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Worldview 
and Social Practice

A discourse-space approach 
to political text analysis

Worldview and Social Practice takes a cognitive-discourse approach to 
semantic analysis of worldview constructions along Space, Time and 
Attitude (STA) coordinates. It demonstrates how variations in STA schemas 
shape Dutch political parties’ worldviews and the rationale behind their 
election manifestos (2006, 2010). Results reveal a general trend towards 
a more conservative worldview system in The Netherlands that warrants 
more restrictive policies to ostensibly tighten security and increase stability. 
Variations in spatial schemas transcend the left-right divide in party 
competition and call attention to party positioning on the progressive-
conservative dimension from a cultural-cognitive perspective. 
STA analysis makes a contribution to the transdisciplinary ambitions of 
Critical Discourse Studies to build bridges between linguistics, political 
science and sociology for a deeper understanding of diversity in social 
practices.
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they are just going with the mediatised, competitive political tide, but it is necessary to 
be aware of the nature of such hegemonic trends to critically evaluate the intentionality 
of discourse. Awareness of worldview constructions and their consequences provides 
room for evaluation, to seek a rationale for common sense and imagining a sustainable 
common sense, goals and actions. As Toulmin (2001, Ch. 13) points out, a return to 
reason includes living with uncertainty. I hope that the discourse-space approach to 
political text analysis contributes to making sense of the worlds we live in and to finding 
a common episteme for a better future. A cognitive discourse-space approach can 
contribute to unmasking intentions for action in political and other discourse domains 
in which language use is a bridge to social practice.   

 
Bertie Kaal, February 2017 
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Foreword 
 
 
This thesis is the first result from the “From Text to Political Positions” (T2PP) project 
that was initiated under the auspices of CAMeRA (later absorbed in The Network 
Institute). The institute is dedicated to facilitating innovative research across the VU 
faculties and beyond. The website reads: “There is new science to explore, in order to 
understand and deal with our increasingly connected world.” I fully subscribe to this 
intention. New science can result from innovation, but new insights can also be gained 
from combining theories and methods from different disciplines. This is what the T2PP 
project set out to do. Three PhD positions were available to explore how quantitative 
and qualitative methods could be complementary in comparative political science by 
combining social, political, verbal, conceptual and intentional aspects of political 
discourse. 

The discourse approach on which this thesis reports, was inspired by my 
awareness of a dissonance between democracy and political discourse in The 
Netherlands and beyond. It is going to be hard for people to adapt and cope with the 
growing uncertainty of the “increasingly connected world” while communities are 
disengaging and politics lean on public sentiment instead of reason. Democracy based 
on sentiment is not sustainable, but in the current situation we need an understanding 
of how sentiment is communicated. Therefore, I have concentrated on extracting the 
ground on which sentiment and opinion are constructed in texts.  

The discourse-space approach that is developed and applied in this thesis is a 
product of a growing concern about contested democracy. The year 2017 may be a 
tipping point, with the newly elected US President, Brexit, the re-design of the European 
Treaty of Rome, and upcoming elections in several European countries, including The 
Netherlands. A fundamental shift in the nature of doing politics in Europe is at hand with 
parallels to the early 20th Century. Populism is gaining ground while undemocratic 
leaders are waiting to fill the power vacuum. The speed of change, the overload of 
information and the lack of long-term vision all add up to uncertainty. These 
developments undo the post-Second World War solidarity of two generations of 
successful struggle and relative consensus. That generation included my parents, Jaap 
and Janneke Kaal, from whom I learned that dialogue and reason are the way forward.  

It seems to be normal to present refugees as a plague and a threat, to relate an 
‘other’ religion with terrorism, and to challenge the legitimacy of public institutions, 
including the law. The shift from post-war optimism and consensus to politics of fear 
and contestation requires other ways to analyse the political ‘voices’ that constitute it 
for both unity and diversity. One way of making sense of the shift is to investigate 
parties’ worldviews from which their political intentions emerge. For example, if the 
refugee crisis is seen from the refugees point of view, there would be more reason to 
include them than if it is seen as a European and national; problem of the place they run 
to. This is but one example of a radical shift in what Searle calls “direction-of-fit” that 
guides intentionality. The shift goes from social deixis to individualism, nationalism and 
economy-driven politics. I wonder whether political parties are aware of it, or whether 
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“Good my lord, put your discourse into some frame  
and start not so wildly from my affair.”  

(Guildenstern in Hamlet, Act III.ii, 289-290)  
 
 
 
The research project “From Text to Political Positions: From sentiments and opinions to 
party positions” (T2PP, VU Network Institute, formerly CAMeRA) set out to find 
connections between levels of meaning construction in political texts. It involved an 
interdisciplinary effort towards rich text mining for networks of content, lexical-
semantic units and discourse markers. This rich text-mining approach was considered 
particularly appropriate to analyse the Dutch multiparty landscape at a time when 
public interest and confidence in national politics was seriously in decline, also known 
as the ‘Dutch drop’ that started in 2001 (Aerts and De Goede 2013:10). In the 2010 and 
2012 Dutch elections the largest ‘party’ was, in fact, the percentage of non-voters (Van 
Roessel 2012).1 From a political perspective, extreme electoral volatility (Mair 2008) 
and a fundamental shift in the premises of political party differentiation have made 
voter behaviour quite unpredictable. From a voter perspective, the political landscape 
has disengaged itself from ideological premises and it is a problem for voters to feel 
engaged in deliberative democratic processes, particularly in a multiparty democracy as 
we have in The Netherlands. Voters need reliable, independent information to make up 
their mind. Voting Advice Applications (VAAs) serve that purpose. In The Netherlands, 
Kieskompas and Stemwijzer design VAAs for the Dutch elections to inform the public in 
a structured manner as guidance in their party choice. 

Results from the VAA Kieskompas for 2006, 2010 and 2012 show that parties 
moved to the middle on the Left-Right dimension, indicating a shift in the ideological 
grounding of party identity, as shown in Figure 1.1. The traditional distinguishing 
features on Left-Right appear to converge, while Progressive-Conservative positioning 
remained fairly stable. Parties were adopting pragmatic strategies to establish a new 
kind of identity in an increasingly volatile, media-dependent electoral competition. 
These developments were seen as a threat to deliberative democracy because voters’ 
                                                        
1 Van Roessel, A. 2012. Het is toch één pot nat: verkiezingen: niet-stemmers. Groene Amsterdammer, 
September 2012. [It is all the same: Elections: non-voters, translation mine] 
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knowledge and expectations of familiar party ideologies and new, competitive strategies 
were drifting apart (Takens 2013). In this transformation, political discourse in The 
Netherlands wandered into a dynamic competition about practical, current issues that 
backgrounded the more stable progressive-conservative attitudes. In that respect, 
Guildenstern’s advice to “put [Hamlet’s] discourse into some frame” falls on deaf ears, 
even today, when politicians tend to “start wildly from [our] own affairs” (Hamlet, Act 
3.2, 289-290). Today, national politics is not just about issues and actors, or solid 
arguments on ideological principles, rather, it is about unleashing sentiments and 
opinions on current experience the world. I therefore argue in this thesis that political 
text analysis for party positioning should start out from the spatial-cognitive principle in 
which all parties ground their worldviews in frames of reference and cooridnate 
systems (Levinson 2003; Searle 2010). 
 
Figure 1.1. Kieskompas party positions 2010-2012: a shift to the right. 
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how worldviews of the same political space are constructed. As Guildenstern suggests, 
what matters to Hamlet’s leadership is not what he is talking about, but how he frames 
it. While examining a corpus of Dutch election manifestos, my focus turned to 
researching variation in the spatial construction of politically-motivated worldviews 
from which intentions for political action unfold. Eliciting the framework on which 
worldview ontologies are constructed requires a kind of discourse analysis that reaches 
beyond discrete linguistic constructions and content relations. Discourse is understood 
here as being a communicative practice that constitutes and is constituted by social 
practice. Discourse is seen as a pragmatic phenomenon with various characteristics: 
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attitudes to them can be projected onto political dimensions, but these dimensions do 
not account for what is not verbally expressed but presumed to be common knowledge. 
Discourse studies draws attention to the affordances of language use and its reductive, 
rhetorical presentations of social complexes that can only be analysed if we know what 
that common knowledge consists of. However, when the common ground on which a 
deliberative democracy relies is unstable, as we experience in The Netherlands, the 
illocutionary and perlocutionary force of presumed common ground becomes 
problematic. The non-factual nature of presumption is an academic paradox as it is 
impossible to find explicit evidence from implicit constructions of meaning. Language 
use does not only make sense because of linguistic form and function petterns, but 
because language primarily makes sense in the context in which it is used. Therefore, 
the study of language use in a particular context should provide insight into and 
evidentiality of possible meanings. In my view, empirical research into the presentation 
of ‘realities’ and ‘facts’ contributes a fundamental sense of relativity to science by 
providing insight into how language users in a given culture fundamentally think and 
view the world beyond categories (Cienki 2016: 12-13). By consulting literature from a 
variety of related fields, I would like to bridge the delicate gap between positing theories 
and cross-disciplinary theory building while relativising the nature and value of 
phenomenological evidence of worldview construction and the evidentiality of its 
rhetorical affordances.  

Empirical studies in cognition and linguistic anthropology (Duranti 2015; 
Levinson 2003), and the cognitive-/neuro-linguistics approach proposed by Chilton 
(2014) give evidence of variation in spatial constructions, while (Searle 2010) provides 
philosophical explanations of the pragmatic relation between speech acts and making 
sense in a social construct. Spatial cognition functions as an organising principle: a 
schematic framework that can be organised in a variety of coordinate systems and 
enables relativisation (Levinson 2003). These schematic mental mappings are shaped by 
the analogy between the perception of natural, geographic space and the perception and 
creation of abstract social spaces.  By the same analogy, social spaces can be experienced 
as ‘realities’ with their own social facts. Nevertheless, they are not the same: where 
humans have no agency over absolute facts, they do have agency over social facts that 
require intentions and the desire to maintain, adapt or transform them (Duranti 2015; 
Searle 2010). Research in the linguistic presentation of spatial coordinate systems (e.g. 
Chilton 2014; Levinson 2003) motivate the development of a discourse-space approach 
to extract spatial coordinate systems of text and discourse worlds that direct the 
meaning of linguistic units and content relations in the background. Worldview 
coherence establishes an intrinsic reality, or discourse world, that makes sense by virtue 
of its presumed relational framework and its deictic point of view from which values, 
desires, agency, and causality patterns unfold. For example, helping refugees is a 
humanitarian duty for some, but for others refugees are a potential danger that should 
be kept at bay. Such conflicting attitudes trigger different intentions for action. The 
expression or presumed presence of attitude has ‘intentional’ affordances that are not 
necessarily consciously intended but they are directed by the logic of the coordinate 
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system. When worldviews are presented with the intention to trigger action – as they 
are in political discourse – their rhetorical force relies on the epistemic analogy between 
natural-world facts and abstract social-world facts. Analogy is considered fundamental 
to human reasoning and in this thesis it serves as an explanatory concept to account for 
the spatial analogy between natural-world perception and social-world realities and an 
innate human condition to act and move forward. The spatial analogy between 
perception, cognition, thought and its presentation in communication is not only a 
matter of common knowledge but also involves shared values, attitudes and 
experiences. For example, a banker in the financial heart of London may experience 
Hong Kong as being closer to home than London’s Camden Town because the global 
financial world is more familiar ground to him.  

To examine the cognitive ground of worldview ontologies as, what Heidegger 
(1971) called, subjective ‘realities’, I set out to find variation in the spatial ground of 
Dutch election manifestos. The purpose was to compare variation in parties’ spatial 
frames of reference with content-based party positioning on political dimensions. The 
diversity of parties on the Dutch political landscape was partiuclarly attractive to find 
subtle variation in their worldview constructions. Figure 1.1 shows parties as positioned 
by the content-based Kieskompas voting advice application. Because politics is an 
intrinsically spatial domain, I expected to find a valid connection between the cognitive-
cultural and content-analytic methods. However, because the relationship between the 
natural world and social worlds is not straightforward, Chapters 2 and 3 review 
literature on social philosophy and philosophy of language, worldview theory and 
spatial cognition to find the potential connection between spatial frames of reference 
and parties’ coherence principle in their worldview ontology and intentions for action. 
Levinson’s cognitive-linguistic, anthropological work on spatial cognition in Space in 
Language and Cognition: Explorations in cognitive diversity (2003) was fundamental to 
developing theoretical and pragmatic premises for a discourse-space model. Levinson 
builds on “the primacy of spatial cognition” and gives empirical evidence of cultural 
variation in coordinate systems. This inspired me to take an empirical approach, also 
informed by perspectives from the social sciences, to develop a spatial-cognitive 
anthropology of parties’ worldview constructions. The discourse-space approach taken 
is inspired by Paul Chilton’s work on discourse space that he has been developing 
towards a fundamentally cognitive-linguistic deictic-space theory, as explicated in his 
book Language, Space and Mind (Chilton 2014). Collaboration with other discourse-
space pioneers in Critical Discourse Studies led to a special issue on Space, Time and 
Evaluation in Ideological Discourse (Filardo Llamas et al. 2015), and a conference panel 
on ”Discourse space and evaluation across disciplines” (CADAAD 2016) to explore 
multimodal instances of perspectivisation in evaluative discourse. There appears to be 
significant interest in integrating spatial linguistics and spatial-discourse analysis to 
reveal the nature of social worlds and their coordinate systems by way of which social 
practice is shaped and accounted for. These transdisciplinary explorations are set out in 
Chapters 2 and 3, and the Glossary should help to overcome philosophical and 
terminological ambiguities in and across these disciplines.  
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The discourse-space model for Dutch election manifestos builds on linguistic 
discourse-space theory and extends it to the level of discursive intentional constructions 
of Space, Time and Attitude (hereinafter STA). The operationalisation of discourse-space 
analysis is discussed in Chapters 4-7. It required explorations into political text analysis, 
worldview and text-world theory, and (political) narrative theory, discussed in Chapter 
4. It provides a basis for the selection of a suitable corpus and its history and function in 
the Dutch political context that is contextualised historically and accounted for in 
Chapter 5. Close reading led to the development of a discourse-space model with which 
to design a codebook based on empirical evidence from the corpus (Chapters 6 and 7). 
An appropriate annotation tool was selected to be able to quantify the annotation tags 
and to find quantitative evidence of the relevance of discourse-space markers for party 
positioning. The aim was to clarify the relation between comparative political text 
analysis and conceptual discourse-space analysis. The critical discourse studies 
paradigm encouraged me to embark on this transdisciplinary journey, while not 
expecting to acquire expertise in all of the disciplines involved. Rather, the aim was to 
develop expertise in connecting linguistic and political methods with a discourse 
approach to find variation in worldview constructions. In the collaboration with my two 
project colleagues, Annemarie van Elfrinkhof (Political Science) and Isa Maks  
(Computational Lexicology) we were able to share our expertise to design and apply 
pilot studies towards integrated political-text analysis (Van Elfinkhof et al. 2014).  
 
Discourse-space analysis: In theory and in practice 
 
The following paragraphs summarise the different stages of the investigation: the 
theoretical and methodological underpinnings, the political context and data selection, 
steps in the design of a discourse-space codebook for Dutch manifesto analysis, the 
corpus-assisted implementation of the codebook, leading to a quantification of Space, 
Time and Attitude markers (henceforth STA) and their relation to political dimensions. 
The final chapter discusses affordances and constraints of the discourse-space approach 
for political-discourse analysis and how it could contribute to the study of other 
communities of practice and their discourses. 

Chapter 2 presents background reasons for a transdisciplinary research design. 
Its purpose is to help demystify the rhetorical affordances of the natural-world episteme 
in social-world construction. Following Levinson (2003), I propose a novel approach to 
worldview analysis that starts out from the spatial principle of human perception and 
cognition that informs evaluation, stance taking and intentionality as presented in 
discourse. Spatial cognition, it is argued, forms the ground for experiencing an 
axiological sense of certainty, likelihood and appropriateness that is a prerequisite for 
bringing ideas to practice (Chilton 2011, 2014; Searle 2010). Spatial grounding becomes 
‘common’ when it is engrained in shared knowledge and values (common ground) that 
shape the identity of a community. The complementary relationship between stative 
space and dynamic time is explained in relation to frames of reference and their internal 
coordinate systems that together provide a narrative sense of direction, duration and 
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urgency/necessity. Cognitive aspects of worldview ontology are discussed in this 
chapter to explain how discursive constructions are constituted by, and constitutive of, 
ideology and identity. A literature review serves to explain how common ground might 
trigger intentions for action, particularly in politics and a discussion of complementary 
aspects of cognitive linguistics, pragmatics and discourse studies gives a background for 
the philosophical, social and cognitive considerations discussed in Chapter 3.  

Chapter 3 takes a transdisciplinary perspective on worldview analysis. It 
presents a cognitive definition of worldview. I argue that worldview should be analysed 
upwards from its spatial grounding in coordinate systems (Apostel, in Aerts et al. 2007 
[1994]) and focus on the schematic spatial analogy between the natural world (realis) 
and social worlds (‘realis’).2 I propose a cognitive and pragmatic perspective on 
ontological discursive constructions that potentially direct human understanding of 
their environment. Discourse is considered to constitute social intentionality, not 
because discourse itself has intentions, but because discourse is a social construct that 
can effectively give direction to collective intentions for action. The refugee case given 
above is an example of two different scenarios of the same issue that might lead to 
different intentions for action in the same political space. Duranti’s (2015) notion of 
“Intentional discourse” reflects on the performative affordance of language use from 
which intentions for action can emerge. It is supported by a cultural, discourse-intrinsic, 
worldview logic that is dileniated by a frame of reference (attention field) and directed 
by a coordinate system (Levinson 2003) and its directions-of-fit (Searle (2010). Insights 
from philosophy, the study of cognition, the social sciences, linguistics, semiotics and 
pragmatics are presented to account for spatial analogy in worldview construction at 
different, complementary, levels of abstraction. The following chapters describe the 
spatial analogy between the natural world (realis), social worlds (‘realis’) and imaginary, 
counterfactual worlds (irrealis) how it can be applied to develop a discourse-space 
model for Dutch manifesto analysis.   

Various cognitive-linguistic theories on evaluative thought, its presentation in 
language and its potential intentionality support discourse-space theory and discourse 
analysis for space and time markers of worldview ontology (Chilton 2014; Levelt 1989; 
Levinson 2003). Spatial worldview construction is considered fundamental to variation 
in rationales for action and the semantic and perlocutionary power of stacking spatial 
linguistic, text and discourse constructions coherently. Moreover, coherence provides in 
a sense of certainty (fit) that supports the force of attitude and intentions. Space, Time 
and Attitude (STA) expressions form the discursive ground-floor schema of worldview 
ontology from which intentions for action unfold logically. For example, when the Dutch 
Party for Freedom claims that “Holland is full” (Onafhankelijksheidsverklaring 2005) and 
“the streets are still unsafe” (PVV manifesto 2006) it frames a primarily domestic scope 
of attention. By contrast, the claim that “The Netherlands is part of a wonderful world” 
(GreenLeft manifesto 2006) suggests the party reasons from a global attention frame. 

