, are the 

democratic rights of the citizen respected in unwittingly being made the subject of the 

discourse while simultaneously being denied access to shape the operation of that same 

discourse? (van Dijk, 1995). It is beyond the scope of this thesis to answer these questions but 

the results of this study clearly point to the problem of highly centralised social power 

operating beyond the boundaries of merely presenting news and instead extending into the 

apparent manufacturing of values (Chomsky and Herman, 1994) consistent with the agenda 

of the platform. As was noted in the introduction, the press are in a position to decide which 

voices are heard and how the voices that are heard are presented, determining to a large 

extent, how they will be received and perceived by the readership. This highly focused 

concentration of social power provides an inevitable imbalance in public discourses, which 

when associated with the prosecution of democratic processes such as a referendum provide a 

question to the operation of democracy. As van Dijk notes, patterns of discourse control, such 

as those embodied by large privately-owned interests are closely associated with social power 

(1995). The significance of this fact in relation to this study and the event of the referendum 

in terms of these large mainstream media institutions is that to a large extent their exclusive 

position to contribute to the development of the public discourse is determined by their 

economic position. This economic position determines to a large extent their economic 

circumstances and it is this fact, as Fowler argues, that lends shape to their particular 

ideology (1991). 
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This thesis has used Hallidayan linguistics to investigate the ideological forces permeating 

the editorial output of The Guardian and the Daily Mail. It has relied on the foundational 

concept of language as function (Halliday and Matthiessen, 2014) and in particular 

transitivity to investigate how the phenomenon of the referendum was represented in these 

media platforms. Transitivity provided a unique tool to investigate the presence of ideology 

and its interaction with the individuals, groups and social structures in the social discourse of 

Brexit. By enabling the systematic analysis of the relationship between participants and the 

role they play in processes, this study has been able to form a snapshot in some limited 

fashion, of the representation of actors, actions and those acted upon (Charteris-Black, 2014). 

It has been able to analyse and contextualise the types of actions, who is performing the 

actions and who they are acting upon, in addition to considering these actors and actions in 

the context of and the use at times, of metaphorical language. The authors’ choices, 

considered in the context of what they might have otherwise chosen, are illuminated through 

the application of transitivity analysis, and light is thrown upon the process as they choose to 

create a particular perspective. 

This thesis began by presenting the research questions which essentially aimed to reveal 

patterns in the structure of the language used by these authors. The research questions asked, 

“with respect to Brexit, what does SFL reveal about The Guardian and the Daily Mail’s 

ideology?” And, “how are the different individuals, groups and social structures in Brexit 

portrayed by the Guardian online and the Daily Mail online? And, “what types of 

characteristics and qualities are attributed to the various individuals, groups and social 

structures?” Simplifying and summing up the general trends in the results, to answer the first 

research question, it was found that the Guardian showed cleared evidence of a pro-Remain 

ideology. Similarly, the results for the Daily Mail showed clear lexico-grammatical evidence 

of a pro-Leave ideology. With regards to the portrayal of different individuals, groups and 

social structures within these large press entities, the results found that the selection and or 

exclusion of the individuals was inline with the underlying ideology of the text. One example 

of this would be the inclusion of George Soros by the Guardian. George Soros was not 

mentioned by the Daily Mail, presumably because, as an individual ideologically opposed to 

Britain leaving the European Union, he was not relevant enough, nor did he add anything to 

or further the underlying ideological agenda of the writers. But generally, the results show 

that the presentation of key figures in the referendum discourse was inline with the 

ideological stance of these respective online newspapers on whether or not they should leave 
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or remain in the European Union. So, in consideration of key figures that were included by 

both newspapers, such as David Cameron we find that in the Guardian, which traditionally is 

known for its liberal sympathies his politics are generally given luke warm review despite his 

pro-remain stance but that his policy on gay marriage was singled out for notable 

commendation. In comparison with the Daily Mail, the writer adopts an elaborate strategy of 

comparisons that avoid alienating the readership that are largely supportive of David 

