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Abstract: Climate change, an important environmental issue, is of political and diplomatical importance. Trump’ s with-
drawal from the Paris Agreement and Biden’ s reentry have clearly revealed that there are partisan polarizations in terms of
climate stance. Based on eco-critical metaphor analysis framework, this study compares conceptual metaphors in climate
change discourse employed by the two American parties, aiming to unravel differences of metaphor choices, ecological
value orientations and hidden motivations. It is found that the principal metaphors in Trump’ s speeches involve eight
types, including BUSINESS METAPHOR, WAR METAPHOR, POSSESSION METAPHOR and CRIME METAPHOR,
etc. which convey a destructive ecological value orientation. Biden’ s metaphors involve eight types, such as THREAT
METAPHOR, JOURNEY METAPHOR, RACE METAPHOR and OPPORTUNITY METAPHOR, which convey an am-
bivalent ecological value orientation. And the differences are attributed to two administrations’ morality models, climate

policies, energy policies and foreign policies. Apart from divergence, their metaphors also display convergence, showing

that they are all highly politicized and economy-oriented, and aiming to maintain America’ s global hegemony. serving the

American administrations’ interests.
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B A URAE RGO, oAl i | S 2 AR i
S )M & T HL ( Lakoff & Johnson 1980:3) , 74 )
TR ETEE 7 IS A A AE A 2R (4
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AL, B T Bl AR R — b VB AR
fiE” (Hart 2011:271) GeH IR 520, X
MAEERFE ML R BR B HE S T B B I
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TEAE S B RORTE & kPR MPERR R AP A
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FAMAEAIEE 10 5, HIHERF 15593 4,

A SCR AR L8 RBHE T2 Wmatrix 5. 0 Pk
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P, N TR 72 255 10 2 MIP g ndi 15000 A o
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AN (LR 1 AR 2) [ TR, R 1 k2
HEPUFT PR R 2 A P15 R A 2 Y B
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R BT S A A T U v T B\ R 2
. [l B2 iy ( PARIS AGREEMENT IS BUSI-
NESS) %45 (PARIS AGREEMENT IS WAR) |
A~ N7 g (NATURE IS POSSESSION) PSR &
M6 ( PARIS AGREEMENT IS CRIME) | & 5 [ iy
(PARIS AGREEMENT IS OBSTACLE) | Jif¢ 7 F& Wi
(PARIS AGREEMENT 1S JOURNEY ) | %% % [t iy
(PARIS AGREEMENT IS DISEASE) . I 5 K& iy
( CLIMATE CHANGE IS HOAX) . H:rfdi & Jy i
SR R B, B RG  E EaA 12, 72, UL RR I
W EOURT e BE DG AR ) & 0 3l Ai o (5126
RIS DU 1 3 2 A e AL TR BRy B v
FEA3 2 5. 11 F1 3,90 A3 1 4¢ I8 X TS st
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T 7= By | Behgy 4 B ok 3,99, 1™ ik T RR S X [ AR
TR A RO
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[SUnE i) SUE sy %
dollars ( 31 ), business ( 17), cost
B By (17), wealth (16), mone?f (11),

PARIS pay/ payment (10), expensive (9),
AGREEMENT spen({ (5), bl.ly (4), afforda%)le (3),| 12.72
IS BUSINESS benefit (3), fortune (2), price (2),

save (2), capital (1), deal (1), en-
rich (1), invest (1), transaction (1)
war (6), destroy/ destructive (6) , as-
sault (5), defend/ defense (5), in-
WA | come-/ job-killing (5), kill (5),
PARIS crush (4), fight (4), protect (4), at- 511
AGREEMENT |tack (2), campaign (2), knock out ’
IS WAR (2), decimation (1), hostile (1), in-
trusion (1), raid out (1), sacrifice
(1)
SN have (24), produce (4), use (4),

. | belong to (3), export (3), unlock
NATURE IS | o eash (1) ke | 3%
POSSESSION , tap into , unleas| , take