                                                        
2 The distinction between realis and irrealis does not refer to the linguistic distinction of mood. It refers 
here to natural phenomena (realis) (Searle’s basic facts) and social phenomena that are experienced as 
real by an epistemic comjmunity (‘realis’).  
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Having set the parameters for STA analysis in Chapter 3, Chapter 4 discusses 
worldview theory in relation to discourse-world analysis and the concept of framing 
across disciplines. Text- and discourse-world builders are described in terms of form, 
and function, properties of space and time frames-of-reference and modals that gauge 
the force of attitude. A theoretical framework is provided for STA analysis for (Dutch) 
party positioning based on two underlying assumptions and a hypothesis: 

 
a. Worldview episteme is facilitated by spatial cognition and the analogy between 

natural world perception and social worlds (cf. Croft and Cruse 2004: 47).  
b. The principle of spatial cognition in thought and language connects absolute, intrinsic 

and relative reasoning (Levinson 2003) with intentionality (Duranti 2015).  
 
The hypothesis is that variation in attention spaces is indicative of politically-motivated 
intentional states. Chapter 4 provides a background for decisions made in the corpus 
selection for comparative discourse-space analysis of Dutch political discourse that are 
discussed in the Chapter 5. 

Chapter 5 sets the data selection in a political-historic context and provides the 
key concepts of the analysis. Since the Second World War an in its aftermath, The 
Netherlands has witnessed a fundamental transformation from ideological coexistence 
to competitive polarity that has and is developing into a serious threat to its 
constitutional deliberative democracy (Aarts and Thomassen 2008). It marks a 
continuation of an epistemic shift in the expereince of time and space as well as human 
agency (Foucault 1966). In the 21st century, when community dynamics and 
communication are so different from just a decade ago, the evidentiality of linguistic and 
content-analytic methods must be monitored because their semantic-pragmatic 
affordances are changing along with fundamental social changes. Today, we need to 
question the concept of ideology and whether it is still a political premise when populist 
parties adopt right-wing and left-wing issues, as we have seen with the Dutch 50+ party 
and the Party for Freedom (PVV) who adopt issues just because they are likely to attract 
votes while being ideologically dissonant. The political landscape has become volatile on 
traditional political dimensions and there is a clear need for reliable estimates of party 
positions to inform and engage the public around election time. The advatnage of a 
discourse-space approach is that spatial cognition is a stable, innate factor. I have 
therefore focused on discourse-space analysis and the development of an STA model 
from which parties’ worldview rationales and intentions for action unfold.  The corpus 
consists of Dutch election manifestos before and after the economic crisis of 2008 (EM 
2006, 2010) as this marked te possibility of a strong shift in party positions. Using 
narrative and stylistic theory to focus on the most significant sections of manifestos in 
which worldviews are framed most explicitly, a further selection was made for the 
analysis of a sub-corpus of introductory paragraphs (EM-Intro). The motivation for 
focussing on elections was the electoral ‘Dutch drop’, mentioned above, and the need to 
find new ways to engage the public in politics,  
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Chapters 6 and 7 present the development and results of STA analysis. The full 
set of results of twenty election manifestos is visualised in Appendix 7.2. A case is made 
for the introduction of discourse-space analysis in online VAAs to complement content 
analysis with its insights into the ground rationale by which content, attitudes and 
actions are constructed. Chapter 6 applies the theoretical and contextual background 
given in the previous chapters in a discourse-space model for party’s spatial worldviews. 
It discusses the analogy between realis, ‘realis’ and irrealis worlds and how this plays out 
in political texts and proposes an empirical model to extract spatial constructions from a 
corpus of texts. The procedure involves the selection of like texts and codebook design. 
The process of designing a reliable framework for STA annotation is explained with a 
critical reflection on the development and implementation of the annotation procedure. 
Discourse-space analysis benefits from a combination of qualitative discourse analysis 
and quantitative results of STA annotation that together reveal significance and inform 
qualitative, political interpretations. Moreover, quantification results can be used to 
rank parties on their scope of attention in worldview frames.   

Chapters 7 and 8 present the results of STA analysis of EM-Intro 2006 and 2010. 
Specific examples of STA annotation are given to show the interpretive affordances of 
layers of attention, directions-of-fit and attitude and how STA frames of reference relate 
to political dimensions. Some examples are given to show how results can contribute to 
political interpretations and party positioning. Graphic visualisations of results are 
provided to reveal differences and shifts in parties’ scope of attention and their positive 
and negative argument structure. Chapter 8 gives an evaluation of results in view of 
interparty variation and diachronic shifts between the two election years. It also 
discusses the rhetorical affordances of the spatial grounding of parties’ worldviews and 
their intentions for action. To give an example of the interpretive affordances of the 
method, a cross-validation of STA analysis and content analysis for party positioning is 
presented for two issues: the overarching issue of Security and the Christian worldview 
perspective. A case is made for the relation between STA results and content-based 
political dimensions, particularly on the statist-dynamist (progressive-conservative) 
dimension. However, it is argued that alternative political dimensions should be 
considered to include the effects of coordinate systems on issue relations, and positions. 
Worldview scope and deictic coordinate systems reveal variation in how parties 
foreground problems and how that relates to politically-motivated intentions. Chapter 8 
provides STA evidence to correlate the micro-level of lexical semantics, the meso-level of 
discourse space and the macro-level of the social context and its future projections.  

Finally, Chapter 9 gives a critical reflection on the problems and affordances of 
applying qualitative corpus–assisted analytic models to make sense of the dynamics of 
meaning construction and to clarify social change. However, spatial cognition is a 
primary faculty that is basic to human behaviour. Discourse-space analysis can serve as 
a higher-level constant in the analysis of the relationship between language and society 
and its diversity. I propose how it can be informative to develop and apply STA analytic 
models to other discourse domains in which they could help to clarify the constituting 
and constitutive affordances of discourse-space constructions in social practice.  
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 I have taken a discourse-space approach in a broad sense to analyse texts at a 
level beyond words, linguistic constructions and content, and to address the conceptual 
and intentional function of STA in discourse worlds. The results of this cognitive-
discourse approach show how political parties coordinate content and words in 
different ways, and how they construct worldviews to form very different intentions for 
action in the same political space. This approach may inform party positioning and will 
contribute a sense of unity in spatial cognition and its cultural diversity to the analysis 
by taking into account the primacy of spatial cognition in human thought, language and 
intentions for action. 
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Chapter 2 
 

Transdisciplinary Investigations 
Towards Cognitive and Critical Discourse Analysis 

 
  
 
 
 
2.1 Transdisciplinary investigations towards cognitive and critical discourse 
analysis 
 
Discourse analysis needs to take a transdisciplinary approach if it is going to help us 
make sense of how social worlds are constructed and perceived, eventually to support 
interpretations of the different ways in which people (and political parties) seek to 
change things in different ways. The discourse-space approach developed in this study is 
based on a set of related theories on human perception of the world we live in, and its 
(re)presentations in text worlds and discourse worlds. Human cognition is considered 
fundamental to discourse studies and text analysis because its evaluative affordances 
facilitate awareness, identity, communication, and socialisation that potentially trigger 
intentions for action (Duranti 2015). There are some essential differences between text- 
and discourse worlds (cf. the Glossary): a text world is marked by a text-intrinsic logic 
that functions in its social context. A discourse world comprises the entire social domain 
in which communication is practiced. It constitutes conventional “common knowledge, 
social values, text worlds, and contextual situations” in a “Unified Field Theory” that 
“genuinely relates the domains of cognition and language in a practical way” (Werth 
1999: xi). Close reading is required to elicit the presumptive cultural nature of discourse 
and to discover the fundamental spatial grounding of a particular discourse that gives 
direction to verbal meaning constructions and intentional states. Keeping in mind the 
research goal, the theoretical exploration sets out to relate spatial cognition, linguistics, 
communication and philosophy of language to discourse and intentions for action. Each 
of these research fields has a discourse domain in and of itself that represents an 
intrinsic logic of academic premises and goals. The drawback in this kind of exploratory 
research is the researcher’s limitation that one cannot be an expert in all of the relevant 
disciplines. It must therefore rely on carefully selecting relevant knowledge and sharing 
expertise, while keeping in mind the limitations and constraints of transdisciplinary 
empirical research. Working across disciplines requires making choices and adapting 
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definitions.3 For this reason, some terms used in this thesis may be recognised as 
belonging to the discourse of one discipline, but may refer to a more general, heuristic 
interpretation. A Glossary provides some guidance to the use of such terms.  

This chapter concerns requirements to study the relationship between human 
perception of the physical world and human agency in the social world. The first 
requirement is to establish a common principle to evaluate how these disciplines can 
inform each other in view of the purpose of the analysis: to develop a cognitive model 
for worldview analysis that may contribute to party positioning. The generic nature of 
spatial cognition is supported by studies in consciousness research refer to an Overall 
Organising Principle (Hörnig et al. 2000: 70) of perception and its mental organisation. 
Evidence of innate spatial cognition is given in experiments with young children’s 
interaction and language-acquisition, involving categorising and sharing perspectives 
and taking on geometrical learning strategies (e.g. Spelke 2009; Tomasello 1999: 165). 
The “primacy of spatial cognition” (Levinson 2003) in human thought and language has 
been demonstrated in cognitive experiments, in empirical socio-psychological studies 
and in comparative anthropological linguistic research across cultures. The extensive 
cross-cultural research carried out by Levinson’s anthropological-linguistic team (e.g. 
Levinson 2003) convincingly shows variation in spatial coordinate systems in language 
and gesture. The projection of physical-world ontology onto social-world ontology 
appears to be an essentially cognitive transformation by way of which people can make 
sense of their world and of other worlds.  

Nevertheless, social worlds are essentially different from the physical world in 
that they are human constructs that rely on people’s non-factual beliefs and values. It is 
doubtful whether social worlds can be quite as real as the physical world. Another 
difference is that human cognition is equipped neither to know nor to express the whole 
world at once. Consequently, people need to select their attention frames to get to an 
understanding of what is relevant to them. These frames are most effectively cut out in 
space and time as they are universally experienced concepts that can be mutually 
understood in principle, though they will be different in their culturally inscribed 
coordinate systems. 

In cognitive science today, spatio-temporal orientation is considered a primary 
cognitive capacity that is basic to human understanding.4 From a philosophical, 
pragmatic point of view, Searle (2010: 4) also claims a common principle: “Our mental 
lives depend on basic facts” and the logical existence of a “single unifying principle” 
(ibid., p. 7). It appears that cognitive evidence for a spatio-temporal organising principle 
is readily available. These theories and empirical studies have inspired the development 
of an anthropological discourse-space approach to analyse political texts for variation in 
worldview frames. The hypothesis is that politically-motivated worldview frames relate 
                                                        
3 I have tried to explain the use of the main terms in the text and the Glossary provides elaborations on 
choices made to fit the current purpose. 
4 E.g. Li and Gleitman (2002), Rickert and Habel (1999). Cf. Landau et al. (2010: 51-52) for an overview of 
experimental studies and Chilton (2014, Ch. 11) on (neuro-) cognitive principles in cognitive-linguistics, 
also Levinson (2003), Tomasello (1999) and Chilton (2010) for literature on linguistic spatio-temporal 
meaning construction. 
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to political dimensions, as will be discussed in the following chapters and demonstrated 
in Chapter 8.  

Cross-cultural studies of spatial cognition have shown that spatial thinking 
occurs at a higher level of abstraction than that of argumentational logic. It is a basic, 
intuitive or pre-conscious, organising principle (Smith 2000:130) that affords evaluative 
thought and sense making. It appears that evaluation manifests itself at different levels 
of conceptual construction. The spatial analogy in the conversion from natural-space to 
evaluative processes should also apply to the construction of language use, from 
morphemes to words, phrases, sentences, clauses, paragraphs, texts and discourses. In 
general, evaluation occurs within the boundaries of a time and space frame-of-reference 
(attention field) and is directed by a spatial coordinate system that varies across 
cultures. Although there may not be conclusive evidence, extensive research suggests 
that: “We are indeed so good at thinking spatially that converting non-spatial problems 
into spatial ones seems to be one of the fundamental tricks of human cognition” 
(Levinson 2003: 16). This “fundamental trick” affords pragmatic communication 
towards cooperation and adaptation. Spatial analogy between layers of abstraction – 
from formal (linguistic) to open (discursive) systems – coordinates worldview ontology. 
 The discourse-analytic framework for this study is designed in the spirit of 
Critical Discourse Studies (CDS). This research paradigm provides a framework for 
transdisciplinary research design that links language use to social practice. It promotes 
an awareness of social affordances and consequences of discursive constructions, 
particularly when engaging in “the dialectical view of discourse in its relation to other 
(non-discursive) elements of social life” (Fairclough 2005: 54). However, Critical 
Discourse Analysis (CDA) has so far been very much based in linguistic pragmatics. 
Some critical discourse scholars’ critique of a purely linguistic approach concerns its 
mainly descriptive nature rather than its constitutive nature. Another criticism is that 
CDA often acknowledges, but does not address, the explanatory importance to the 
context in which linguistic units contribute to giving direction to conceptualisation and 
action.  As Koller (2005: 199) notes, the problem of reducing social complexity to the 
meaning of linguistic units “seems to represent the very decontextualisation and 
naturalisation of ideologically loaded phenomena that CDA [Critical Discourse Analysis] 
seeks to unveil and hence reverse”. She proposes to turn the tables by foregrounding 
“the sociocultural determinants and effects of cognitive models” (ibid.: 200). That being 
said, a structure for a non-linguistic ‘grammar of discourse’ is unlikely because a 
discourse is neither a discrete nor a fully explicit phenomenon. However, discourse 
analysis and cognitive linguistics can inform each other because of their analogous 
spatial grounding. Critical-discourse theory holds that the discursive construction of 
common ground is produced across interactive levels of social behaviour, including 
cultural conventions that are embedded in all communicative acts of a discourse 
domain. Discursive constructions are found to function as selective and directive of 
attention fields. Moreover, due to the interaction between discourse and society, it is 
important to the critical nature of CDA that a discourse constitutes and is constitutive of 
the identity and focus of its community of practice (cf. De Cillia et al. 1999). The premise 

A discourse-space approach to political text analysis12



12 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 

definitions.3 For this reason, some terms used in this thesis may be recognised as 
belonging to the discourse of one discipline, but may refer to a more general, heuristic 
interpretation. A Glossary provides some guidance to the use of such terms.  

This chapter concerns requirements to study the relationship between human 
perception of the physical world and human agency in the social world. The first 
requirement is to establish a common principle to evaluate how these disciplines can 
inform each other in view of the purpose of the analysis: to develop a cognitive model 
for worldview analysis that may contribute to party positioning. The generic nature of 
spatial cognition is supported by studies in consciousness research refer to an Overall 
Organising Principle (Hörnig et al. 2000: 70) of perception and its mental organisation. 
Evidence of innate spatial cognition is given in experiments with young children’s 
interaction and language-acquisition, involving categorising and sharing perspectives 
and taking on geometrical learning strategies (e.g. Spelke 2009; Tomasello 1999: 165). 
The “primacy of spatial cognition” (Levinson 2003) in human thought and language has 
been demonstrated in cognitive experiments, in empirical socio-psychological studies 
and in comparative anthropological linguistic research across cultures. The extensive 
cross-cultural research carried out by Levinson’s anthropological-linguistic team (e.g. 
Levinson 2003) convincingly shows variation in spatial coordinate systems in language 
and gesture. The projection of physical-world ontology onto social-world ontology 
appears to be an essentially cognitive transformation by way of which people can make 
sense of their world and of other worlds.  

Nevertheless, social worlds are essentially different from the physical world in 
that they are human constructs that rely on people’s non-factual beliefs and values. It is 
doubtful whether social worlds can be quite as real as the physical world. Another 
difference is that human cognition is equipped neither to know nor to express the whole 
world at once. Consequently, people need to select their attention frames to get to an 
understanding of what is relevant to them. These frames are most effectively cut out in 
space and time as they are universally experienced concepts that can be mutually 
understood in principle, though they will be different in their culturally inscribed 
coordinate systems. 

In cognitive science today, spatio-temporal orientation is considered a primary 
cognitive capacity that is basic to human understanding.4 From a philosophical, 
pragmatic point of view, Searle (2010: 4) also claims a common principle: “Our mental 
lives depend on basic facts” and the logical existence of a “single unifying principle” 
(ibid., p. 7). It appears that cognitive evidence for a spatio-temporal organising principle 
is readily available. These theories and empirical studies have inspired the development 
of an anthropological discourse-space approach to analyse political texts for variation in 
worldview frames. The hypothesis is that politically-motivated worldview frames relate 
                                                        
3 I have tried to explain the use of the main terms in the text and the Glossary provides elaborations on 
choices made to fit the current purpose. 
4 E.g. Li and Gleitman (2002), Rickert and Habel (1999). Cf. Landau et al. (2010: 51-52) for an overview of 
experimental studies and Chilton (2014, Ch. 11) on (neuro-) cognitive principles in cognitive-linguistics, 
also Levinson (2003), Tomasello (1999) and Chilton (2010) for literature on linguistic spatio-temporal 
meaning construction. 
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to political dimensions, as will be discussed in the following chapters and demonstrated 
in Chapter 8.  

Cross-cultural studies of spatial cognition have shown that spatial thinking 
occurs at a higher level of abstraction than that of argumentational logic. It is a basic, 
intuitive or pre-conscious, organising principle (Smith 2000:130) that affords evaluative 
thought and sense making. It appears that evaluation manifests itself at different levels 
of conceptual construction. The spatial analogy in the conversion from natural-space to 
evaluative processes should also apply to the construction of language use, from 
morphemes to words, phrases, sentences, clauses, paragraphs, texts and discourses. In 
general, evaluation occurs within the boundaries of a time and space frame-of-reference 
(attention field) and is directed by a spatial coordinate system that varies across 
cultures. Although there may not be conclusive evidence, extensive research suggests 
that: “We are indeed so good at thinking spatially that converting non-spatial problems 
into spatial ones seems to be one of the fundamental tricks of human cognition” 
(Levinson 2003: 16). This “fundamental trick” affords pragmatic communication 
towards cooperation and adaptation. Spatial analogy between layers of abstraction – 
from formal (linguistic) to open (discursive) systems – coordinates worldview ontology. 
 The discourse-analytic framework for this study is designed in the spirit of 
Critical Discourse Studies (CDS). This research paradigm provides a framework for 
transdisciplinary research design that links language use to social practice. It promotes 
an awareness of social affordances and consequences of discursive constructions, 
particularly when engaging in “the dialectical view of discourse in its relation to other 
(non-discursive) elements of social life” (Fairclough 2005: 54). However, Critical 
Discourse Analysis (CDA) has so far been very much based in linguistic pragmatics. 
Some critical discourse scholars’ critique of a purely linguistic approach concerns its 
mainly descriptive nature rather than its constitutive nature. Another criticism is that 
CDA often acknowledges, but does not address, the explanatory importance to the 
context in which linguistic units contribute to giving direction to conceptualisation and 
action.  As Koller (2005: 199) notes, the problem of reducing social complexity to the 
meaning of linguistic units “seems to represent the very decontextualisation and 
naturalisation of ideologically loaded phenomena that CDA [Critical Discourse Analysis] 
seeks to unveil and hence reverse”. She proposes to turn the tables by foregrounding 
“the sociocultural determinants and effects of cognitive models” (ibid.: 200). That being 
said, a structure for a non-linguistic ‘grammar of discourse’ is unlikely because a 
discourse is neither a discrete nor a fully explicit phenomenon. However, discourse 
analysis and cognitive linguistics can inform each other because of their analogous 
spatial grounding. Critical-discourse theory holds that the discursive construction of 
common ground is produced across interactive levels of social behaviour, including 
cultural conventions that are embedded in all communicative acts of a discourse 
domain. Discursive constructions are found to function as selective and directive of 
attention fields. Moreover, due to the interaction between discourse and society, it is 
important to the critical nature of CDA that a discourse constitutes and is constitutive of 
the identity and focus of its community of practice (cf. De Cillia et al. 1999). The premise 
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of these theories and analytic findings needs to be sought in what cognition, language, 
discourse and society have in common: their spatial organisation. 