Camerons’ politics generally to enable them to target a very specific aspect of his politics, 

namely his stance on the European Union. And finally, it may be noted the results show that 

the general trend that presents itself with regards to the types of characteristics and qualities 

that are attributed to the various individuals, groups and social structures are, as one might 

expect inline with whether or not the respective writers agree or disagree with Britain leaving 

or remaining in the European Union. For example, if we consider the economy briefly; the 

Guardian views the future of the economy outside of the European trading block as 

something that will suffer and accordingly attributes less favourable characteristics to its 

future. The Daily Mail, on the other hand, characterises the economy and its post European 

future positively, attributing positive qualities to it. To summarise then, it might be said that 

the results show that there is a general and opposing tendency in the articles selected from 

these online newspapers that shows whether they characterise individuals, groups, or social 

structures positively or negatively depends to a large extend upon their ideological stance 

towards Brexit. In broad and general strokes, this might be summed up by saying that this 

means that the Daily Mail is trying to present a picture of success and minimise the worries 

of the Remain campaign and the Guardian is trying to do the opposite. However, it should be 

noted that this study found that despite well-defined research questions and a tightly 

controlled sample, that the complexity involved in such an important public discourse as that 

relating to Brexit resisted over-simplification and prevented the researcher from drawing 

decisive conclusions in many respects. As Fairclough notes, “[i]n a society as complex as 

ours, tendencies in the societal order of discourse will not be a simple matter of progression 

in one direction, but rather contradictory and difficult to sum up” (2001, p192). This was 

indeed the case, and while it was possible to offer broad interpretations as preliminary 

answers, the nature and complexity of this debate has ultimately resisted any definitive 

proclamations and has raised further questions about the interpretation of discourse and 

language as a dialectically associated process related to practice and struggle (Fairclough, 

2001). The purpose of this thesis has been to investigate the ideological patterns of language 

usage within the editorial writings of The Guardian and the Daily Mail with a view to 
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extrapolating this pattern to contextualise the wider position of these platforms within the 

social discourse immediately after the result of the referendum. It was never the intention of 

this study to provide definitive and incontrovertible responses to these questions. Rather, it 

has sought to illuminate the complex nature of the society and the dialectical nature of this 

important and pivotal social discourse in determining the socio-political direction of the UK 

in the global community. It is my hope that this study may contribute in some small way to 

the self-realisation of this discourse through its approach of critical social involvement and 

engage with the resistance against the domination of such important democratic processes, 

and raise questions about the exercise of undue influence at the expense of wider citizen 

participation. It is my belief that this thesis has presented evidence that supports the concerns 

of those who question the domination of the social discourse by large actors, and see 

language as the arena for that social struggle (Fairclough 2001). It would seem then that this 

study has raised a number of questions that would warrant further research. The most obvious 

continuation would be to study the same research questions, analysing other articles in the 

same newspapers, to attempt to verify or falsify the results of this thesis. Another extension 

could be to study the same research questions, but researching different media’s editorial 

articles, for example the BBC, The Telegraph or The Independent, but to name a few. 

Another possible suggested area might also be to make a comparative study of these 

platforms in their ideological orientation at set intervals after the referendum to check 

whether there is any variation; a diachronic study. Another suggestion for a possible project 

to further inform on and near related areas is a comparative study examining how the press 

has extended its reach into social media. An alternative project might be to look at how 

politicians have done a similar thing, thus extending their reach / influence though the use of 

social media. However, a simple and general observation that might be made is that news is 

inseparable from the values that preceded its selection as news and the inevitable result is that 

what we innocently call news is ineluctably and inextricably interwoven with ideology. It 

would seem that acknowledging this as a fact would lead one to conclude that a wide body of 

people would potentially benefit from what Fairclough calls “critical language awareness” 

(2001, p198). 
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