(D
LLEE S fair/ unfair/ fairness (15), take away

PARIS (12), punish (5), impunity (3), 3.0

AGREEMENT |rule (3), mistreat (2), steal (1), ’
IS CRIME theft (1)
Bt 277 25.72

S R e 7 e S R T WA L S S
Y. g W B iy ( CLIMATE CHANGE IS THREAT) .
it 72 B2 My ( CLIMATE GOVERNANCE IS JOUR-
NEY) ., 3% %% F4 Wy ( CLIMATE GOVERNANCE 1S
RACE) HlL:Fani ( CLIMATE CHANGE IS OPPOR-
TUNITY) .4 1 Bad ( CLIMATE GOVERNANCE IS
COOPERATION) . #k fif k& Wi ( CLIMATE CHANGE
IS CHALLENGE) . 9% /T i ( CLIMATE GOVERN-
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ANCE IS RESPONSIBILITY ) . /it 5+ =My ( CLIMATE
CHANGE IS WAR) i % 44 2% Ja Joih et nfy 0 i 22 ot
My , R BE 0 ol 8. 21 F 7. 25, 3 9 2K e i
SR TR AR AR B T IR P R AR IR B M
TEPERRMIIR Z , B2 B oy 3. 85 AR T FE 5 R
FEAMEIR BSOS L 0 5e G2, HEFE SR DUA 1Y 2
BLZs By | Behgy 2 B2 ok 2. 57, 1d BH R B0 BRI Xt
AR AR 2 B PR R HILIE
k2. AREHFTHEREAREE

K 25 A SUE sy 2
crisis (33), threat ( 18), impact
(15), protect (11), security /secure
L B G (11), safety (8), urgency/ urgent
CLIMATE (8), risk (7), damage (4), danger- 821
CHANGE ous (3), destroy (2), collapse (1), ’
IS THREAT | devastation (1), endanger (1), hazard
(1), onrushing (1), peril (1), rav-
age (1), safeguard (1)
goal (27), partner/ partnership (20) ,
progress ( 13), path ( 11), reach
iR BEa (11), step (7), friend (5), point/
CLIMATE inflection point (4), way (3), come 7 95
GOVERNANCE | together (2), return (2), road (2), ’
IS JOURNEY |cross path (1), destination (1), get
there (1), head to (1), journey (1),
travel (1)
leadership/ lead ( 12), competitive-
ness/ compete/ competitive (11), win
PR (‘5), race (4),‘slep up (4), move
CLIMATE forward ( 3) . (.{mck ( 3') , run (3),
GOVERNANCE speed (3), finish/ starting line (2), 3.85
IS RACE keep up (2), pace (2), accelerate
(1), ahead of (1), dominate (1),
left behind (1), marathon (1), sprint
(1)
IR i}
Cillji;qéETEiS opportunity (38), chance (2) 2.57
OPPORTUNITY
Bt 341 21.88
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Geitah SRR UL, VISR TR B g 25 B 3k
MEIE EAFERR 2 5 o e W R B 4 S T
Jite A B R R A By, (0 3K RO T A 1) 19 B bR
WA T2 S, T TE, TR 0 A SC R B
PN TEORHEE b (T POl B 2 2

4.1.1 ST R AR XA

4.1.1.1 @k Ry

(1) It would have cost us a tremendous for-

tune. They were going to take away our wealth.
.24 .

They were going to say we can’t do certain busines-
ses.

FEIR S SR Ak IR) RELT Ry B3 O B SE %
T Y H I R I 8 T Ak e, 9 (AR P ) 1Y
BEARA K T 255 04z, 5% [ IF A BE M A 31 52
IRAFEIG R, A1 1R B X T UM 1 B A A
BB W) B P RS A S LT Bl 48 5T
FakSeEAH B R FHAUH, BT T 1 R
2,2 REATTE R E A by, A TR RS
A BUE 255 W ER W E ., —WE HHEK
SR R 1) S A A T 228 R A 5 )t o A A
IR AE — A AR RL a5 53 )8, 58 70 R B T
RE R BOURF AR 5E O o 1 2 R WL AEA T4 K 32
XA B

4.1, 1.2 S4B

(2)..., we have ended the war on American
energy, and we have ended the economic assault on
our wonderful energy workers.

B1(2) B e S R A Ba g 48 7 Sk 35 1]
(AR ME ) , 3 I T — A AT SZ R
RS BRI R I o X — 2655 5 B Ak, )
(2) B A s B8 B L AR P ) Y 4 R AU M
BT L fR U b E A TR E R REIR T
ANHZGE A5 56 F A 45 ™ H 240, @k B
i blb g BT R 1 G B FIAS B 40 2k S5 T 1, A R
Mgy | AT BT — S AN T 3000 R 42 i ) XU £
TEREAR ek TARSE, Y550 AR 52 R 1%
JFIR AR B E ) AT B 7 58, A Rt A B
TR N AR BTG 4, T TS 0 ik 2 5l 51
AARSCFFBUNIR AU P E B H Y

4. 1. 1.3 D NI 7= s

(3)I’ d unleash American energy like never be-
fore, because our natural resources do not belong to
government, they belong to the people of this country.