Results and evidence from various cognitive experiments and empirical studies 
on the spatial nature of thought and language suggest that spatial relations are the 
framework of discourse coherence. In Discourse-Space Theory (Chilton 2011), every 
communicative situation is unique and requires its own approach. As Koller suggests, 
this means that the research question should emerge from the social context. Variations 
in social parameters, data, discourse domains, and the researcher’s goals require an 
adaptable analytic model to distinguish discourses by their coordinate systems. From 
the researcher’s point of view, the innate human primacy-of-spatial-cognition makes it 
possible to investigate concrete as well as abstract conceptual schematisations. 
However, working across disciplines raises issues with their different premises, 
presuppositions and presumptive nature. With the aim to offer a socio-cultural 
discourse perspective on political discourse, I set out to explore the function of spatial 
schemata in shaping worldview ontology.5 The approach contributes to the cognitive 
turn that CDS has taken towards Discourse-Space Theory (DST) (Chilton 2011; Filardo-
Llamas et al. 2015; Hart 2011) and Deictic Space Theory (Chilton 2014). This developing 
field addresses perspectivisation and deictic relativisation in language and other modes 
of communication in connection with their illocutionary and perlocutionary affordances.  

Discourse is also subject to narrative features as narrative structure presumes an 
underspecified “grand narrative” (Lyotard 1984 [1979]: xxiii) of familiar event 
structures that give direction to worldviews. For example, in the prevalent financial-
world narrative ‘economic growth’ is a presupposed goal with forward direction. The 
hegemony of economic growth in the Western world justifies unpleasant social 
consequences a priori, such as budget cuts in health and education, while billions of 
public money are invested in ‘the economy’ to solve the ‘the financial crisis’. Likewise, 
political discourse in Western democracies serves to legitimate policies in a typical 
narrative sequence of problem identification, goal setting and policies to reach the 
named goals, while moral grounds are left out of the picture (Lakoff 2002). A political 
storyline requires a common ground that appeals to the public, whether it is moral or 
pragmatically incidental. Socially, there needs to be consensus on the legitimacy of the 
democratic principle as a social fact, as well as of the social facts that a constitutional 
democracy entails commitments, for example: to pay tax, accept the Prime Minister’s 
authority, that children must go to school up to a certain age, and all other things that 
can be taken for granted in a country. Each party creates its own “grand narrative” 
around its priority issues and presents them at election time in a manifesto. Manifestos 
therefore provide a solid corpus to investigate and compare parties’ worldviews and 
intentions for action. Discourse analysis at the basic cognitive level at which “intentional 

                                                        
5 Ontology refers to networks of entities and presumptions of their existence, their status and their 
behaviour (realities). Realities evolve through constant fundamental ontological questioning (Heidegger 
1971). Ontological analysis should therefore involve categories, hierarchies, interactions, differences and 
similarities between (social) entities and their relations and this poses several categories of dichotomies 
(e.g., subjective-objective). 
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states” are constructed to support (political) action (Searle 2010: 25) should provide 
insight into parties’ grounding and rationales. The discourse-space approach proposed 
in this thesis attempts to open that cognitive window from an anthropological 
perspective: to find variation in the worldview constructions of political communities 
(parties) in The Netherlands as an explanatory element of their ideological differences. 

The methodological goal is to design an open model to identify variation in 
spatial text-coherence in the three basic stages of political narrative, namely, Heywood’s 
(2007: 11-12) temporal scenario: to get from (a) the present to (b) a better future, via 
(c) political action. This basic soryline summarises the political argument structure of 
problem identification and prioritisation that warrants political action to solve that 
problem and move on to a ‘better’ future. Such patterns of reasoning are culturally 
directed by beliefs, values and familiar patterns in the ontological perception of the 
nation (The Netherlands, in this case), and its likely and possible future. The past-
present grounding of future projections of the nation has its roots in common sense 
(shared knowledge, experience and values) that shapes ideology.6  

The following sections will present the basic principles of worldview 
construction and choices made to integrate levels of meaning construction to find 
variation in political worldviews as a distinguishing feature of party positions. These 
premises and their philosophical background are discussed more elaborately in 
Chapters 3 and 4. Chapter 5 sketches the historical development of Dutch manifestos to 
account for spatial and temporal patterns of change found in election manifestos. 
  
 
2.2 From spatial cognition to worldview ontology 
 
Spatial cognition and its manifestation in coordinate systems (Levinson 2003) accounts 
for how humans take perspective to visualise complex relations between observed 
entities, whether material or abstract, to understand the world around them. The spatial 
relationship between frame-of-reference and point of view allows deictic relativisation 
(cf. Chilton 2014; Li and Gleitman 2002). The next step towards developing a spatial 
model for political discourse analysis is to address worldview construction in thought 
and language and its pragmatic relationship with sets of possible intentions for action 
(Searle 2010: 25).  
 
 
2.2.1 Worldview construction 
 
Worldview theory is originally based in theology and classic philosophy but has more 
recently been considered in a cognitive, pragmatic light. The Belgian philosopher 
Apostel sums up how worldview involves ontological mental perception of an 

                                                        
6 Ideology is the interpretive grounding and contextual embedding of discourse (Van Dijk 1995: 243, see 
Glossary for elaboration). It functions as a ‘truth’ perspective that inscribes mental representations and is 
facilitated by spatial cognition.  
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of these theories and analytic findings needs to be sought in what cognition, language, 
discourse and society have in common: their spatial organisation. 

Results and evidence from various cognitive experiments and empirical studies 
on the spatial nature of thought and language suggest that spatial relations are the 
framework of discourse coherence. In Discourse-Space Theory (Chilton 2011), every 
communicative situation is unique and requires its own approach. As Koller suggests, 
this means that the research question should emerge from the social context. Variations 
in social parameters, data, discourse domains, and the researcher’s goals require an 
adaptable analytic model to distinguish discourses by their coordinate systems. From 
the researcher’s point of view, the innate human primacy-of-spatial-cognition makes it 
possible to investigate concrete as well as abstract conceptual schematisations. 
However, working across disciplines raises issues with their different premises, 
presuppositions and presumptive nature. With the aim to offer a socio-cultural 
discourse perspective on political discourse, I set out to explore the function of spatial 
schemata in shaping worldview ontology.5 The approach contributes to the cognitive 
turn that CDS has taken towards Discourse-Space Theory (DST) (Chilton 2011; Filardo-
Llamas et al. 2015; Hart 2011) and Deictic Space Theory (Chilton 2014). This developing 
field addresses perspectivisation and deictic relativisation in language and other modes 
of communication in connection with their illocutionary and perlocutionary affordances.  

Discourse is also subject to narrative features as narrative structure presumes an 
underspecified “grand narrative” (Lyotard 1984 [1979]: xxiii) of familiar event 
structures that give direction to worldviews. For example, in the prevalent financial-
world narrative ‘economic growth’ is a presupposed goal with forward direction. The 
hegemony of economic growth in the Western world justifies unpleasant social 
consequences a priori, such as budget cuts in health and education, while billions of 
public money are invested in ‘the economy’ to solve the ‘the financial crisis’. Likewise, 
political discourse in Western democracies serves to legitimate policies in a typical 
narrative sequence of problem identification, goal setting and policies to reach the 
named goals, while moral grounds are left out of the picture (Lakoff 2002). A political 
storyline requires a common ground that appeals to the public, whether it is moral or 
pragmatically incidental. Socially, there needs to be consensus on the legitimacy of the 
democratic principle as a social fact, as well as of the social facts that a constitutional 
democracy entails commitments, for example: to pay tax, accept the Prime Minister’s 
authority, that children must go to school up to a certain age, and all other things that 
can be taken for granted in a country. Each party creates its own “grand narrative” 
around its priority issues and presents them at election time in a manifesto. Manifestos 
therefore provide a solid corpus to investigate and compare parties’ worldviews and 
intentions for action. Discourse analysis at the basic cognitive level at which “intentional 

                                                        
5 Ontology refers to networks of entities and presumptions of their existence, their status and their 
behaviour (realities). Realities evolve through constant fundamental ontological questioning (Heidegger 
1971). Ontological analysis should therefore involve categories, hierarchies, interactions, differences and 
similarities between (social) entities and their relations and this poses several categories of dichotomies 
(e.g., subjective-objective). 
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states” are constructed to support (political) action (Searle 2010: 25) should provide 
insight into parties’ grounding and rationales. The discourse-space approach proposed 
in this thesis attempts to open that cognitive window from an anthropological 
perspective: to find variation in the worldview constructions of political communities 
(parties) in The Netherlands as an explanatory element of their ideological differences. 

The methodological goal is to design an open model to identify variation in 
spatial text-coherence in the three basic stages of political narrative, namely, Heywood’s 
(2007: 11-12) temporal scenario: to get from (a) the present to (b) a better future, via 
(c) political action. This basic soryline summarises the political argument structure of 
problem identification and prioritisation that warrants political action to solve that 
problem and move on to a ‘better’ future. Such patterns of reasoning are culturally 
directed by beliefs, values and familiar patterns in the ontological perception of the 
nation (The Netherlands, in this case), and its likely and possible future. The past-
present grounding of future projections of the nation has its roots in common sense 
(shared knowledge, experience and values) that shapes ideology.6  

The following sections will present the basic principles of worldview 
construction and choices made to integrate levels of meaning construction to find 
variation in political worldviews as a distinguishing feature of party positions. These 
premises and their philosophical background are discussed more elaborately in 
Chapters 3 and 4. Chapter 5 sketches the historical development of Dutch manifestos to 
account for spatial and temporal patterns of change found in election manifestos. 
  
 
2.2 From spatial cognition to worldview ontology 
 
Spatial cognition and its manifestation in coordinate systems (Levinson 2003) accounts 
for how humans take perspective to visualise complex relations between observed 
entities, whether material or abstract, to understand the world around them. The spatial 
relationship between frame-of-reference and point of view allows deictic relativisation 
(cf. Chilton 2014; Li and Gleitman 2002). The next step towards developing a spatial 
model for political discourse analysis is to address worldview construction in thought 
and language and its pragmatic relationship with sets of possible intentions for action 
(Searle 2010: 25).  
 
 
2.2.1 Worldview construction 
 
Worldview theory is originally based in theology and classic philosophy but has more 
recently been considered in a cognitive, pragmatic light. The Belgian philosopher 
Apostel sums up how worldview involves ontological mental perception of an 

                                                        
6 Ideology is the interpretive grounding and contextual embedding of discourse (Van Dijk 1995: 243, see 
Glossary for elaboration). It functions as a ‘truth’ perspective that inscribes mental representations and is 
facilitated by spatial cognition.  
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environment and affords ‘knowing’ and ‘experiencing’ it (cf. Apostel, in Aerts et al. 
2007[1994]; cf section 3.5). Levinson (2003) observes that mental navigation is 
informed by cultural variation in coordinate systems. Furthermore, from a logical point 
of view, Searle distinguishes between directions of navigation, putting the self, the other, 
or the world in the deictic centre. These “directions-of-fit” lead to different perspectives 
on the world and intentional states that emerge from them (Searle 2010; Searle and 
Vanderveken 1985; and see Chapter 4). Such theories support a ‘critical’ perspective, as 
spatial cognition allows navigation around a choice of points of view. For example, a 
country may be more likely to harbour refugees if the refugees themselves are adopted 
as the point of view, and less likely if the prioritised, egocentric context is ‘our’ 
civilisation, to which mass immigration can be seen as a threat. These theories will be 
discussed in more detail in Chapters 3 and 4 

Unlike the real world, a worldview is contained in a selective attention frame in 
which various points of view can be taken. By default, a worldview is situated in the 
comfort of the common sense that is shared by an epistemic community (Van Dijk 
1998:6). Social certainty is a condition for future scenarios in which political 
interventions unfold from in a particular sequence, as in Heywood’s (1997) political 
scenario as mentioned above. However, worldviews are not discrete entities because 
they are shaped in an on going evaluative process of positioning to “put things in place” 
(Levinson 2003: 17). Both the frame and the point of view of a worldview are flexible in 
the neural architecture of spatial location and navigation (Chilton 2014: 13). This may 
explain how we can have an understanding of the world, and should also help to explain 
how we common sense in a social world. Cultural coordinate systems provide a familiar 
architecture that directs to a logical sense of social certainty (and comfort), identity and 
intentionality. There also needs to be a sense of possibility: that actions have a 
reasonable chance of leading to satisfaction. Searle calls this the “satisfaction condition” 
in intentions for action (Searle 2010: 28-29). Furthermore, spatial grounding provides 
in a quasi-natural episteme by projecting absolute physical, biological, and experiential 
principles onto social ones (cf. Tomasello 2009: 101-107).  

These basic principles of worldview construction trigger the political question of 
how coordinate systems and scope of attention direct party positions and intentions for 
action. Intuitively one could hypothesise that the bigger the scope of attention, the more 
room there is for problem solving – but a bigger scope can also create a sense of 
uncertainty because it is more challenging to get the whole picture. For example, 
environmental parties are concerned with planet Earth, but it is impossible to imagine 
the global problem in its entirety. Moreover, a national government does not have the 
power to satisfy a global cause, so the satisfaction condition cannot be met. The spatial 
limitations of human cognition explains the weak effectivity of foregrounding global 
concerns in national politics, as environmental parties do. On the other hand, a narrow 
scope of attention would provide less room for problem solving, but more certainty, as 
we see in nationalist politics. Indeed, if immigration is considered a fundamental threat 
to ‘our’ culture, closing borders becomes a possible option. The point is that intentions-
for-action (policy proposals) require a ‘sufficient’ sense of certainty of satisfaction that 
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unfortunately cannot be measured because of it’s subjectivity and because it relies on 
projections into an unknown future. Variation in the spatial scope of a worldview affects 
that sense of certainty and consequently it also affects whether and with what force it 
will trigger intention-for-action. Shared experience of space and time provides a basis 
for common ground that is needed to make sense of “layered analogies from the certain 
to the deontological” (Searle 2010: 4) and “to enable intentionality to function” (Searle 
2010: 155). Calling people’s attention to perception and sensibility in the frame of the 
moment, e.g. of crisis, is a strong rhetorical vehicle because it needs little explanation to 
trigger a sense of urgency. Worldview and its discourse are therefore considered to be 
inherently intentional and political.  

The discourse approach taken here aims to find the spatial ground from which 
intentions unfold that may inform interpretations of political intentions for action. 
Spatial framing forms a cohesive text-intrinsic system in its own right that governs 
semantic and content relations and establishes a self-explanatory rationale. . The 
structural analogy between natural space and its metonymic compression in a 
worldview contributes to the epistemic quality of social phenomena (cf. Panther 2005; 
Ruíz de Mendoza and Galera 2014 on metonymy). For example, the metaphor MONEY 

FLOWS suggests a natural scenario. Searle (2010: 4) defines this as an elementary 
strategy to make sense of the social world and of a belief in its non-basic, social facts as if 
they were non-negotiable natural facts. Furthermore, the cohesive effect of spatial 
analogy between thought, language and discourse enhances the epistemic quality of the 
ideas expressed in them, as apparently humans seek structure instinctively (Oakley and 
Coulson 2008). The rhetorical features of the analogy between the physical world and 
social worlds afford worldview ontology in all its complexity, as if it were a truly natural, 
biological system. A critical study of political discourse should therefore question the 
intrinsic rationale and epistemic quality of political worldview constructions as a 
distinguishing feature in political discourses: How real are political worlds? (Kaal 2015) 
 

 
2.3 Discourse space in language, cognition and beyond 
 
 
2.3.1 Discourse space and narrative direction  
 
From a pragmatic perspective on Western democracies, political party discourse around 
elections has a persuasive function, which is, bluntly speaking, to win the election. 
Parties need to establish public engagement and commitment to their worldview and 
cause because, at the very least, public engagement is needed to legitimate democracy 
itself. The question is how engagement in issues, goals and problem-solving strategies 
can best be triggered. Answers can be found in theories of intentional affordances of 
linguistic and discursive constructions that direct towards stance taking and desires for 
action. I follow Searle’s broad interpretation (2010; inspired by Husserl 2001) that 
intentions-for-action are constituted by the functions of speech acts in a given context. 
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environment and affords ‘knowing’ and ‘experiencing’ it (cf. Apostel, in Aerts et al. 
2007[1994]; cf section 3.5). Levinson (2003) observes that mental navigation is 
informed by cultural variation in coordinate systems. Furthermore, from a logical point 
of view, Searle distinguishes between directions of navigation, putting the self, the other, 
or the world in the deictic centre. These “directions-of-fit” lead to different perspectives 
on the world and intentional states that emerge from them (Searle 2010; Searle and 
Vanderveken 1985; and see Chapter 4). Such theories support a ‘critical’ perspective, as 
spatial cognition allows navigation around a choice of points of view. For example, a 
country may be more likely to harbour refugees if the refugees themselves are adopted 
as the point of view, and less likely if the prioritised, egocentric context is ‘our’ 
civilisation, to which mass immigration can be seen as a threat. These theories will be 
discussed in more detail in Chapters 3 and 4 

Unlike the real world, a worldview is contained in a selective attention frame in 
which various points of view can be taken. By default, a worldview is situated in the 
comfort of the common sense that is shared by an epistemic community (Van Dijk 
1998:6). Social certainty is a condition for future scenarios in which political 
interventions unfold from in a particular sequence, as in Heywood’s (1997) political 
scenario as mentioned above. However, worldviews are not discrete entities because 
they are shaped in an on going evaluative process of positioning to “put things in place” 
(Levinson 2003: 17). Both the frame and the point of view of a worldview are flexible in 
the neural architecture of spatial location and navigation (Chilton 2014: 13). This may 
explain how we can have an understanding of the world, and should also help to explain 
how we common sense in a social world. Cultural coordinate systems provide a familiar 
architecture that directs to a logical sense of social certainty (and comfort), identity and 
intentionality. There also needs to be a sense of possibility: that actions have a 
reasonable chance of leading to satisfaction. Searle calls this the “satisfaction condition” 
in intentions for action (Searle 2010: 28-29). Furthermore, spatial grounding provides 
in a quasi-natural episteme by projecting absolute physical, biological, and experiential 
principles onto social ones (cf. Tomasello 2009: 101-107).  

