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il Abstract

The mechanism of metaphor is actually the nucleus of the study of

metaphor. For more than two thousand years, metaphor was viewed as a
device of rhetoric, an attachment to language. In accordance with this
perspective, metaphor was a comparison between two things that do not
belong to the same category or was regarded as one word used to
substitute another because there were preexisting similarities between
them. As aresult of this perspective, two theories took shape: one was the
Comparison Theory, the other was the Theory of Substitution. But
modern scholars discard the perspective, holding that metaphor is not
only a device of rhetoric, to be more important, it is a leading way for

human beings to know thisworld, away of thinking.
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The study of metaphor has long ith us amféfﬁé@ggs of the
is the mechanism of metaphor. It is t nificant and

ensable part of the study. For more than two thou&and years, the

intilian’s Theory of Substitution. Because metaphor is not
orica phenomenon, but also one of cognition, the
....... it is more ism of metaphor than the other two.(BA 44
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1.1 Aristotelian School: Metaphor--A Device of Rhetoric

Andrew Ortony(1979:3), one of the M{ y iieai vk G 8150kt
A AEEIE GEMEEMR:

i aphor, has pointed out, and there are few ) ) . ZRibsorh 4/ 43-5405]

X Times o

New im, that it is still the case that “An

Roman

IR

B AT obliged to start with the w of Aristotle’.

B,

i‘é“ In Poetics, Aristotle (350 B.C.: 71) expounds the essence, function
and the way of explanation of metaphor as three nuclei. He defines

metaphor as “the application of an alien name by transference either from
genus to species, or from species to genus, or from species to species, or
by analogy, that is, proportion”. Then he gives four kinds of metaphor:

KR ARSI 4107 /E J5 A48
. B #7—~double space

popms Since ‘lying at anchor’ is a species of the genus ‘lying’, one
=

A4t 4 ‘ : . : :
Nt can say ‘there lies my ship’ (genus-to-species metaphor), since
(Fit
Eéﬁ/\ ‘ten thousand’ is a species of a‘large number’, one can say verily
#144

| ten thousand noble deeds hath Odysseus wrought (species-to

genus metaphor). Since ‘to draw away’ and ‘to cleave’ are each a

species of the genus ‘taking away’, one can say with blade of
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bronze drew away the life (species-to-species metaphor). And
since old age is to life as evening to the day, one can say that old
age is the evening of life (ibid.). (W77 Zibid. = N [A E, 5] CH
5 EAEE . )

All metaphors, Aristotle believes, fall into at least one of these four
categories, although anaogy...... to poetry (ibid. 72). This perspective
leads to the later theorists making distinction between poetic language
and everyday language. Especialy in Chapter 21 and 22 of Poetics,
Aristotle states that every word “is either current, or strange, or metaphor,
or ornamental, or newly coined, or lengthened, or contracted, or
atered”’ (ibid.70). It is obvious that Aristotle classifies metaphors as lying
outside normal language use. They are deviant or aberrant forms of
discourse. He also holds that metaphor has no cognitive value and is
merely an embellishment of language (Kittay, 1996). Also in this chapter
he elaborates how metaphors are unusudl....... “A metaphor can therefore
only describe preexisting similarities. It can’t create similarities” (L gkoff
& Johnson, 1980: 153). (WIRAE R CH 5l H Fl—1E& BIA R 1%
RN _E R A LR X
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Chapter 4
The Mechanism of M etaphor

bR, Times New
RomanPU-5. TA% Imkd «

4.1 Black’s Interaction Theory LTI B A=A

4.1.1 Introduction to I nteraction ry

Interaction Theory was originated fromy I. A. Richards' theory. In his

definition he says: “In the simplest formulaljgn, when we use a metaphor
we have two thoughts of different things actixetogether and supported by
a single word, or phrase, whose meaning, i§ a resultant of their

interaction” (Richard, 1998:89). The most impoktant, in this definition is

“two active
=R Times New
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4.3.1 An Introduction to the Conceptual Integration Theory

7 Conceptua Integration Theory was proposed by Gilles Fauconnier
an

dMark Turner.............ooeveeeenn ..
4.3.1.1 Four Mental Spaces
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In BT, the basis unit of cognitive organization is not the domain but

the mental spaces, which are a partial and temporary representational
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structure that speakers construct when thinking or talking about a
perceived, imagined, past, present.........ccovvvvve e iieennnn.
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The study of metaphor is, in essence, the study OLnva—mcrcan"

works. It is the nucleus of metaphor study. Modern scholars discard the

perspective that metaphor is a device of rhetoric, an attachment to
language, and claim that metaphor is of cognition and is omnipresent; it is
a way of human thinking. Moreover, they hold that metaphor creates
similarity instead of comparing two things which are based on the
preexisting similarity. Hence, the mechanism of metaphor is to interpret
how similarity is created. Black’s theory and Lakoffian theory, due to
some defects and deficiencies, are not able to give a clear description of
the creation of similarity. They endeavor to expound the appearance of a
new structure after a novel metaphor, but they fail to do that and result in
“isomorphism”,

The mechanism of metaphor is sophisticated. It is a result of various
factors. Interacting, projecting and blending constitute the process. It is
obvious that BT, on the basis of the two above-mentioned theories,
focuses on solving the problem of the “isomorphism”-structure. To avoid
committing the same mistake that all the knowledge, the features mapped
from the source domain and the structure (topology) of the target domain

areinterwoven....... (Conclusion 7 “F£ A /> 114> page)



B.A.Thesis Bibliography

S R8N A
. b, BXBHEL
Times New Roman— B|b||ography BR3NULE. BT
Sy E. R TARICTUD: L3
Ws—17, F7— AFHRFIFILT
“double space . . SR
naccusatives][J]. Linguisti 0):1-

JOC I
T
N
SRR
5, Hhk
EEQI)
=

34.

I'T, 1981

My. Origins of Phrase Sructure[D]. CM.:

JOCTIRRR TR RME, BT RERS

Williams, E. Government and Binding Theory and the |

Program[M]. Oxford: Blackwell. 1984.

VITTITTTRAOTOU

BRI, S5 1. I PICPAM Hr VT F S04 £ Mg ], ALt

1999(5):25-31.

FLEFELRRFE R, PR
'%’

AR TRERARITE LEEAR[M].
BARFR. B S EIEA[M]. T
(JE: MIGELE . HCRIITINCE . DIGRAALIE X

LMV AR SRS VD

5 AR Z000;

AMEHCE H bk, 1997.

, BENES




—‘Fi# Acknowledgements Times New Romman
“double =g s E

, EEPS—4T
space
= [

| have eternal gratitude to..., my tutor, for his inestimable help and
valuable instruction, and to Professor ..., for hisinsightful lectures, which
inspire me to compose this dissertation.

| am greatly indebted to Professor ... for his alowing me to have
access to his books pertinent to this dissertation.

| also thank those who help me in course of the writing and whose
names | can’t list here one by one.

Ve G DU TR EEARVE TR