Bi(3) S0 TR EUM XS T H ARG A 4b 21
D2, s A AR BTIRUR T RS R S [ AE YA
BN RFFA, X—EmTENERZEEEZ,
NET AR, AR NN, B YA E
ALV £ 52 B BT H bR i Al RLJE s
MR AR I BRI R dh A, R A
PRI S AN s ke fs AL, L TRESR MR A A9 4 I3 ) i
SR RIS AR TR M S0 . X5 TR B 3% BUR K
Ui, AR — S T AR T A f AhER HEFL, A
ARG G 222 B pe) Hoor & 1y, JF 3 36 = pr 5248
NS HARFREIAE A EARTE B AR,
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(4) It would only punish our country while for-
eign polluters operate with impunity.

AL 2 g K A P S b T 2R A T D] )
A, A 5 I A A BRI IR B A2 B AR D,
FEG] (4) H e B PR B g 0 B et 5 Tl
ZHEF AR A ARG Qe H T
S, XSG 2 i R A A S L A
P& R DA A T A 4 2 J7 R A B (R,
PR (8 S il B o B E R e i S e A /3t
UL LU IR AR B E FoRAR SRS 7] £k
Frigmg—ke  HARR By Y SR T e (AR
PbE ) BB PRI 2P A L Se A SE R HE
Ty RE S A F B BRI BT i 1 1E 2447

4.1.2 REMREERA XL

401,21 DB

(5)...

destroying people’ s lives and livelihoods and doing

, it” s not a hypothetical threat. It’ s

it every single day.
FREBATIR A B B 5 e 28 A0 R 1 17
TR, B T R FH B B i i 34 1 H A1 A9 30 555 e
L, %2 &1 T T 5 22 H O A=A [ 23U i) o A0 A A
11(5) AN AL A 1 LA BT IR AL 1 2 5, RS
A AL B ™ B e NN A 7 AR T Rl 3
FAA BB 5 T A A 1 ™ IR AR B
AL JE R DRHCRE 8 1 i Wy AR U 28 A 1 5 1
DL T R A D o UM a3 RE TG 56
FE 2 AR AR B AR B AIL , 158 R 2 AR R IBUAT RUCHA I, 3 Bl
B 258 O it I3 R, e 25 Dy T 8 BT S5 A 0% BB
I o) QNN ENP AN 2 1 = A = A TE Y A
4.1.2.2 JiRFEFAMS
(6) And this summit is our first step on the road
we 1l travel together, God willing, all of us, to and
through Glasgow this November and the U. N. Cli-
mate Conference, you know, to set our world on a
path to secure, prosperous, and sustainable future.
1911 (6 ) 40 N Mg 2% I g ol e O RS
oA B AU R S AR R T — o, Hoh 2 5
SBR[ S Bl B R i b i HA [ AT
JEBE T Uit BRAAT Bh 7 1) ik AR I a5 9] 114
—N i, TR O A R e IR
PEREAE AL Ry — By A5 18 B AT R AR, ] T
SUBIRTRAY 52 2 MR A 1, T T A v B A
TR MIE IE , 75 52 5 0506 B R 5K P Y
ASFHSFNSS g o it R 5 AL 000 T sz ke 5 TR

AP TP A PR I 58 % 4 4 — 3 T e
AL A B 1]

4.1.2.3 a3

(7)You know, those that do take action and make
bold investments in their people and clean energy future
will win the good jobs of tomorrow, and make their e-
conomies more resilient and more competitive. So
let’ s run that race; win more, win more sustainable
future than we have now.

SEAERY H B AR, Fr U . e 3R R
Wy — 5 T B A v BEA AR JE I 55— O T W
5 [ 908 S P g A I g A S 47 i) o 428 5% 40
RIBOREF Lo B (T7) B T R EFFEEOTT A
A2 T 35 R RS B U h B S AL
H—G 5 AR B 5E 38, 5 H & 2 5 ARE
AT B LIAR U 22 TAEL 2 R i 38 1L e i 22
Do [, 98 BOM 78 7 20 m AU 2 5 3 ih 3
A FIE G, 5075 B 1 56 )L O o oo - 78
FHOCAU G 4 [ PR i S O 5 4, IR, 5 B Ba ey
BROG T RS BUN A T V& IS, o8 P A At 2
RIERTR M E R LIRS AL )

4.1.2.4 B2 Bang

(8) And this is a chance, in my view, to make
a generational investment in our economic resilience
and in our workers and our communities throughout
the world.