These basic principles of worldview construction trigger the political question of 
how coordinate systems and scope of attention direct party positions and intentions for 
action. Intuitively one could hypothesise that the bigger the scope of attention, the more 
room there is for problem solving – but a bigger scope can also create a sense of 
uncertainty because it is more challenging to get the whole picture. For example, 
environmental parties are concerned with planet Earth, but it is impossible to imagine 
the global problem in its entirety. Moreover, a national government does not have the 
power to satisfy a global cause, so the satisfaction condition cannot be met. The spatial 
limitations of human cognition explains the weak effectivity of foregrounding global 
concerns in national politics, as environmental parties do. On the other hand, a narrow 
scope of attention would provide less room for problem solving, but more certainty, as 
we see in nationalist politics. Indeed, if immigration is considered a fundamental threat 
to ‘our’ culture, closing borders becomes a possible option. The point is that intentions-
for-action (policy proposals) require a ‘sufficient’ sense of certainty of satisfaction that 
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unfortunately cannot be measured because of it’s subjectivity and because it relies on 
projections into an unknown future. Variation in the spatial scope of a worldview affects 
that sense of certainty and consequently it also affects whether and with what force it 
will trigger intention-for-action. Shared experience of space and time provides a basis 
for common ground that is needed to make sense of “layered analogies from the certain 
to the deontological” (Searle 2010: 4) and “to enable intentionality to function” (Searle 
2010: 155). Calling people’s attention to perception and sensibility in the frame of the 
moment, e.g. of crisis, is a strong rhetorical vehicle because it needs little explanation to 
trigger a sense of urgency. Worldview and its discourse are therefore considered to be 
inherently intentional and political.  

The discourse approach taken here aims to find the spatial ground from which 
intentions unfold that may inform interpretations of political intentions for action. 
Spatial framing forms a cohesive text-intrinsic system in its own right that governs 
semantic and content relations and establishes a self-explanatory rationale. . The 
structural analogy between natural space and its metonymic compression in a 
worldview contributes to the epistemic quality of social phenomena (cf. Panther 2005; 
Ruíz de Mendoza and Galera 2014 on metonymy). For example, the metaphor MONEY 

FLOWS suggests a natural scenario. Searle (2010: 4) defines this as an elementary 
strategy to make sense of the social world and of a belief in its non-basic, social facts as if 
they were non-negotiable natural facts. Furthermore, the cohesive effect of spatial 
analogy between thought, language and discourse enhances the epistemic quality of the 
ideas expressed in them, as apparently humans seek structure instinctively (Oakley and 
Coulson 2008). The rhetorical features of the analogy between the physical world and 
social worlds afford worldview ontology in all its complexity, as if it were a truly natural, 
biological system. A critical study of political discourse should therefore question the 
intrinsic rationale and epistemic quality of political worldview constructions as a 
distinguishing feature in political discourses: How real are political worlds? (Kaal 2015) 
 

 
2.3 Discourse space in language, cognition and beyond 
 
 
2.3.1 Discourse space and narrative direction  
 
From a pragmatic perspective on Western democracies, political party discourse around 
elections has a persuasive function, which is, bluntly speaking, to win the election. 
Parties need to establish public engagement and commitment to their worldview and 
cause because, at the very least, public engagement is needed to legitimate democracy 
itself. The question is how engagement in issues, goals and problem-solving strategies 
can best be triggered. Answers can be found in theories of intentional affordances of 
linguistic and discursive constructions that direct towards stance taking and desires for 
action. I follow Searle’s broad interpretation (2010; inspired by Husserl 2001) that 
intentions-for-action are constituted by the functions of speech acts in a given context. 
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However, to find answers to how political discourse makes sense, I extend Searle’s 
theory to Duranti’s (2015: Ch. 11, inspired by Husserl) anthropological theory of an 
‘intentional continuum’ that concerns the relationship between human consciousness, 
attention and planning activities (ibid., p. 239). This continuum consists of interactive 
text worlds in which planning activities are negotiated to establish shared intentionality 
that can then be presumed. Political-discourse worlds are particularly indicative of 
intentional states from which goal-oriented policies may unfold logically, rather than 
explicitly (cf. Glossary).  

Political discourse is institutionally bound in space and time. The nation state is 
institutionally a primary attention space from which the government derives its 
legitimacy. In addition, the government is bound to the time frame of its term if 
government. In a narrative sense, politically motivated worldviews are future-oriented 
because their purpose is to “advance a model of desired future” (Heywood 2007: 12). 
However, ‘the future’ is unpredictable and extends beyond a government term. Political 
future projections therefore need a reasonable, though speculative, underpinning. For 
example, a nationalistic party would frame past developments in such a way that it 
explains the present and warrants future scenarios. These future projections warrant 
their attitude as to their (un-)desirability and assert whether action is needed and how 
urgently. Space and time frames and attitude represent a state of affairs from which 
proposed policies towards a better future emerge (Dunmire 2011). The cause-and-effect 
relationship is a narrative sequence that allows the configuration of temporal urgency to 
take severe action that is triggered by the proximity of the given spatial frame and the 
emotions of the moment.  

The cognitive affordance of spatial cognition and its coordinate systems is 
evaluation and deixis, but such relativisation is only part of the story. Having a sense of 
relativity offers the opportunity to take a stand from which desires and intentions can 
emerge to satisfy them (Searle 2010:28-29). To communicating evaluation, 
relativisation and stance requires a systemic-functional language system that can 
express both stative and dynamic concepts. Causal narrative constructions in text and 
discourse can be expressed linguistically in temporal and spatial constructions of stative 
location and dynamic direction (i.e. tense and aspect, transitive-intransitive, active-
passive, prepositions, directional verbs, etc.). But these linguistic constructions function 
within a text world that functions in a discourse world, that functions in a social world. A 
discourse should be seen as a family of texts and linguistic constructions captured in an 
overall coordinate system. Narrative sequentiality and causality can be regarded as a set 
of “powerful representational tools” that function as “shared strategies for problem 
solving in the broadest sense” (Herman 2003: 166, 172-178). However, there are other 
factors at work in building coherent discourse worlds. People appear to have a mind-set 
for using their “folk knowledge” (Lyotard 1984 [1979]) to connect concepts intuitively 
visualising patterns in the image of known shapes. In contextual frame theory (Emmott 
2003: 303) a scene is never set in all its detail and thus requires the reader to infer or 
‘fill in’ the gaps to get a full picture, i.e. understanding. This filling in the gaps is not 
random: it is directed by a cultural coordinate system and memory of familiar shapes 
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(Levinson 2003). It appears that although details of a text and discourse construction 
may be implicit the ground-floor spatial organising principle of a text or a discourse 
domain should inform the semantic and pragmatic possibilities of discursive 
constructions that reveal how the author thinks.  
 
 
2.3.2 Levels of meaning construction  
 
The gap between linguistic and content analysis could be bridged by deictic discourse-
space analysis. Developments in linguistic discourse-space studies are in progress (cf. 
Chilton 2011, 2014; Filardo-Llamas et al. 2015), but there are also developments in 
discourse analysis for schematic (non-linguistic) text- and discourse constructions of 
conceptual space builders, such as Gavins and Lahey’s collection on deictic “Possible 
World Theory” (2016). Linguistic and content units their coordinate systems can be 
identified in the context of a discourse-world by applying the spatial, deictic principle. 
By doing so, variation in coordinate systems can account for the semantic construction 
of worldview ontology. 7  The relationship between discourse-world builders and 
semantics is only partially constituted in conventionalised linguistic and textual form 
and function and also by cultural presumptions about eh context: 
 

1. The properties of the situation described by the utterance  
2. The properties of the discourse in which the utterance is found, as well as  
3. The pragmatic situation of the interlocutors  (Croft and Cruse 2004: 258) 
 

For example, (3) “the pragmatic situation of the interlocutors” is not necessarily 
articulated but can be abducted from the dominant coordinate system. Discourse thus 
frames presumption and discursive implicature at different levels. Discourse-space 
schemas offer an organising principle to fill the gap between linguistic and content 
analysis to resolve vagueness and ambiguity resulting from presumption. These 
schemas are primed by their analogy with geographic spatial frames (Mauranen 1997: 
121), while cultural conventions of spatialisation and its presentation in discourse 
reflect the constituting and constitutive nature of discourse. 

Chilton’s (2014) Deictic Space Theory focuses on one-directional, speaker-oriented 
deixis as an “economic way of describing fundamental spatial meanings” (ibid., p. 10). 
Although, for good reasons, deixis has been a predominantly linguistic issue in discourse 
studies, discourse-space analysis can combine linguistic analysis with rhetorical aspects 
of spatial framing in a broader context. Linguistic, text and discourse align with social 
experience because, as Searle (2010: 7) explains: “society is based on certain rather 
simple principles; an ontology with a single principle and one formal linguistic 
mechanism (language)”. Levinson’s (2003) empirical evidence for cultural variation in 
coordinate systems also points to that “single [cognitive] principle”. 

                                                        
7  Cf. Antonopoulou and Nikifridou (2011) for evidence of layered information structures across genres. 
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7  Cf. Antonopoulou and Nikifridou (2011) for evidence of layered information structures across genres. 
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While Western cognitive-linguistics has been focusing on descriptive egocentric 
deixis, empirical anthropological approaches suggest that evaluative coordinate systems 
rely on multiple directionality.8 For example, Levinson argues for the recognition of non-
egocentric spatial systems (2003: 9-10) as a manifestation of cultural diversity. We are 
“so good at thinking spatially” that communities can confidently build on spatial 
reasoning and create alternative perspectives, adaptability and intentions for action. In 
other words, ontological frames of reference present social realities in a familiar way so 
that they can be experienced as real by analogy with the physical spatial world.  

There is a growing amount of experimental literature on the role of spatial (and 
temporal) mental mapping and its function in organising perceptions into mentally 
manageable ontologies.9 New evidence contributes to the ‘critical’ notion that discourse 
studies should pay attention to the emergent and transformative power of intuitive 
affordances of cognitive discourse constructions that should not be underestimated.10 
The discourse level presides over linguistic units and brings them together. As 
Langacker (1991: 4) notes, words constitute meaning in the “entire hierarchy of 
fundamental conceptions on which it [its meaning] depends.” And linguistic 
constructions connote meanings while their disambiguation is redirected at the higher 
level of discourse-space schemas (cf. Chalmers 2006; Talmy 1983).   

The cultural adaptability of coordinate systems affords the presentation of the 
same world in a wide variety of constructions: frames, perspectives and attitudes. 
Experience of social worlds and their propositional presentation in discourse worlds is a 
result of the spatial analogy between perception of real world facts and the construction 
of social world facts. Understanding the spatial nature of discourse and its rhetorical 
power gives insight into how people and political parties can present very different 
views on the same world and how we can reconstruct worldviews creatively to form 
alternatives. 
 
 
2.3.3 Experimental linguistic and anthropological evidence of spatial constructions  
 
Cognitive linguistics is theoretically and methodologically of great value to discourse 
analysis, particularly because of its traditional linguistic and experimental rigour. As 
discussed above, evidence from empirical and experimental cognitive linguistics 
supports discourse-space analysis by their analogue relationship. Through language 
people can share evaluations and negotiate positions using linguistic, stylistic, narrative 
and discursive constructions that articulate negotiable concepts to establish common 
ground. Awareness of perception can thus be co-constructed to form a common ground 

                                                        
8 E.g. Peirce’s (1932) emancipatory schema towards “new ideas”, Searle’s (2010) directions-of-fit and 
Levinson’s (2013) cultural variation in coordinate systems.  
9 Examples of experimental studies in spatial and temporal cognition in thought and language include: 
Boroditsky (2001), Casasanto and Boroditsky (2008), Dancygier (2008), Fauconnier (1994), Fauconnier 
and Sweetser (1996), Gentner et al. (2002), Goldberg (2006), Levinson (2003), and Turner (2001). 
10 Chalmers (2006) discusses the mental phenomenon of emergence toward consciousness as a largely 
intuitive process. 
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for social, non-basic facts to function (Clark and Brennan 1991; Clark and Marshall 
1981). Unlike basic facts, non-basic facts require an epistemic and deontic ground to 
generate and attitude for social commitment. Commitment requires belief in the reality 
of social ‘facts’ and their function (Searle 2010: 142), such as belief in the value of money 
as determined by the financial world itself. Linguistic forms of spatial and temporal 
framing contribute to the grander frame of text and discourse world coherence and vice 
versa that can lead to collective intentional states, for example to cast a vote in 
parliamentary elections.  

The epistemic problem in the analogy is that the ‘real’ world can only be cognised 
in part, and from a particular point of view. There is no way of getting a picture of the 
whole world’s ontology at once, which means that the perception of the real world is 
always in some way a reduced or compressed concept. The world is nothing more or 
less than what is ‘perceived’ and shared worldviews therefore involve a negotiation of 
the general concept of world ontology, even though each individual perspective is 
unique. It is realistic to assume that coherence via symbolic forms of communication, 
such as in language use, must rely on the shared human hard-wired mental navigation 
system to make sense: “a single unifying principle” and “one formal linguistic 
mechanism” for “a secure understanding of ontology” (Searle 2010: 7). 

For discourse analysis, linguistic units and their structures are the most tangible 
elements but they do not automatically connect with the directive affordances of 
contextual structures. Cognitive linguists have acknowledged the connection though. 
Fillmore (1982), in his lectures on semantic and grammatical deixis, concludes that 
discourse deixis is analogical to grammatical deixis and that presuppositions of parts of 
the discourse implicitly exist in the whole of the discourse (ibid. p. 106). Jackendoff 
(1996: 93-97), in his general approach to conceptual semantics, recognised a generic 
grammaticality in the way we reason about spatial relations. Langacker (1982) 
recognises a similar analogy in his ‘space-grammar’ theory that from the principle of 
spatial cognition as a “basic domain” for grammatical meaning construction, which he 
renamed ‘cognitive grammar’ (1986: 1). In both linguistic and discourse structure and 
content relations, the experience of time and space lays in the basic cognitive domain, as 
Langacker wrote:  

 
It is necessary to posit a number of ‘basic domains’, i.e., cognitively irreducible 
representational spaces or fields of conceptual potential. Among these basic 
domains are the experience of time and our capacity of dealing with two- or 
three-dimensional spatial configurations. These are basic domains associated 
with the various senses… (Langacker 1990: 4) 

 
And he continues that ultimately, “semantic structure should […] incorporate a 
description of its entire hierarchy of the more fundamental conceptions on which it 
depends, including non-linguistic contextual conceptualisations” (Langacker 1991: 4). 
Furthermore, at the linguistic level, “An expression’s semantic value does not reside in 
either the base [the point of view] or the profile [the scope] individually, but rather in 
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the relationship between the two” (ibid.: 5). These early cognitive-linguistic theories 
have noted the spatial analogy across levels of meaning construction.  

In the 1990s (Radical) Construction Grammar proposed a meta-linguistic 
approach to formal syntactic-semantic constructions (cf. Croft 2001, 2004; Kay and 
Fillmore 1999). The scripts that make a text a text and a discourse a discourse rely on 
schemas that are supported across the levels of discourse construction and provide a 
sense of ‘fit’, similar to linguistic cohesion (cf. Croft and Cruse 2004). But as Croft and 
Cruse (ibid., p. 44) point out, linguistics cannot account for background schemas that 
direct the meaning of linguistic units at a higher level of abstraction.11 Talmy’s (2000) 
cognitive semantics regards time and space as anchors for figure-ground relations in 
language as well as at other levels of meaning construction. The problem is that when 
time is not explicit, it is hard to identify as it is constructed linguistically in various ways, 
through tense and aspect, but also, for example: it may metaphorically converge with 
space, creating a timespace (May and Thrift 2001), or chronotope (Blommaert 2015 
referring to Bakhtin 1981) to compress space and time in a temporal geography.  

Furthermore, space and time frames are often presupposed and require 
contextual knowledge, including its cultural aspects. There is a problem with the 
explicitness, or implicitness, of time and temporality in language and in discourse, but 
there must be spatial grounding that holds a text or discourse together because space 
and time have an essential epistemic function as discourse-space builders.   

Experimental studies also reveal a relation between spatial mental processes and 
spatial coordinate systems in language. Coulson’s experiments that “coordinate internal 
mental processes with external cultural inscriptions”12 connect linguistic form with 
meaning via cultural spatial organisation. Such cognitive experiments provide evidence 
of intuitive inference by linking the tendency toward coherence with human cognitive 
affordances Similar to Emmott’s (2000) theory, humans tend to fill the gaps by 
“connecting the dots”, as Oakley and Coulson (2008) put it, by following an intuitive 
connectivity to get ‘the whole picture’ and to give it meaning, as illustrated in Figure 2.1. 
The path or the series of dots is indicated by numbers and, when followed in that order, 
elicits a coherent picture. The contextual meaning of the underdetermined object (the 
elephant) is cued by the given symbolic anchors (sun, water) and memory. 

According to Levinson (2003: 296), “semantic representations have some kind of 
partial isomorphism with […] conceptual representation”. Moreover, neurolinguistic 
evidence into multimodal manifestations of cognition and conceptualisation supports 
this “partial isomorphism” because “the human conceptual system contains knowledge 
that supports cognitive activities, including perception, memory, language and thought” 
(Barsalou et al. 2003: 84). Landau and Jackendoff (1993) have demonstrated relational 
networks between spatial cognition and language and conclude that “the language of 
objects and places [‘what’ and ‘where’] converges with and enriches our understanding 
of corresponding spatial relations” across modalities of representation.  

                                                        
11 Cf. Harder (2010) for a historic overview of such developments. 
12 Seana Coulson, Schultink Lecture, LOT Winterschool, Amsterdam, January 22, 2014. 
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Figure 2.1. Connecting the dots by numbers and imagining ‘known’ object-context fit in a given context 
(illustration from Google Images). 
 
 
To them, “Clearly, language and spatial understanding map onto each other” (1993: 217) 
and they also suggest that there must logically “be a translation between spatial 
representations and language” (ibid.: 218).13 

Cognitive-linguistic experiments of mental processing of perception and 
subsequent representations of the experience of ‘realities’ give evidence of the 
fundamental role of language in human social interaction, cooperation, and learning, for 
example: in Tomasello’s (2009) experiments with children’s interactive learning 
strategies. While learning new activities with unfamiliar ‘nonce words’ they 
demonstrate that not the words but the intention to please the other prevails when 
there is no prior lexical knowledge.  

Furthermore, empirical studies across cultures give evidence of the relation 
between spatial communication and the way people see the world. Typologists like 
Levinson and Evans (cf. Evans and Levinson 2009) turned the linguistic perspective into 
a social orientation by looking at culture first and then studying cultural variation in 
linguistic forms of coordinate systems. Levinson’s notion of common ground relies on 
our ability to build up “complex cultural constructs from more elementary concepts”, 
such as micro-level lexical constructions combined with culture-specific restrictive rules 
(ibid. 297). Furthermore, from an anthropologist’s point of view, spatial cognition 
“seems to be the evolutionarily earliest domain of systematic cross-modal cognition” 
(Levinson 2003: xvii). Rather than focussing on universal linguistics, the focus is on 
diversity in the way communities use language as a tool for social interaction, “reflecting 
both cultural-historical factors and the constraints of human cognition” (Evans and 
Levinson 2009: 429). To them, language and society interact in constructing the reality 
of its social world in symbolic, linguistic and non-linguistic, coding (ibid. 447). The 
anthropological angle is interesting for comparative discourse-space studies because it 

                                                        
13 Further cognitive-linguistic publications on spatial cognition and language are Li and Gleitman (2002) 
and Landau and Jackendoff (1993) who take language itself as a conceptual structure, independent of 
spatial orientation. Tomasello (1999, 2009, 2014) and Smith (2000) take a broader cognitive approach 
assuming a correlation between cognitive patterns in thought and their forms of presentation/expression 
in various modes of communication. For an overview, see Landau et al. (2010). 
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11 Cf. Harder (2010) for a historic overview of such developments. 
12 Seana Coulson, Schultink Lecture, LOT Winterschool, Amsterdam, January 22, 2014. 
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Figure 2.1. Connecting the dots by numbers and imagining ‘known’ object-context fit in a given context 
(illustration from Google Images). 
 
 
To them, “Clearly, language and spatial understanding map onto each other” (1993: 217) 
and they also suggest that there must logically “be a translation between spatial 
representations and language” (ibid.: 218).13 

Cognitive-linguistic experiments of mental processing of perception and 
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such as micro-level lexical constructions combined with culture-specific restrictive rules 
(ibid. 297). Furthermore, from an anthropologist’s point of view, spatial cognition 
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13 Further cognitive-linguistic publications on spatial cognition and language are Li and Gleitman (2002) 
and Landau and Jackendoff (1993) who take language itself as a conceptual structure, independent of 
spatial orientation. Tomasello (1999, 2009, 2014) and Smith (2000) take a broader cognitive approach 
assuming a correlation between cognitive patterns in thought and their forms of presentation/expression 
in various modes of communication. For an overview, see Landau et al. (2010). 
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also starts out from social issues to find evidence in the spatial organisation of 
communities’ discourses.  

The study of semantic encoding clearly requires awareness of non-linguistic 
aspects of meaning construction to connect cognition, language use in discourse with 
social interaction. Foucault’s spatial geography and architecture of human interaction 
(e.g. Foucault 1972[1969]) was a pioneering step toward an integrated approach that 
inspired discourse analysis that “provides a framework for a bottom up, layered 
approach in which cognitive, linguistic, text, discourse and social theory and methods 
complement each other” (Van Dijk 2008: 352). Whereas linguistic elements can be 
classified and quantified on their intrinsic meaning(s) and formal constructions, text and 
discourse builders are much less quantifiable because they are underspecified and they 
contextualise the meaning of linguistic elements in the background. Chilton (2004: 138) 
describes discourse as a process of building discourse worlds (‘ontological spaces’) “that 
carry a deictic ‘signature’ for space, time and modality, and relationships among them”, 
across levels of conceptualisation. To unravel these levels an integration of methods 
across disciplines does not seem to be the best strategy. Rather, as Van Dijk (2008) 
proposes, a transdisciplinary approach should reveal functional relations between the 
systems that together construct meaning.  

 
 
2.4 Coherent worldview constructions in language and discourse 
 
Like Kierkegaard’s (1843-1844) “layers of life’s way”, coherent worldview ontology is 
constructed in layers of linguistic and non-linguistic elements.  These levels can be 
teased apart using different analytic methods from linguistics and cognition to social 
science. The spatial discourse framework is viewed as a ternary relationship (not a 
hierarchy) of micro, meso, and macro levels of potentially meaningful discourse builders 
(Fairclough 1995a). The following three levels serve as a basis for the selection of 
methods to link linguistic, content and context analysis: 
 
1. Linguistics. The linguistic micro-level of form and function of syntactic-semantic 

constructions is based in language-specific linguistic rules and lexical-semantic 
conventions. The linguistic elements themselves are intrinsically neutral but their 
deontic weight is given direction by the schematic construction of their context. 

2. Text worlds. The textual meso level of coherence and intertextuality consists of types 
of utterances (speech acts) and their pragmatic function. As Gumperz (1982: 29) put 
it, discourse strategies are in part “communicative functions of linguistic variability 
and its relation to speakers’ goals”. In the present case, this applies to spatial text-
world analysis of the genre of election manifestos in The Netherlands (cf. Chapter 4). 
Stylistic features and conventionalised textual structures function to constitute text 
worlds from which certain inferences emerge that are likely in a particular social 
context. This meso level of language use is deontically neutral because it does not 
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reveal the perspective taken. Markers of spatial worldview construction reveal the 
deontic aspect of party positioning. 

3. Discourse worlds. The macro level of discourse-as-social-practice is the sum of 
complementary micro- and meso-level constructions and their rhetorical 
implicature. A discourse world is made up of linguistic, textual and intertextual 
ontologies (discourse worlds) that function to construct a deontic and epistemic 
reality in the context in which they are situated  (Wodak and Meyer 2009: 31).  
 

These three levels of worldview construction relate to the dialectical nature of discourse 
as social practice that functions to (re-)present, propose, challenge and create social 
realities. In that sense, discourse is political by definition (Fairclough and Wodak 1997: 
258). The dynamic interaction between discourse and society resonates with Searle’s 
directions-of-fit in relation to intentions for action, which are explained in Chapter 4.2.2. 
The three interactive layers of abstraction share the spatial principle of their deictic 
coordinate system: the human mental disposition for ordering complex information. 
Levels of meaning construction are composed by “visual imaginistic systems” that are 
based in space and time (Levinson 2003: 30).  
 
 
2.5 Epistemic and deontic aspects of collective intentionality 
 
The power of discourse is that its basic coherence principle fosters sharing common 
ground and evaluating perspectives collectively as a basis for cooperation (or not). Such 
common ground, or like-mindedness, forms the basis for setting goals and planning 
ways to achieve them. However, according to Searle (2010: 142) prior to having 
intentions is the driving force of the possibility of taking action and fulfilling satisfaction 
conditions. This requires a set of evaluative operations. First, there must be a prior goal 
as well as a sense of who is the intended beneficiary of the action and perhaps also of 
who is not. As Searle (2010: 174) notes, it is important to realise the nature and power 
relations of the conditions of satisfaction, which may be epistemic ‘truth’ (certainty), 
deontic ‘duty’ (obligation) and/or ‘affect’ (desires). Either way, there must be a common 
ground prior to intention-for-action, including beliefs, experience, knowledge, values 
and desires.  

As discussed above, the human mind is set on making sense of the world. It 
provides in the ability to ‘chunk’ the world into more manageable attention fields in a 
process by which “the stream of experience is segmented into units that are bounded, 
classifiable and thus more readily recognized and remembered” (Herman 2003: 172). 
The ‘chunks’ are selective and their coordinate system not only includes a time and 
space frame but also the possibility of taking a point of view from which relations 
between objects in the frame and the frame itself can be evaluated. This ‘point’ is more 
than a full stop. Rather, it is a familiar attention field that consists of a cultural network 
of knowledge and values. At the same time, it is also an open system that can 
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(Fairclough 1995a). The following three levels serve as a basis for the selection of 
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constructions is based in language-specific linguistic rules and lexical-semantic 
conventions. The linguistic elements themselves are intrinsically neutral but their 
deontic weight is given direction by the schematic construction of their context. 

2. Text worlds. The textual meso level of coherence and intertextuality consists of types 
of utterances (speech acts) and their pragmatic function. As Gumperz (1982: 29) put 
it, discourse strategies are in part “communicative functions of linguistic variability 
and its relation to speakers’ goals”. In the present case, this applies to spatial text-
world analysis of the genre of election manifestos in The Netherlands (cf. Chapter 4). 
Stylistic features and conventionalised textual structures function to constitute text 
worlds from which certain inferences emerge that are likely in a particular social 
context. This meso level of language use is deontically neutral because it does not 
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implicature. A discourse world is made up of linguistic, textual and intertextual 
ontologies (discourse worlds) that function to construct a deontic and epistemic 
reality in the context in which they are situated  (Wodak and Meyer 2009: 31).  
 

These three levels of worldview construction relate to the dialectical nature of discourse 
as social practice that functions to (re-)present, propose, challenge and create social 
realities. In that sense, discourse is political by definition (Fairclough and Wodak 1997: 
258). The dynamic interaction between discourse and society resonates with Searle’s 
directions-of-fit in relation to intentions for action, which are explained in Chapter 4.2.2. 
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coordinate system: the human mental disposition for ordering complex information. 
Levels of meaning construction are composed by “visual imaginistic systems” that are 
based in space and time (Levinson 2003: 30).  
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The power of discourse is that its basic coherence principle fosters sharing common 
ground and evaluating perspectives collectively as a basis for cooperation (or not). Such 
common ground, or like-mindedness, forms the basis for setting goals and planning 
ways to achieve them. However, according to Searle (2010: 142) prior to having 
intentions is the driving force of the possibility of taking action and fulfilling satisfaction 
conditions. This requires a set of evaluative operations. First, there must be a prior goal 
as well as a sense of who is the intended beneficiary of the action and perhaps also of 
who is not. As Searle (2010: 174) notes, it is important to realise the nature and power 
relations of the conditions of satisfaction, which may be epistemic ‘truth’ (certainty), 
deontic ‘duty’ (obligation) and/or ‘affect’ (desires). Either way, there must be a common 
ground prior to intention-for-action, including beliefs, experience, knowledge, values 
and desires.  

As discussed above, the human mind is set on making sense of the world. It 
provides in the ability to ‘chunk’ the world into more manageable attention fields in a 
process by which “the stream of experience is segmented into units that are bounded, 
classifiable and thus more readily recognized and remembered” (Herman 2003: 172). 
The ‘chunks’ are selective and their coordinate system not only includes a time and 
space frame but also the possibility of taking a point of view from which relations 
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than a full stop. Rather, it is a familiar attention field that consists of a cultural network 
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incorporate other frames and points of views from which new perspectives can emerge 
(cf. Piaget’s constructionist emergence theory; Tomasello 1999, 2009).  

Neurobiological constraints on human perception and brain capacity call for 
selective attention fields as a prerequisite for making sense of the world. But such 
subjective selectivity is not limited to an individual psychological state: it is very much 
shaped by our social sense of identity and our physical environment, as Levinson’s 
(2003) cross-cultural findings demonstrate. Consensual cooperation requires 
communicative skills to shape a community’s norms and values and to establish a social 
contract, or ‘gentlemen’s agreement’. In politics, the concept of community and 
consensual cooperation is nurtured, particularly at election time when votes must be 
won. Political communication with the public is and should be designed to create a sense 
of a shared worldview and common goals. This requires finding both the epistemic and 
deontic ground of a discourse that fosters a common perception of the world and its 
threat, goals and consequent intentions-for-actions.   
 Based on the premise that collective intentionality is packaged in discourse, the 
discourse analytic perspective taken in this study draws on cognitive evidence in 
language use and social practice:  
 
a. The primacy-of-spatial-cognition provides in an overall organising principle and a 

variety of spatial coordinate systems by way of which people can relativise their 
perceptions and give them meaning (Levinson 2003);  

b. Pragmatic speech-act theory (Searle 2010) that holds that utterances are directive: 
they declare, establish and empower institutional realities and constitute social 
status and agency  (cf., Clark and Marshall 1981) on the basis of a “single unifying 
principle” (Searle 2010); 

c. Cognitive-linguistic and anthropological theory of variation in spatial aspects of 
meaning construction (Chilton 2014; Geeraerts 2005; Langacker 1986; Levinson 
2003; Talmy 2000, and others); 

d. Foucault’s (2003 [1976]) social ‘critique’ to always question the social effects of 
practices and the “architecture” of power;  

e. Gramsci’s theory of hegemonic discourse and social power (Ives 2004) and 
Habermas’ (1984) dialectical theory that democracy can only be stable if shaped 
through dialogue that conducts social behaviour.  

 
Intentionality consists of socially ingrained epistemic certainty and deontic power, as 
well as affect. As Lemke (1995) proposes, the concrete realization of abstract forms of 
knowledge, such as an understanding of one’s social world, grounds “epistemic 
communities” (Van Dijk 2006: 120).  Moreover, Musolff speaks of the ‘familiar’14 and 
thereby includes the affective nature of familiarity as emotionally proximate and 
relativises the epistemic nature of Lemke’s ‘concrete’ realisation. Indeed, the trigger to 
get from perception to action requires more than epistemic evidence: it also requires the 

                                                        
14  Personal communication, ACDC, Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam, 08-01-2014. 
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certainty of an affective, collective sense of social appropriateness. And appropriateness 
is anchored in what Searle (2010: 19-20) calls “status functions” (SFs) (institutionalised 
and normalised social roles). Institutional SFs are entitled to exert power, examples 
being: the mayor, the government, the teacher or the CEO and their presumed executive 
powers. Non-animate entities can also be allocated SFs of agency and power: examples 
include money, immigration, and traffic jams. Institutions can also function as agents 
with intrinsic SFs or as metonymic agents, such as the United States, Wall Street, and 
non-material agents such as Facebook or the refugee crisis. Their function is relative to 
people’s belief in their social factuality and acceptance of their authority. SFs imply that 
the community that upholds them commits to their role and shares accountability for 
their actions and consequences. Lack of common ground weakens the power of SFs and 
creates an ethical problem in terms of accountability as, for instance, in top-down 
management. Much of human epistemology emerges from a consensus on social facts 
and their presumed epistemic and deontic common ground.  
 
 
2.6 Discourse and society  
 
Discourses and societies, as well as their political institutions, rely on their ontological 
coherence to function efficiently for the simple reason that this avoids conflict and 
promotes collective intentionality. Moreover,, if a community and its discourse are 
aligned, communication is more efficient as it can build on presumed common ground. 
Words, texts and discourses are dissonant when they are out of context and they are 
meaningless without common ground. Lyotard (1984 [1979]: ix) regards this 
subconscious level of meaning construction as an intangible, mythical meta-language: 
“the language in which these myths are upheld is an […] essentially conflicting exchange 
between tricksters”. However, developments in cognitive science and cognitive 
linguistics, as discussed above, unmask the myth by providing tools to investigate the 
architecture of discourse worlds and how it directs their meaningfulness. Meanwhile, 
cognitive approaches to narrative structure unmask the myth at the level of dynamic 
and sequential scenarios and event structures that rely on implicit cognitive affordances 
that: “encompass material as well as mental objects” (Herman 2003: 166). Epistemic 
grounding of narrative in space and time relies on what Langacker (1990: 4) describes 
as the “basic domains, i.e., cognitively irreducible representational spaces or fields of 
conceptual potential”. Levinson and Wilkins (2006: 1) distinguish cultural variation in 
grammars of space and try to “reveal the underlying conceptual [spatial] structure in 
human spatial thinking”. These theories also apply to text and discourse because they do 
not presuppose discrete meaning but have “conceptual potential” that can be 
consolidated in context. 

Where Lyotard’s myths and trickery make language sound deliberately devious and 
manipulative, Duranti’s (2015) definition of intentionality accommodates the limited 
predictability of meaning in view of its dynamic contextual dependency. Langacker’s 
(2012: 106) theory of a unified system -- a conceptual coordination of “elliptic 
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14  Personal communication, ACDC, Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam, 08-01-2014. 
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expressions” in grammar and discourse -- can be adopted in analysing intertwined levels 
of discourse that function by the same unifying principle. However, we should avoid the 
trap of assuming that something is missing when its presumption is culturally 
legitimate. Ellipsis does not necessarily mean that information is actually missing, when 
it is silently present. For instance, in Goldberg’s (2006: 8-9) example that having ‘no 
verb’ does not necessarily imply that a verb is missing. Her constructionist approach 
avoids having to posit an ‘unseen’ verb, but extracts the relational predicate from the 
phrasal pattern or at a higher level structure of text cohesion. Goldberg’s (2006:12-15) 
point is taken that constructionist approaches allow for non-generalist usage-based 
analysis and that this is a more realistic approach to the study of language and meaning. 
I take the position that presumption through cultural coordinate system is not a matter 
of masking information, but a matter of meaning emerging from a construction that 
affords certain kinds of inferences in a particular social context. In an academic way, this 
open approach makes discourse analysis problematic because it is held together by 
presumed or underspecified structures that originate in domains other than the 
language analysed. However, a socio-cognitive approach gives a grip on the affordances 
of presumptive coordinate systems of discourse in society.  

 
 
2.7 From Text to Political Positions across disciplines 
 
The theories and approaches described in this chapter serve to account for the 
dialectical relationship between the micro, meso and macro levels of language use in 
discourse and between discourse and society. The satisfaction conditions of taking 
stance, prior to social action, rely on epistemic and deontic grounding and affect. 
Democracy is a clear example of a system that requires consensual cooperation and 
interaction towards intentions to cooperate for what Heywood (2007) describes as “a 
better world”.  Political discourse at election time has the persuasive intention to create 
common ground and discourse-space analysis therefore seems particularly suitable to 
find variation in party worldviews. 

Triangulation is applied as a methodological principle to account for qualitative 
methods to analyse presumptive, dynamic phenomena. In combination with detailed 
text analysis, a selection was made of theories and methods from history, philosophy, 
political theory, sociology, corpus linguistics and cognitive science and other disciplines 
relevant to the political domain and research goals. The layered approach needs a 
compatible set of methods and theoretical considerations as well as a reflection on the 
benefits and constraints of mixing methods. The basic approaches selected for Dutch 
election manifestos are: 
 
1. Linguistic features of texts involving a lexicon of deontic and affective words 

extracted from the corpus and scaled according to Chilton’s scale (Chilton 2004; 
Werth 1999, and see examples in the codebook, Appendix 6.4). 
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2. Cognitive-discursive features of worldview construction are to be found in verbal 
and implied cultural aspects of spatial frames of reference and discourse cohesion  

3. Socio-political features of politics in practice as distinguishing features for party 
positioning (spatial framing, contestation, issue-ownership, election events) 

4. A historic perspective on the Dutch political context to understand the rhetorical 
affordances of time and space frames of reference in. 

 
The overarching stable factor in discourse analysis is deictic spatial cognition and the 
analogue spatial organising principle of perception, thought, language use and social 
structures. Layers of time and space frames-of-reference are the main objects of 
analysis. Chapter 3 will discuss how the discourse-space approach is grounded in 
philosophical, conceptual, linguistic, and social principles of worldview construction and 
how discourse space analysis can contribute a critical perspective to comparative text 
analysis.  
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The overarching stable factor in discourse analysis is deictic spatial cognition and the 
analogue spatial organising principle of perception, thought, language use and social 
structures. Layers of time and space frames-of-reference are the main objects of 
analysis. Chapter 3 will discuss how the discourse-space approach is grounded in 
philosophical, conceptual, linguistic, and social principles of worldview construction and 
how discourse space analysis can contribute a critical perspective to comparative text 
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Chapter 3 
 

Worldview Construction 
An intellectual history of social philosophy of language 

 
 
 
 
 
3.1 Unity in diversity: Making social worlds 
 
To find an explanation for how people can have such very different views of the world 
while we all live on the same planet requires a layered approach to worldview analysis. I 
propose that spatial-discourse analysis can reveal variation in worldview construction 
and that spatial schemas form the ground for intentions for action and action itself. As 
discussed in Chapter 2, intentions-for-action relate to a sense of certainty of the 
possibility and the social appropriateness of satisfying a mental state of ‘want’ (Searle 
2010: 34). It follows that social interaction requires a “collective intentionality” (ibid., p 
50). The framework of a worldview is partly culturally determined, such as cultural 
coordinate systems, and partly negotiated. The relation between spatial worldview 
frames of references and their power to trigger intentions for action suggests that 
discourse-space analysis is indicative of intention-building strategies. The discourse-
space approach provides in a unifying principle of politically-motivated frames and 
coordinate systems. Political parties must have different worldviews on which to build 
the logic of their intensions-for-action. The following sections intend to give a 
background to make the connection between discursive frames and political action. It 
presents philosophical, cognitive, linguistic and pragmatic aspects of the social nature 
and power of language use and meaning construction to make social worlds.  
 