11 (8 ) R e A2 A BUBUE S — A R AL,
RN ARAE AR BR 7 W2 18 5 1 A B Y R, 42
PRAEIXA R TR PR E ) AR TR A2
AIBL2s o FATLIE A R P05 ) 8 R B A% 15 T 5 BB
TR XA A A 1) R ) AR 285 B (ELAIL 2 s i
SR B e A X 5 A 1 BE ALy, ) e T R
HURIRIE SR B B I H Y& 5K 2l 58 B 2 5F &
JE& ke [ N sl TRt e 2 A [ s = 55 v A 56
] [ B 3 A (5 R TR JZ BOR BT

4.2 Berr: A S ARG 49 54T

RO B e B Y AR A R, e IR I B R
IR AU 2 T E TR Y, T8 5 TR S
AL ARRE S W AR HALC LB B SE ) | i B 3
IR B35 ) AL B 3] 5 Ak P S B SR OG R
e DAUEAR A WD SE T Sk A1 ) HA 13 5, O e
AR BB AR 9 TE B, F 4 BR AU IR PR
R T IR PR, 7E NS H SRR ) 5 T
TR B AR T AR RE A, N NS H
SRIBIAFIIE X AR E Zh 06 &, B, A A
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BRI AR R R AT B A TCRR T A | 1
IR BAR, P i b < AU« T =M 19 3 4R
W Antal & Drews 2015:1056) . [RIf, /F hy 45 B
SRS TE i B A% O SRR, B BRI A 3R T 2R Uk
RIS A SRR Z 8 0 28 I, AT LA A AR B9 38 BB
JRFANTE AT 4 A 5 R I B 28 T g 4, DA SR £ i 2
B & A g5 LA R R 4, JRiE AR —380 45 o B
PR A 1 S 72 A 2 — B 15290 3K ( Lakoff 2010
75) , TCH YA R B, R 25 01 1 A M —
ISR, B T B UM HOCT A A 4R
FKEEKMA TR GERAREGAR R 5tk
SR A A R R B, BT Lk
By, e B o8 T R B LS R ) 45
Fll 25 Rl 0 Az AR BRA, 5 A SC I 4 1 A S T 2
PUNRE L PO 7 s s A 87 N 311 I S N ]
b By A B A A g AL SR e s [
2B TR B 100 A BB DA A A 2 A B 1 A
A ER (DLEL2) .

B 2. 4 818 T oy £ A MHE R

B Z AR W, R Y I e 1 B A A S
A HPE PR R A AN % 1, B an, B R
W TEAI e AL A A7 A 2 52, o ] A A A 10 7 R
TR LA TS N2 it B A A A P U, A ) T 0Kk
NARSEALEE, 1 2 AR IR BN, BER AL
AN R R A 1K T A BAT Bl B I
%5 41, e E R [ 3L R B . WIS AR
FRE55 3 20 i BRAR  R AR A B 23S, — 2 A
JE b W R BUR A 4 P B9 2R S fE R e, 2
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FEEAUEARE R R R B s P
PERERL, RN, 5 FE BRm 76 5 i A # K A
FROR I B3 (Flusberg et al. 2017:780) , Hi
PR BETEUSMIREZ 4, R EF MBI IE
oAt [ 52 1% Wit kS, R 7 G ] B 5 AS e 57 1) AR AL
[FAE Pl B8 T 26 [ B el 1 SR B
R 3 B 28 A HT B0 0 RN o A O 450 ] = A 1
WRIZEHE, E SR S Bl Oy 1A, DA b R B 55 1k
2 TR E R AR S L EA, KD E
FIFVA W A in B B IE #9532 B3 WE R A3
BCANF-25 BLROR Re i e, IO 48 2% 1 ) [ 2% 18]
ZEEREBUER, 1 TASCEM M LA S8 1E
Rl ) A ST S, B B LR TR BUR — R
BAE A S E I, 28GR E TR AL
AT S P9 1 2 S (B BT A T 25 1
TR Py v () R M B o | i 2 B ey | S FE B
e B 2 By L[] A T 5 R A AR M AR 2
W fE B ) A 2B A iR (UL 3)

K3 FRREamESHERRA

4.3 £ B 7 5G e 4E A 6 “ shag”

MHFGE L, R 7R | R B A AR R A A<M A A i
PR AR gy S R 2 S g S SR A i IBOURF
AR AU A7 AF B S RN iz i T
M Z At 2B 2, 4t 25 3R S22 4% ( Fair-
clough 1989:23) , i B35 1 50 < fige A8 Ak 3 o rh
Ry 2 5 AN [ T L 0 380 9 5 A S 1) A =K
FECR E5K

B, RN E UL 29 T S R S A Y ik
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P& SEAE IR WUE I A P& 401k 5 Lakoff( 2004 )
PR P ETER A RS R AL T/
b ORT PR SR (8 51 i), T 5 ) 4 7T AR i
BB I 5 Ao S R AR BOEUR HE AT BIA Tk R
Gt HRNSE R A AR I 18 SR AN A H 25 Ak
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