 
3.2 Philosophy of language and social philosophy: Shifting epistemes 
 
It appears from classic literature that the search for certainty and its analogy with the 
natural world has been going on for millennia. Aristotle’s (Poetics, 335 BC, cf. Garrett 
2007) theory of metaphor draws the analogy between the genus (origin) and the species 
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(the particular) and between species.15 He distinguishes between levels of abstraction. 
Plato’s theory of the analogy between “true forms” and the “intelligible” world (The 
Republic, 380 BC) refers to the human capacity of metaphysical symbolic transference, 
from absolute to abstract understandings of our environment. They both connect the 
human imagination and its axiology with the genus/true forms. However, Aristotle 
focused on the discovery of ‘truth’ (suggesting that there is factual truth), and in 
Rhetorica the focus is on the discovery of the affordances of persuasion that are non-
factual. This raised the question whether ‘truth’ and the nature of meaning originate in 
fact or fiction: what is truth made of? The Sophists doubted the possibility of truth, and 
Plato’s Socratic dialogue proposed a process of searching for ‘knowing truth’.  In this 
way Aristotle and Plato laid the ground for debating the relation between what is ‘true’ 
(basic facts) and how we establish ‘truthfulness’ socially. 
 The 17th Century Enlightenment was marked by a shift from ‘truth’ finding to 
relative fact-finding. One of the recognised roles of language was, and is, to articulate 
shifts in point of view, to co-construct, challenge and communicate ‘knowing’ something, 
giving language social agency. At the turn of the century, Vico (1669-1744) had invented 
pragmatics when he described language use as a socially binding force, or “ligament”, 
focusing on its communicative effectivity, rather than on its formal systematicity (The 
Art of Rhetoric). Vico’s “joy of language” comprehension is the social game of discovering 
and constructing common ground by way of which people can understand each other. It 
seems that an epistemic shift was embraced before it was recognised in inquiring “how 
to do things with words” long before Austin (1962). In the 18th Century, Rousseau 
(1762), like Machiavelli before him (1469-1527), addressed the political power of 
language and argued that finding “fact” does not reflect the social power of language.16 
In Rousseau’s view, social facts are human creations and language is a means toward an 
end, namely to enforce social order through politics, law, reason, trickery or by any 
other (Machiavellian) means. Rousseau’s Social Contract (1762) is not about articulating 
‘truth’, but about the social reality of power that is laid down in the constitution and in 
legislation leading to rights and obligations and a power to maintain them. These 
enlightened observations suggest that language use for cooperation requires 
conventionalised forms of information compression in what Searle calls Status 
Functions (SFs) that make and that makes sense to epistemic communities. 

Nineteenth-century Western philosophy of language was dominated by formal 
logic but, as with Vico, other voices addressed the dialectical relationship between 
language and society in a more playful, interactive way. In the Three Stages of Life, 
Kierkegaard (1843-44) discusses language and meaning as a continuous process over 
time on the principle that life (at present) is a forward moving continuum (into the 
unknown future) that is understood backwards (from the known past). He also 

                                                        
15 “Metaphor consists in giving the thing a name that belongs to something else; the transference being 
either from genus to species, or from species to genus, or from species to species, on the grounds of 
analogy” (Garrett 2007, quoting Aristotle’s Poetica Ch. 21: 1457b1-30). 
16 Rousseau on the influential Dutch lawyer/philosopher Grotius (1583–1645). “[Grotius’] characteristic 
method of reasoning is always to offer fact as proof of right” (Rousseau 1762 (1968): 4). 
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describes societies as interactive layers of ‘upbuilding’ discourse that can be understood 
by peeling them back to the core, layer by layer, like an onion (Kierkegaard 1843). At the 
turn of the 19th century, philosophy of language embraced the phenomenology of 
language in which language is seen as a conduit of social behaviour and change. A 
renewed interest in the symbolic nature and semiotic aspects of the relationship 
between language and society emerged.  

From the other side of the Atlantic, C.S. Peirce introduced a pragmatic theory of 
signs involving logic-based semiosis, or sign processes, and metaphysical and symbolic 
pragmatics of linguistic constructions and their meaning (Collected Papers 1857-1892, 
published 1932). Like Kierkegaard and Saussure, Peirce distinguishes primary, 
secondary and tertiary relations between layers of meaning construction and their 
symbolic elements. He proposes unravelling such structures mathematically in a fluid 
and reproducible model (Figure 3.1). His triadic model is reproductive because the 
object can be a representamen that is interpreted and perhaps transformed into a new 
representamen, and thus the chain moves on. Peirce defines his model as: “the process 
of forming explanatory hypotheses […] is the only logical operation which introduces 
any new idea” (1932, CP 5.17217). Te model offers a systematic but open, productive 
system. By contrast, Saussure’s structuralist model for a two-way relationship between 
perception and representation is descriptive (Figure 3.2).  

 
 

 
Figure 3.1. Charles Sanders Peirce: Triadic, explanatory model (Irvine 2012, Semiotic 
models: Deictic and triadic).

Figure 3.2. Ferdinand de Saussure’s dyadic descriptive model (ibid.). 
                                                        
17 CP refers to Peirce’s Collected Papers edition (1932). The quote was written in the 1870s. 
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However, both models are rooted in the dynamics of meaning construction that is 
culturally encoded, whether through stative formal encryption (Saussure) or dynamic 
coding principles (Peirce). In discourse analysis, Peirce’s productive model works better 
than Saussure’s dyadic model because it shows a continuum of meaning construction 
and change, independent of discrete determinants. It can therefore reveal relations and 
patterns of transformed meaning that can inform comparative text analysis for shifts in 
intentionality. For example, the social meaning and implications of ‘money’ vary across 
cultures, depending on the political and economic ideology in which they are framed. 
But because money has transformed into a global, virtual commodity, a new meta-
cultural concept of money emerges that reflects its new meaning.  

In the 20th Century formal linguistics (e.g. early Chomsky, Jakobson, the Prague 
School) moved from descriptive to a structural, dynamic language-design model based 
on formal principles. However, other schools took a non-linguistic productive and 
interpretive approach to meaningfulness and the problem of ambiguity, implicature and 
the constitutive interplay between language and society (cf. Weideman 2007: 589-590). 
Merleau-Ponty (1953) took an experiential approach, introducing a phenomenology of 
language as a productive means to negotiate positions, rather than to juxtapose them. 
Meanwhile, Wittgenstein’s notion of language games in Philosophical Investigations (first 
published 1953) addressed the complexity of language use and its dialectical social 
function as a means to establish common ground. Toulmin, a student of Wittgenstein, 
took a post-structuralist, compositional approach to language use in his argument 
theory (1958). He applied this approach in his later works on relative reasoning and 
dialectics for conceptualising and valuing social interaction (1972).18  

Another relevant aspect of worldview dynamics is Foucault’s “epistemic shift”  (in 
Les Mots et les choses, 1966). He investigates the architecture of evaluation ‘the other 
way round’, that is, not by navigating around issues from one point of view, but by 
exploring alternative points of view epistemic grounds. His abductive practice aims to 
discover a typology of ‘formative social powers’ in discourse as an alternative to what he 
called  “logophobia” that merely describes existing structures and powers (Foucault 
1966, 1969, 1970). Foucault’s epistemic shift introduced a “constructive critique” of 
factuality that recognises the relativity of context-dependent certainty. In his theory, 
facts are not true or false, but they are more or less shared knowledge in their unstable 
social context. Consequently, one cannot generalise epistemic grounding, nor simply 
project the episteme of one domain onto another.19 The architectural construct of cross-
cultural social facts, such as the value of money, can reveal variation in cultural 
epistemes and beliefs and values that unfold from them.  
  narrative entailment (Lyotard 1979), 

 were 
addressed by the Postmodernists. They focused on change processes and diversity 

                                                        
18 Toulmin’s Return to Reason (2001) makes a case for a renewed enlightenment. 
19 Episteme refers to Foucault’s (1966) system of understanding that “defines the conditions of 
possibility” of all common knowledge “whether expressed in a theory or silently invested in a practice” 
(English translation 1970: 168). 
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instead of defining states-of-affairs as facts. The postmodernists held that language 
shapes social constructs and serves to make sense of the world and who we are in it. 
Hermeneutics extended this to an epistemic-ontological investigation into the reasons 
for human action and its consequences (Gadamer 1967). The time was ripe to return to 
the relationship between symbolic constructions and intentionality in the relationship 
between texts and social realities from a cognitive angle. Kintsch and Van Dijk (1978) 
introduced text comprehension as a mental process of making sense of social complexity 
and action and models were developed for critical text analysis and possible 
interpretations. This cognitive turn was taken up in models for critical discourse 
analysis. 

Twentieth Century Critical Theory started out with a liberating, emancipatory 
agenda in the politics of social practice, including democracy (the Frankfurter Schule). It 
aimed to explain and transform society from the ground floor and drew attention to 
discourse as data to deconstruct the language as social practice (e.g., Bauman’s ongoing 
work on ‘fluid modernity’, Gramsci’s ‘passive revolution’ [Ives 2004], and Laclau and 
Mouffe [1985] on ‘hegemony’). They did not stop at description, but aimed to create 
awareness of discursive constructions of power so as to facilitate a dialectical 
transformation of social structures (Habermas 1984). Gramsci’s (1929-1935) symbolic 
approach took discourse as a means to establish power in hegemonic elitist discourses. 
In his political view, the language game is a confrontation in which violent revolutions 
would be replaced by ‘passive revolutions’ in a battle of discourses (Ives 2004: 74). 
Taking a broader approach, Habermas (1984), like Merleau-Ponty, considers language 
as an instrument ideally used to avoid social dissonance, rather than as a weapon to 
fight hegemony. To Habermas, language use should be an emancipatory practice that 
enables dialectical negotiation to find common ground and share responsibilities, i.e. to 
facilitate democracy. Habermas’ theory originates in a universal ideal of social 
equilibrium that is, he says, a human trait “embodied in cognition, speech and action” 
(1984 [1981]: 10). Bauman (2000) observes a fundamental social change in modernity: 
an epistemic shift, from solid (stative) to liquid (dynamic) societies and then looks at 
how language witnesses this transformation. The critical approach in this thesis is based 
in its broader interpretation and addresses the presumptive affordances of text 
constructions in the context in which they function. 

The philosophical and critical developments in understandings of the 
relationship between language and society discussed here support an open and abstract 
approach to worldview analysis. What brings these philosophies together are: 

 
1. The early logically acknowledged analogous organising principle and its rhetorical 

and metaphysical affordances that reflect the relationship between language and 
society (Aristotle and Plato). 

2. Language use is a creative, exploratory game of mutual understanding and 
socialisation (Vico, Wittgenstein, Searle). 
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3. Foucault and Bauman’s ‘epistemic shift’ is fundamental to understanding 
‘modernity’ as well as the creative and emancipatory potential of the interaction 
between language and society. 

4. The value of a (cognitive) discourse approach to finding evidence of social processes 
(Bauman, Foucault, Gramsci, Habermas) 

 
In academia, the ‘epistemic shift’ from formalism to process oriented research reflects in 
the shift from formal linguistics to constructions of language beyond linguistic units, in 
narrative, text and discourse studies and efforts to unmask ‘mythical’ ontological 
properties of the presumptive nature of intentional discourse (Duranti 2015, Lyotard 
1979, cf. Section 2.3.1). It also reflects in the fields of pragmatics and language and 
cognition and empirical linguistics. Searle (1969) takes a pragmatic approach to 
language use in his theory of speech acts and language games. Building on Austin’s How 
to Do Things with Words (1962 [1955]), he developed a social psychology around speech 
act theory and illocutionary force of types of speech acts. Searle (2010: 83-84) regards 
epistemic grounding that can be presumed in speech acts, to be a necessary operation 
for social commitment and collective intentional states. Searle’s theories resonate in 
Duranti’s (2015) ‘intentional discourse’, but Duranti takes an anthropological 
perspective and includes cultural variation in the pragmatics of language use as social 
practice. His cultural approach to the potential intentionality of discourse adds a critical 
aspect to finding variation in political parties’ rationales and their possible intentional 
affordances. 

Critical Discourse Studies (CDS) is, in my view, a research paradigm offering an 
independent framework for a layered and transdisciplinary approach to the study of 
language and society. It includes description as evidence for an emancipatory agenda by 
acknowledging the social power of language use and its creative affordances to affect 
and effect social change. The cognitive turn in discourse studies makes transparent how 
facts are cognised and made meaningful in a particular social context and its epistemic 
and deontic ground of common knowledge and values. For example, the status of the 
President of the United States is legitimated by its presidential primaries, national party 
conventions, the Presidential election and a majority vote. But the epistemic and deontic 
grounding of the President’s mandate, and thereby his/her power, are subject to change 
because the legitimacy of the SF (status function) of the President of the United States 
depends on public support. Therefore, questioning the legitimacy of political discourse 
should be informed by an awareness of variation in grounding operations and epistemic 
shifts in worldviews and social practices. The nuts and bolts for such a ‘post-epistemic’ 
approach should be sought in the cognitive premises of making sense of social world 
ontology and its grounding in discourse space. Moreover, a post-epistemic analytic 
approach should include affect or sentiment that is needed to decide to move from 
knowing to doing. The study of text-in-context relies on linguistic and pragmatic aspects 
of text-world construction that constitute common ground implicitly, such as lexical-
semantic features, grammatical constructions, stylistic features and speech acts. 
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3.3 Linguistics, pragmatics, discourse studies and cognition 
 
In linguistic discourse analysis a traditionally pragmatic approach is taken to describe 
and explain mediation between language and society. Linguistic evidence has not only 
been used to distinguish social groups, but also to infer social consequences of language 
use in terms of social prestige (e.g., Bernstein’s and Labov’s ethnographic work in the 
1960s and ‘70s). This gave sociology a linguistic turn towards the ‘sociology of language’ 
(Fishman 1972). Meanwhile, linguists have developed cultural typologies of functional-
linguistic constructions (e.g. Dik 1978), systemic-functional linguistics (e.g. Halliday 
1977 ff.), as well as layered approaches to multimodality (e.g. Kress and Van Leeuwen 
1996). However, linguistics and social sciences have largely remained separate 
disciplines, taking either a linguistic perspective on social issues (e.g. Chilton work on 
linguistic geometry; Jucker and Ziv’s [1998] discourse markers; Werth’s [1999] text-
world theory), or a social perspective on language (Foucault, Gramsci, Habermas). The 
advantage of critical discourse-linguistics is that it is not only descriptive, but also aims 
to reveal how multiple meanings emerge from linguistic units in their context. It this 
requires an understanding of socio-cultural contexts and cultural variation in cognitive 
grounding principles.  

Cognitive linguistics is immensely valuable to cognitive discourse studies, while a 
cognitive discourse approach might fill some gaps that cognitive linguists have felt to 
exist but have not (yet) addressed (e.g. Langacker 1986, 2002; Talmy 2000).20  However, 
a solely linguistic approach misses extra-linguistic, contextual features that have an 
influence on their function and meaning, beyond their linguistic construction. Where 
formal-linguistic text coding can describe constructions it cannot recognise the volatile 
semantic impact of social change. Linguistic-anthropological typology is valuable to 
discourse analysis because it starts out from language use and social context and their 
culture-specific variation (Levinson and Wilkins 2006). The premise of cognitive-
linguistic anthropology is the interaction between language use and social interaction 
(cf. Evans and Levinson 2009). It provides evidence of culture-specific aspects of 
worldview construction in what Martin (2013: 116) calls “a hierarchy of generality […] 
relating systematic thought to its equally systematic presentation“ that specifies 
“meaning potential of a culture’s text” (i.e. its discourse). 

In early Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), distinguishing natural and social 
spaces already had a prominent role to contextualise discourse domains and their socio-
psychological and sociolinguistic characteristics (cf. Kintsch and Van Dijk 1978). CDA 
absorbed the notions of ‘common ground’, (introduced by Clark 1996) and ‘context 
models’ of knowledge and values that led to a typology of epistemic communities 
according to their mental base-space of beliefs and common sense (Van Dijk 1997). But 
something else was still missing, namely a cognitive approach to discourse studies that 
                                                        
20 Cf. Landau et al. (2010: 51-52) for a comprehensive overview of relevant cognitive linguistic literature 
and the “widespread assumption that, at some level, language must map onto our visual and spatial 
representation of the world.” 
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20 Cf. Landau et al. (2010: 51-52) for a comprehensive overview of relevant cognitive linguistic literature 
and the “widespread assumption that, at some level, language must map onto our visual and spatial 
representation of the world.” 
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addressed the composition of a discourse and its presumptive nature (Chilton 2011). 
Current developments in discursive discourse-space analysis investigate the interaction 
between levels of meaning construction in discourse. This cognitive turn in discourse 
studies (e.g., Chilton 2014; Filardo Llamas et al. 2015; Hart 2011, 2014) is developing 
towards a transdisciplinary approach to discovering coordinate systems that function as 
the ground rationale of discursively constructed worldviews and their intentional 
affordances. The focus is on ‘how’ people collectively experience and delineate their 
worlds (framing), how they position themselves and others in and around it 
(perspectivisation) and how this reflects and affects attitude (stance) and intentionality.  

Sensory-motor perception, cognition, mental processes, culture, information 
structures and stance are brought together in discourse worlds and their intentional 
affordances. The processes involved in conceptualising perception and presenting it in 
discourse raises the following questions that need to be answered in the context of 
critical discourse analysis that seeks to address the rhetorical affordances of discursive 
constructions: 
 
1. Generic: How is perceptual information organised in the human mind? 
2. Culture specific: How is this information process influenced by its context (culture) 

and how does that translate in its modes of communication?  
3. Discursive: How is the analogy between the ontology of natural facts and affective 

social facts presented in discourse? 
4. Intentional: How can discourse worlds prime collective intentions for action? 

 
To find answers to these questions, discourse studies needs to go beyond explicit 
linguistic, content constructions to get to the cognitive premises on which words and 
content connect in their broader context to trigger intentions-for-action.21 Searle’s 
(2010: 37) theory of intentions-for-action and Levinson’s (2003) evidence of cultural 
variation in spatial cognition suggest that social worlds emerge from spatial relations 
between cultural deixis: pragmatically egocentric, allocentric, null directions-of-fit 
(Searle 2010: 29) and cultural absolute, relative, intrinsic frames of reference (Levinson 
2003), and their combinations, see Chapter 4.2.2).  
 
 
3.4 Spatial cognition in thought, language, discourse and society  
 
The connections discussed here between philosophy, linguistics, and pragmatics, and 
between perception, cognition and social interaction indicate that there is a role for 
discourse-space analysis. The spatial-cognitive approach can provide explanations for 
the epistemic relativity of social facts and their effect on human understanding. As 
proposed at the beginning of this chapter, the universality of human spatial cognition 

                                                        
21 Literature on cognitive patterns of meaning construction includes, e.g., Asher (2012), Chilton (2014), 
Duranti (2015), Croft and Cruse (2004), Evans (2014), Hart (2014), Marmaridou (2000). 
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forms a link between perception, cognition, worldview constructions and their 
presentation in intentional discourse-worlds. The basic assumption is that the process 
from perception to action via communication is conducted by spatial relativisation (cf. 
Ch. 2.1). An open approach to discourse analysis does not presume intrinsic surface 
structures. This makes it hard to get a grip on basic structures as they may or may not be 
explicit. However, evidence of cultural coordinate systems suggests their cognitive 
directive affordances in discourse. 

To represent the fundamental conceptual categories of discourse space, the 
coordinate system can be modeled on three dimensions of measurable and experienced 
deictic ‘distance’ or ‘proximity’. The three dimensions of the system are: Space, Time and 
modality of Attitude (STA) (Figure 3.3, Chilton 2004: 58). The basic model is an irrealis 
visualisation of relative distances between point of view and frame of reference in 
deictic attention spaces.  The most proximate space is a default egocentric primary 
attention space I/we in the here/now.   

 

 
Figure 3.3. Chilton's basic deictic Time, Space, Modality (of Attitude) dimensions (2004: 58). 
 
 

The rhetorical power of a discourse-world depends on its spatial episteme 
(ground), its cohesive nature (coordinate system), and its cultural embedding. The 
transformation from physical space and standard time to culturally directed abstract 
experience of space and time affects the validation of the factuality of relative social 
phenomena. The spatial nature of a text or discourse’s epistemic grounding affords the 
factual experience of non-factual phenomena in a cultural construction of worldview 
ontology. Worldview ontology involves a schematic systematicity in perspectivisation, 
framing and meaning construction, or  ‘construal operations’ (Croft and Cruse 2004: 46). 
Worldview construal operations involve: 
 

a. Space and time frames of reference: Scope 
b. Location of point of view: Deictic centre 
c. Distribution of attention: selected elements can be foregrounded and backgrounded 

to/from the deictic centre  
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d. Force dynamics: force of interactions and causal relations between objects in the 
frame of reference and its deictic centre are gauged by time and space 
distance/proximity and attitude (Croft and Cruse 2004: 46; Talmy 2001 Vol. I: 12-13). 

 
These construal operations cast worldviews in a deictic geometry of time and space 
(compare Chilton 2005, 2010a, 2014; Levinson 1996, 2003). Even though geometry may 
suggest some form of objectivity and quantifiability, the experience of time and space 
and the dimension of evaluative attitude (axiology) cannot be measured with any 
precision because there is no fixed anchor. Nevertheless, it is a convenient way to 
visualise worldview constructions (Chilton 2014). Epistemic and deontic modality are 
used to gauge the force of affect relative to the deictic centre, while attitude adds a sense 
of force-direction in terms of certainty, belief, urgency, desirability. This scalar operation 
visualises the spatial principle of stance taking prior to intentions-for-action. It follows 
from the ternary relationship that by identifying either the frame or its intrinsic deictic 
centre one could deduce the location of the deictic centre from the scope and directions-
of-fit, or one could deduce the frame of reference from the deictic centre. This ternary 
relationship between scope, point of view and directions gives a grip on the presumptive 
nature of discourse-worlds.  

The discourse-space model for Dutch party positions was developed at the meso-
level of discursive construction, between detailed linguistic analysis and the broader 
world of Dutch politics. The philosophical, socio-pragmatic, cognitive-linguistic, 
anthropological and discursive approaches discussed above formed a basis to account 
for the affordances and limitations of the model. Bridges between linguistic and social 
theory were found in:  
a. The pragmatics of intentionality. Searle’s (2010) pragmatic approach problematises 
the episteme of social facts. In his view, social facts are products of the mind and 
therefore, by definition, abstract. However, he recognises the need for certainty in order 
build intentions for action. Duranti (2015) adds an anthropological element to 
intentionality in his “intentional discourse” theory that can be applied in the 
anthropology of political intentionalities. 
b. Cultural variation in coordinate systems. Levinson’s (1996, 2003) empirical studies of 
cultural variation in the function of human spatial cognition in thought and language and 
the resulting variation in coordinate systems. “The primacy of spatial cognition” is a 
unifying principle that affords relativisation.  
c. Deictic Space Theory and discursive spaces. Chilton’s work on subjectivity in political 
discourse (2004) combines cognitive linguistic theory with a linguistic Deictic Space 
Theory (2014), in a triadic coordinate system. The focus is on the deictic nature of 
epistemic modality and its linguistic presentations (after Frawley 1992). 
 The three approaches have in common that they address the spatial analogy 
between actual facts and non-factual social ‘facts’, and the manifestation of epistemic 
shifts from one point of view to another. Furthermore, they have in common that 
reasoning, as presented in language, is guided by the spatial nature of cognition that 
facilitates deixis as a basic organising principle. 
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(a) Intentionality and cultural variation in (b) coordinate systems 
Although Searle’s and Levinson’s theories have different origins in speech-act theory 
and linguistic anthropology, they complement each other in their pragmatic perspective 
on the social function of language. However, some differences should be taken into 
account. Searle (2010: 3) starts from the physical micro-level of basic facts and its 
analogy in the meso-level of speech acts that mediates between natural and social 
concepts in the social macro-world (e.g. the institutional SF of the President of the USA). 
On the other hand, Levinson starts from human cognition and draws the analogy 
between the cognitive-linguistic micro-level and the cultural macro-level at which 
meaning makes sense.  

Searle’s speech act theory is fundamental to a critical study of the functioning of 
social worlds by collective consent, and how social worlds are challenged and 
transformed. He distinguishes ontological levels of brute facts, perceived natural facts, 
the human creation of social facts and how they are operationalised through speech acts. 
With regard to the social world, Searle’s (2010: 4) “fundamental principle” involves a 
layered analogy between the epistemic certainty of basic facts and the uncertainty of 
relative social facts. But if certainty is the key to intentionality, then how is it possible to 
imagine alternative realities? First, as discussed in Chapter 2, cooperation is a human 
biological drive (Tomasello 2009) that requires communication to negotiate common 
ground. This accounts for the will to believe in social reality. The negotiation of common 
ground follows a cultural pattern in the use of analogy (a coordinate system) with which 
certainty can be derived from the culture-, or community-intrinsic reality of common 
ground.  

Where Searle’s theory remains abstract, Levinson’s empirical fieldwork into 
language systems gives evidence of cultural variation in spatial orientation. His research 
shows that perception across cultures is based in real-world absolutes (Searle’s ‘brute 
facts’), such as gravity and cardinal directions (North-East-South-West), sensory-motor 
perception and spatial relativisation. Levinson proposes that relativisation is an 
exploratory navigation through a spatial and temporal mental landscape that provides a 
sense of static (certain) and dynamic (transformational) possibilities within a frame of 
reference (attention field). The human cognitive system has the awesome capacity to 
visualise directional networks in a void between basic facts (absolutes) and frame-
intrinsic, relative relations  (Levinson 1996: 127). That is, one can shift one’s deictic 
point of view by imagining other’s points of view, or one can assume an orientation-free, 
intrinsic perspective (Levinson 2003:57). Common ground is culturally ingrained and 
therefore not necessarily explicit in discourse. However, discourse adopts what 
Fauconnier (1994) calls a ‘base space’ as an episteme from which meaning unfolds while 
blending with concepts from other spaces.22 
 Both Searle and Levinson investigate the principles of the relation between 
language, thought, culture and society by the assumption of “a single fundamental 

                                                        
22 Fauconnier (1994) and Fauconnier and Turner’s (2002) conceptual blending theory is not applied in 
this study because I focus on the saliency of layer of attention by way of which worldviews are relativised 
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theory were found in:  
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the episteme of social facts. In his view, social facts are products of the mind and 
therefore, by definition, abstract. However, he recognises the need for certainty in order 
build intentions for action. Duranti (2015) adds an anthropological element to 
intentionality in his “intentional discourse” theory that can be applied in the 
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the resulting variation in coordinate systems. “The primacy of spatial cognition” is a 
unifying principle that affords relativisation.  
c. Deictic Space Theory and discursive spaces. Chilton’s work on subjectivity in political 
discourse (2004) combines cognitive linguistic theory with a linguistic Deictic Space 
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shifts from one point of view to another. Furthermore, they have in common that 
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concepts in the social macro-world (e.g. the institutional SF of the President of the USA). 
On the other hand, Levinson starts from human cognition and draws the analogy 
between the cognitive-linguistic micro-level and the cultural macro-level at which 
meaning makes sense.  

Searle’s speech act theory is fundamental to a critical study of the functioning of 
social worlds by collective consent, and how social worlds are challenged and 
transformed. He distinguishes ontological levels of brute facts, perceived natural facts, 
the human creation of social facts and how they are operationalised through speech acts. 
With regard to the social world, Searle’s (2010: 4) “fundamental principle” involves a 
layered analogy between the epistemic certainty of basic facts and the uncertainty of 
relative social facts. But if certainty is the key to intentionality, then how is it possible to 
imagine alternative realities? First, as discussed in Chapter 2, cooperation is a human 
biological drive (Tomasello 2009) that requires communication to negotiate common 
ground. This accounts for the will to believe in social reality. The negotiation of common 
ground follows a cultural pattern in the use of analogy (a coordinate system) with which 
certainty can be derived from the culture-, or community-intrinsic reality of common 
ground.  

Where Searle’s theory remains abstract, Levinson’s empirical fieldwork into 
language systems gives evidence of cultural variation in spatial orientation. His research 
shows that perception across cultures is based in real-world absolutes (Searle’s ‘brute 
facts’), such as gravity and cardinal directions (North-East-South-West), sensory-motor 
perception and spatial relativisation. Levinson proposes that relativisation is an 
exploratory navigation through a spatial and temporal mental landscape that provides a 
sense of static (certain) and dynamic (transformational) possibilities within a frame of 
reference (attention field). The human cognitive system has the awesome capacity to 
visualise directional networks in a void between basic facts (absolutes) and frame-
intrinsic, relative relations  (Levinson 1996: 127). That is, one can shift one’s deictic 
point of view by imagining other’s points of view, or one can assume an orientation-free, 
intrinsic perspective (Levinson 2003:57). Common ground is culturally ingrained and 
therefore not necessarily explicit in discourse. However, discourse adopts what 
Fauconnier (1994) calls a ‘base space’ as an episteme from which meaning unfolds while 
blending with concepts from other spaces.22 
 Both Searle and Levinson investigate the principles of the relation between 
language, thought, culture and society by the assumption of “a single fundamental 

                                                        
22 Fauconnier (1994) and Fauconnier and Turner’s (2002) conceptual blending theory is not applied in 
this study because I focus on the saliency of layer of attention by way of which worldviews are relativised 
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principle underlying the creation of all institutional facts” (Searle 2010: 4) and by the 
“primacy of spatial cognition” (Levinson 2003). A comparison of Searle and Levinson’s 
theories is not a case of Searle vs. Levinson, but rather, a matter of finding 
complementarity in Levinson’s detailed empirical cognitive, linguistic and cultural 
evidence and Searle’s logical and pragmatic argument for a politics of language use. Both 
hold that the phenomenology of the real, physical world is a model for mental and 
communicative attempts to cooperate and manage the social world.  
 
c. Deictic Space Theory and discursive spaces 
Chilton visualises cognitive-linguistic manifestations of epistemic and axiological deictic 
frames. Levinson and Chilton’s theories have in common that they address the cognitive 
processes involved in the linguistic and pragmatic construction of worldviews and their 
epistemic quality. Searle (2010) and Duranti (2015) go a step further into their 
explanations for intentionality in verbal constructions and their role in “making the 
social world” work. I think that Chilton’s deictic space theory, like the linguistic-
pragmatic approaches of these scholars, can also be applied at the meso-level of 
discursive constructions of meaning. Discourse analysis requires a higher-level concept 
of deictic field that can support linguistic constructions to accommodate a more abstract 
level of cognitive coordination for worldview construction and its presumptive nature.  
 At the next level of text-worldview construction social memory is the presumed 
common knowledge that epistemically grounds its ontology. In his text-world theory, 
Werth (1999, following Fillmore 1982) holds that the episteme of social memory is 
embedded in spatial frames of reference for efficient retrieval and communication of 
non-factual phenomena. In Van Dijk’s (2012)  “epistemic communities” of like-minded 
people, common systematicity facilitates social memory, attention and consciousness of 
the environment, relative to a presumed episteme that is seated in the point of view. 
There is a similarity with the psychologist Karl Bühler’s notion of ‘origo’ (origin) as the 
basic deictic point of a coordinate system that exists within ‘extended attention fields’ 
(Bühler 1934 [2011]: 117 and Ch. 7; Clark 1996: 358).23 The ‘extended attention fields’ 
are relevant to the purpose of spatial discourse analysis and its layers of attention. The 
primary attention field includes the immediate peripersonal space, and then moves out 
to spaces beyond the familiar (Clark 1996). As mentioned above, this means that “if you 
know the highest layer of action, you can identify the deictic frame” (ibid. 358), and the 
location of its deictic centre. 
 The organising principle of Fillmore’s deixis theory is adjectival ‘deictic’ 
orientation that anchors meaning in the context of the participants’ here and now 
(Fillmore 1997 [1971]: 59). In that sense, ‘deictic’ refers to a common coordinate system 
held by the participants and an egocentric world-to-word direction-of-fit (Searle 2010, 
and see Chapter 4.2.1). This interpretation of deictic orientation acknowledges the 
discursive interaction between a primary attention field as the deictic centre to or from 
                                                        
23  I am indebted to Ellen Fricke for a talk on Peirce, Bühler, deixis and gesture (VU, Amsterdam, 2009). 
Andreas Musolff guided me further into Bühler’s Sprachtheorie and Zeigfelten, which contributed to ideas 
on epistemic quality, spatial frames of reference and discourse coherence (Amsterdam, April 2013). 
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which one can relativise what is perceived and a secondary attention field that is 
affectively more distal. So, because discourse consists of layers of related attention 
fields, Fillmore’s secondary attention field is an ‘other’ attention field that is 
instrumental in establishing the scope of the frame of reference and the location of its 
point of view.  

In Chilton’s Deictic Space Theory, the deictic point is “a three-dimensional 
cognitive version of Bühler’s ‘deictic field’” that represents a speaker’s point of view 
(Chilton 2014: 48). Figure 3.4 shows Chilton’s two-dimensional geometrical model for 
point of view in space (distance) and time. (The missing third dimension in the model is 
modality and will be discussed in in Chapter 4.3.2.) The dotted line in Figure 3.4 
indicates the subject’s base space. Recent-Past and Recent-Future and Proximal distance 
indicate the scope of the primary index field of the Subject (S) that represents an 
individual or a common deictic centre, or “social deixis” (Fillmore 1997[1971]: 27 and 
111-112). Note that the nodes on the axes are non-specific, which makes the model 
adaptable to variation in (levels of) attention frames and levels of certainty, as presented 
in a corpus. By analogy, the coordinate principle “… allows us to model some 
fundamental properties of language … [and] the kinds of conceptualisations that human 
languages prompt their speakers and hearers to use in communication” (Chilton 2014: 
43). 

 
 

 

Figure 3.4. Chilton's (2014: 34) basic 2-D spatial and temporal reality model. S is ‘Subject’; d is Distal space, t 
is Time Past, Present, Future. 
 
 
 It must be noted that, despite the analogy between spatial cognition and language and 
their apparent schematic similarity, cognitive-context maps and geographic maps are 
not of the same nature. The distinction is that abstract worldview maps have “a selective 
’itinerary’ that is specifically concerned with particular routes, a starting point and 
destination, and the form it takes is correspondingly unlike that of a map” (Toulmin 
1953: 121). In other words, social worlds are human designs are not ‘brute’, ‘basic’ or 
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the environment, relative to a presumed episteme that is seated in the point of view. 
There is a similarity with the psychologist Karl Bühler’s notion of ‘origo’ (origin) as the 
basic deictic point of a coordinate system that exists within ‘extended attention fields’ 
(Bühler 1934 [2011]: 117 and Ch. 7; Clark 1996: 358).23 The ‘extended attention fields’ 
are relevant to the purpose of spatial discourse analysis and its layers of attention. The 
primary attention field includes the immediate peripersonal space, and then moves out 
to spaces beyond the familiar (Clark 1996). As mentioned above, this means that “if you 
know the highest layer of action, you can identify the deictic frame” (ibid. 358), and the 
location of its deictic centre. 
 The organising principle of Fillmore’s deixis theory is adjectival ‘deictic’ 
orientation that anchors meaning in the context of the participants’ here and now 
(Fillmore 1997 [1971]: 59). In that sense, ‘deictic’ refers to a common coordinate system 
held by the participants and an egocentric world-to-word direction-of-fit (Searle 2010, 
and see Chapter 4.2.1). This interpretation of deictic orientation acknowledges the 
discursive interaction between a primary attention field as the deictic centre to or from 
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cognitive version of Bühler’s ‘deictic field’” that represents a speaker’s point of view 
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indicate the scope of the primary index field of the Subject (S) that represents an 
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‘true’, as the natural world (cf. Kaal 2015; Searle 2010). Nevertheless, language can be 
persuasive and people can believe in the intrinsic reality of the social world because: 
“Social reality has a formal structure, as simple and elegant as the structure of the 
language used to create it” (Searle 2010: 15). Epistemically, it is not simple at all, as the 
transformation requires a complex of deliberations to ‘know’ an abstract concept before 
‘knowing’ what we want and deciding to take action.  
 
 
3.5 Other worlds, dissonant worldviews, social critique and pragmatics 
 
In Section 2.2, I have sketched some of the basic principles of worldview construction, as 
well as the human ability to imagine dynamic ontologies and to share and negotiate 
them with others through communication. I also sketched out the social function of 
worldview construction that affords the creation of common ground as a basis for social 
interaction, such as establishing collective intentions for action and cooperation. This 
social function assumes a secular and realistic preference for seeking epistemic certainty 
in the natural world. However, humans can also believe in the reality of ‘other’, non-
secular worlds that we construct on analogous, but less ‘true’ spatial ground. This is 
important in the context of the data to be analysed because there is an essential 
difference between Dutch secular and Christian parties’ spatial and temporal 
worldviews, while environmental and humanistic parties have yet another type of 
worldview. 
 In general, humans have a meta-representational capacity that enables evaluation 
and critique. Discursive presentations of ‘other realities’ generate possible alternatives 
and provide a space to critique the existing order and in some case to transform it. In 
that sense, worldview construction is instrumental in the evolution of the species, 
because imagining alternatives makes people adaptable and creative. Worldviews 
constitute answers to many existential questions in many different ways, as 
demonstrated in Shakespeare’s plays that show how the human condition can be 
explored by “putting your discourse in a frame” (Guildenstern in Hamlet, Act 3.2, 289-
290). But if “all the world’s a stage, and all the men and women merely players” (As you 
Like It, Act 7.2), how can it be that we can have such very different understandings of 
reality and such very different motives for our social organisation? The answer lays in 
“the many parts” of the players and their “exits and entrances”, moving in and out of the 
attention space. Many of Shakespeare’s plays present players in other worlds where 
they experience disorientation, miscommunication and dissonance that result in war, 
marriage and/or death (e.g. The Tempest, Romeo and Juliet, As you Like it, King Lear, 
Hamlet, Henry II, etc.). The cognitive abilities of the dramatis personae in many of his 
plays are disturbed by their ‘other’ mental state (Hamlet, Lear, etc.), their social (Romeo, 
Shylock), and geographic environment (Prospero and his men): for them,  “Nothing is 
what it seems”. Shakespeare challenges the legitimacy of authority and human agency by 
ridiculing the discourses of their SF, their state of mind and irrational behaviour.  
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 These examples from Shakespeare’s other fictional worlds can be compared with 
Christian worldviews and their abstract outer-world order. Where secular discourse is 
mainly grounded in earthly time and space frames around the deictic space of the nation 
state, the discourse of some Christian political parties in The Netherlands is grounded in 
an outer-world space and time frame, e.g. references to “His Kingdom” (SGP EM2010), 
which is infinite and eternal. This extra layer has its own, Christian, episteme that gives a 
specific perspective on human ‘being’ and the purpose of life, as will be demonstrated in 
the analyses of Dutch parties in Chapters 6-8. On the progressive-conservative axis, 
Christian parties are mostly on the conservative side. However, there is a similarity 
between Christian and progressive, secular party goals. For example, “His Kingdom” has 
similarities with progressive environmental issues that share an ideal far into the future. 
A comparison of these worldview differences will be made in Chapter 8 on the basis of 
the analytic results of manifesto.  

The worldview definition of the Christian American Scientific Affiliation is interesting 
as it acknowledges social and cognitive aspects of subjectivity in a dynamic theory of 
‘worlds’:  
 

A worldview is a theory of the world, used for living in the world. A worldview is a mental 
model of reality – a framework of ideas and attitudes about the world, our selves, and life, a 
comprehensive system of beliefs – with answers for a wide range of [existential] questions. 
[…] A person’s worldview is affected by many factors – their inherited characteristics, 
background experiences and life situations, the values, attitudes and habits they develop, 
and more – and these vary from one person to another. Therefore, even though some parts 
of a worldview are shared by many people in a community, other parts differ for 
individuals. (American Scientific Affiliation, ‘What is a worldview?’, n.d.) 

 
This theory fits in with the Christian worldview: the ultimate human accountability to 
God and the Ten Commandments, but it would also fit around a worldly environmental 
ideology that extends beyond the human interest.  

By comparison, a humanistic theory proposed by the Flemish philosopher Leo 
Apostel (Aerts et al. 2007 [1994])24 defines worldview as a variable construct involving 
cognitive and socio-cultural aspects of symbolic representation, to “illuminate realty” in 
a cultural framework.  

 
[…] a world view is a system of co-ordinates or a frame of reference in which everything 
presented to us by our diverse experiences can be placed. It is a symbolic system of 
representation that allows us to integrate everything we know about the world and 
ourselves into a global picture, one that illuminates reality as it is presented to us within a 
certain culture.  (Aerts et al. 2007 [1994]: 9) 
 

                                                        
24 Leo Apostel founded the Integrating Worldviews research group at the ULB in Brussels and published, 
with Jan van der Veken: Worldviews: From fragmentation to integration 1991 (Aerts et al. 2007). He was 
concerned with aesthetic spirituality, communication and cognition. 
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secular worlds that we construct on analogous, but less ‘true’ spatial ground. This is 
important in the context of the data to be analysed because there is an essential 
difference between Dutch secular and Christian parties’ spatial and temporal 
worldviews, while environmental and humanistic parties have yet another type of 
worldview. 
 In general, humans have a meta-representational capacity that enables evaluation 
and critique. Discursive presentations of ‘other realities’ generate possible alternatives 
and provide a space to critique the existing order and in some case to transform it. In 
that sense, worldview construction is instrumental in the evolution of the species, 
because imagining alternatives makes people adaptable and creative. Worldviews 
constitute answers to many existential questions in many different ways, as 
demonstrated in Shakespeare’s plays that show how the human condition can be 
explored by “putting your discourse in a frame” (Guildenstern in Hamlet, Act 3.2, 289-
290). But if “all the world’s a stage, and all the men and women merely players” (As you 
Like It, Act 7.2), how can it be that we can have such very different understandings of 
reality and such very different motives for our social organisation? The answer lays in 
“the many parts” of the players and their “exits and entrances”, moving in and out of the 
attention space. Many of Shakespeare’s plays present players in other worlds where 
they experience disorientation, miscommunication and dissonance that result in war, 
marriage and/or death (e.g. The Tempest, Romeo and Juliet, As you Like it, King Lear, 
Hamlet, Henry II, etc.). The cognitive abilities of the dramatis personae in many of his 
plays are disturbed by their ‘other’ mental state (Hamlet, Lear, etc.), their social (Romeo, 
Shylock), and geographic environment (Prospero and his men): for them,  “Nothing is 
what it seems”. Shakespeare challenges the legitimacy of authority and human agency by 
ridiculing the discourses of their SF, their state of mind and irrational behaviour.  
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In this definition, worldview is a snapshot of the world at large that must logically be 
located in space and time to “illuminate reality as it is presented to us within a certain 
culture”. The theory offers a definition of worldview as a cultural construct of world 
knowledge, like a discourse world. The dynamic spatial, symbolic system proposed 
allows us (individuals and groups) to imagine a ‘global picture’ (Searle 2010: 178) that is 
compressed in a time and space frame of reference. Worldview construction can be seen 
as a generic mental activity (Levinson 2003) that functions to establish common sense 
and cooperation. The questions to be asked then are Apostel’s six basic worldview 
questions that address the epistemic and deontic premises of worldview and attitude: 

 
1. What is? Ontology (model of the present);  
2. Where does it all come from? Explanation (model of the past);  
3. Where are we going? Prediction (model of the future);  
4. What is good and what is evil? Axiology (theory of values);  
5. How should we act? Praxeology (theory of action);  
6. What is true and what is false? Epistemology (theory of the nature and scope of 

knowledge).  
 (Apostel, in Vidal 2008: 4) 
 

Moreover, if worldview is primarily based in subjective epistemes and deonticity, 
Apostel’s meta-question will also need to be answered:  
 

7. Where do we start in order to answer these questions? (ibid.) 
 
This last question is where discourse analysis comes into text analysis for party 
positions, as will be explicated in Chapter 6. Apostel’s theory gives a modern 
philosophical and cognitive definition of the worldview analysis as a research paradigm.  

Cognitive, socio-pragmatic and cognitive linguistic findings and the analogy 
between spatial perception and its (re)presentations support the spatial principle of 
discourse-world constructions, whether secular, imaginary or belief-based worlds. The 
rationale of this proposition relies on the principle of spatial analogy across four 
domains: 

 
a. The generic human mental capacity for spatial information processing; 
b. Implicit schemata that direct human reasoning towards sense-making and mutual 

understanding in thought and in language;  
c. Language and functional patterns of meaning construction that represent the 

cultural underpinnings of ontological evaluation and relativisation that are in 
principle spatial; 

d. The social function of language as a means to co-construct meaning and 
commitment, “in a sociocultural matrix” towards cooperation (Tomasello 2014: 1).  

 
The unifying principle of spatial cognition and variation in coordinate systems 

across cultures opens up the way to applying discourse analysis in critical investigations 
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of social problems. Spatial reasoning is open to including ‘other’ worlds and considering 
other points of view by moving the deictic centre. So the answer to Apostel’s question (7. 
Where do we begin?) is that discourse analysis needs to start from investigating 
discourse spaces. In each of the theoretical domains described above, worldview is 
presented as a set of spatial relations that make sense in the context of prior knowledge 
and experience of space and time. Apostel’s theory posits worldview as a symbolic 
representational system and its spatial analogy between absolute (basic) and relative 
(abstract) aspects of worldview. Worldview is a systemic product of framing and 
positioning operations.  
 Pragmatic aspects of the philosophical, anthropological, and linguistic theories of 
language use described here can be brought together in cognitive discourse studies. 
Thus, a discourse-space approach offers a research paradigm, rather than a theory, that 
aims to study “social phenomena which are necessarily complex and require a 
multidisciplinary and multi-methodological approach” (Wodak and Meyer 2009: 4), 
including text-analysis for worldview construction. As discussed in Chapter 2, the fairly 
recent ‘cognitive turn’ in Critical Discourse Studies (CDS) addresses some of the 
problems linguists and social scientists encounter in analysing and connecting what is 
actually said with how it makes sense and from which point of view. The analytic 
problem is that contextual implicature relies on an implicit, presumptive and unstable 
socio-cognitive ground.  

CDS includes a diachronic approach to finding linguistic aspects of semantic shifts 
in the content of a discourse and its construction. The Discourse Historical Approach 
(DHA, Reisigl and Wodak 2016) is useful in longitudinal and comparative studies, as it 
reveals relationships between language use and social change and vice versa. It offers a 
ways to record discourse and its conceptual and epistemic shifts as evidence for inter-
textual or conflicting social processes, for example of the emergence or divergence of 
dominant, hegemonic discourses. Diachronic analysis can reveal patterns of change that 
may also apply to future projections of what might happen logically, while directing 
action towards a desired ‘better world’, for example policies to avoid perceived threat 
with security policies (Baldwin 1987; Dunmire 2011). Although CDS has taken a 
predominantly linguistic-pragmatic approach, its roots in critical theory justify a meta-
linguistic approach to the origins of meaning that are packaged in a text’s construction 
and its intertextual relations. In an unstable social context, discourse analysis requires 
continuous adaptation to keep up with changing semantic roles of linguistic units. The 
changing relationship between point of view and scope of attention fields needs to be 
monitored along with the language that describes and shapes worldviews.  

If cognition and language facilitate discourse, and discourse facilitates the 
functioning of societies, it seems obvious that societies are as good as the discourse they 
adopt. The philosophical, cognitive, linguistic and pragmatic overview serves as a 
background for the following sections that will further discuss the spatial principle of 
discursive worldview construction and the relationship between space and time. 
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3.6 Space and Time in discursive worldview ontology 
 
As discussed in Chapter 2.3.1, spatial cognition has been integrated in narrative theory 
(Dancygier 2008; Emmott 2003; Herman 2003), deictic text-world theory (Gavins 2007; 
Werth 1999), linguistic discourse theories (Chilton 2014; Oakley and Hougaard 2008), 
as well as worldview theory (Aerts et al. 2007[1994]) and intentionality (Duranti 2015). 
The discourse-space approach incorporates all these levels, as well as cognitive 
linguistics, and can bring them together in layered analyses of worldview construction. 
However, identifying space references in texts is not enough to account for ontological 
social dynamics. There is a delicate relationship between space and time in ontological 
reasoning. To imagine and communicate dynamics, space needs time, whereas time 
needs space to conceptualise it both external real time and internal experienced time 
and temporality. Where external space is a sensory-motor perceptual object, the 
experience of external time is more of an intellectual, cultural achievement that is 
dissociated from sensory-motor experience (Evans 2013: 403).  Natural forms of time 
experience are aging, day and night, seasons, tides and other repetitive, cyclic and 
recurrent natural patterns. These are universal human experiences that are experienced 
culturally. Even though space and time are different in nature, time adds a dimension of 
temporality and transience to space with which we can conceptualise the speed or 
urgency of change and give it affect (attitude). For example, when “the refugee crisis” is 
considered to be moving uncontrollably fast towards the deictic centre, as in the 
tsunami metaphor, this can trigger motivation to act quickly and radically, for example 
by closing the borders to refugees. Although time and space trigger different neural 
regions in the brain, they do connect, and when they do coincide, time is presented as a 
space, or timespace that presumes intrinsic dynamics in a geography of temporality, for 
example, The Roman Empire is a timespace (Chilton 2010, 2014; Evans 2013; May and 
Thrift 2001; Teuscher et al. 2008).25 Timespaces are rhetorically powerful because they 
conflate the familiar, culturally ingrained experience of real space and time providing a 
complex sense of certainty. However, timespace is not unproblematic to identify as it is 
difficult to disentangle presumption  (a) space and time as they are often metaphorically 
entangled; (b) real time and space from abstract time and space; and (c) timespaces in 
which reference to one may imply reference to the other (Nuñez and Cooperrider 2013). 
For example, time refers to space (U.S.A. and beyond) in the ‘9/11’ concept or space 
refers to time in ‘Tahrir Square’ (Cairo). Section 4.3.1 gives a more detailed description 
of the relationship between time and space for worldview analysis.  
 
 
 
 
 
                                                        
25 See Chilton  (2014, Ch. 11) for an up to date overview of neurocognitive, discourse and cognitive 
linguistic literature. See Teuscher et al. (2008) for an experiment of congruity effects in time and space 
perception. 
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3.7 Spatial cognition in thought, language, and discourse 
 
Socio-psychological factors also have a role in spatial cognition when we ask how 
individual perception connects with collective intentions for action. Deconstruction of 
existing discourses is a known strategy to find variation in the construction of meaning 
from which motivations and legitimations of attitudes can be inferred (cf. Foucault’s 
[1972] “archaeology of knowledge” and “discursive formations”). However, to address 
the presumptive nature of discourse and its sub-conscious intentional affordances we 
need to identify a discourse’s coordinate system.  

Since Van Dijk and Kintsch’s ‘Strategies for discourse comprehension’ (1983) 
discourse analysis has sought to combine linguistic, socio-cognitive, text and discourse 
analytic methods. To explain and interpret descriptive research results, Van Dijk (2007: 
67) suggests: “we need to relate them to such socio-cognitive representations as 
attitudes, norms, values and ideologies.” He refers to a systematic approach to 
identifying epistemic and deontic assumptions and affective attitudes. Chilton (2010a, 
2014) has taken this further in DST and deictic discourse analysis. He argues that we can 
use dimensions of space, time, and epistemic-deontic modality to define attention spaces 
quasi-geometrically. He also argues that relative distance from a deictic centre is 
analogous or metaphorically derived from factual spatial distance. For example, one can 
be more or less ‘far from the present’ (factual), ‘far from the truth’ (epistemic), ‘far from 
what is permissible or required’ (normative). However, the cognitive turn in discourse 
studies also needs to consider the presumptive, directive nature of discursive 
constructions. 

Levinson (2003:7), following Newton, distinguishes two forms of spatial 
conceptualisation:  

 
a. Non-negotiable stative, absolute space (non-negotiable) 
b. Negotiable dynamic, relative space (negotiable) on “a movable dimension or 

measure of absolute spaces” (Newton, quoted in Jammer 1954: 97) 
 
Dynamic relativisation is deictic but not necessarily unidirectional. This flexibility is 
needed to express dynamic relations between the deictic centre and the elements in the 
frame of reference. In his theory of the structure of intentionality, Searle (2010: 28-29) 
distinguishes three directions of intentionality:  
 

Meaning is relative to the natural world (true, external fact-based meaning) 
Meaning is relative to the speaker (internal belief- and desire-based meaning) 
Meaning is Presupposed (null direction-of-fit; non-factual truth claim)  

 
The chosen direction leads to an intentional state-of-mind while speech acts provide 
illocutionary force (Searle 2010: 28). This will be discussed in more detail in section 4.2. 

The spatial organisation of worldview is contained in its physical, geographic 
location that presents an attention field. This location forms the stage (physical and 
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social conditions) for perceptions of the social world, such as the family, a town, a 
country; and institutional environments such as a school environment, democracy, or 
the financial crisis. The epistemic value of the spatial and temporal analogy a sense of 
certainty to abstract, social spaces lends that is needed to build intentions-for-action.  
 
 
3.8 In search of common ground for social action 
 
 “We are indeed so good at thinking spatially” (Levinson 2003: 16) that we can expand 
and reduce the boundaries of what Zinken (2010: 483) describes as a physical, cultural 
and personal “search space” for deliberation and stance taking. The plasticity of spatial 
cognition makes mental navigation a continuum of checking possibilities in and between 
the whole world and social worlds. But how? Searle proposes a logical explanation and 
claims that: “Our mental lives depend on basic facts” (2010: 4), which is supported by 
biological theory that humans are biologically adapted to living and cooperating within a 
cultural context (Tomasello 2009: 107). At the same time, our neural networks facilitate 
the conversion of basic spatial properties to socially-spatial properties (Levinson 2003). 
This capacity is perhaps no more than the natural result of the human biological, neural 
condition that facilitates the evolution of the species through cooperation and 
adaptability.  
 Discourse-space analysis relies on spatial analogy across levels of worldview 
construction. Nevertheless, from a critical perspective, the distinction between basic 
facts and social facts must not be dismissed, because the social world is not static and it 
is not external to human agency. In discourse-space theory (Chilton 2005), the analogy 
between real world ontology and worldview construction is anchored in the spatial 
nature of frames of reference. Furthermore, in the interaction between an individual and 
a group, or between groups, point of view and frame of reference can be negotiated to 
build common ground through language that is both the product and the source of 
human interaction (Spelke 2009: 164-166).  

In principle, spatial reasoning is based in cognitive processes that enable 
analogical patterns between perception, language and worldview. Spatial analogy 
between perception, information processing and presentations thereof lend an 
epistemic value to worldviews that is capable of directing intentions for action. To 
recapitulate:  
 
1. Systematic spatial constructions lend a sense of reality to worldview.  
2. Worldview’s scope and point of view are anchored in time and space frames of 

reference (coordinate systems) 
3. Coordinate systems behave analogous to real-world ontology.  
4. Variation in coordinate systems is culturally determined and results in variation in the 

default direction and temporality of worldview systems (Levinson 2003).  
5. Relevance and force dynamics are understood in terms of deictic temporal and spatial 

directions-of -fit that coordinate worldview ontology and attitude.  

Worldview and Social Practice 51 
 

The art of relativisation is seated in the mental ability to imagine a certain perspective 
that “forms the ground for epistemic certainty, based in the relative certainty of 
knowledge and experience of the behaviour and existence of time and space” (Croft and 
Cruse 2004: 46).  

In discourse studies today, the deictic affordances of time and space are 
considered basic to constructions of meaning (Chilton 2004, 2014; Filardo Llamas et al. 
2015). To get to the core of perspectivisation and worldview construction, discourse-
space analysis focuses on how overt content and linguistic constructions are 
coordinated in a grander perspective. It therefore needs to begin with delineating a 
discourse domain at a point in time at which there is a conflict, dissonance or 
contestation. This is necessary to find variation in spatial coordinate systems between 
and within communities (nations, parties), such as in the multi-party democracy of The 
Netherlands. It is to be expected that parties will entertain different worldviews of the 
same nation state from which their intentions for a better world and actions to satisfy 
those intentions unfold. The spatial dimensions of their worldviews are telling of their 
political motivation. The next chapter will discuss how discursive space analysis can be 
operationalized in political text analysis so as to identify variation, consistencies, 
dissonance and polarities in party ideologies.  
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Chapter 4 
 

Worldviews in politically-motivated text worlds 
Discourse-space analysis 

 
 
 
 
4.1 Worldview theory and discourse-world analysis 
 
Chapters 2 and 3 have argued for the necessity of a transdisciplinary approach to the 
concept of worldview and its epistemic ground. Worldview functions to make sense of 
change processes, for example when social processes are reified in compressed 
timespaces, e.g. ‘the’ industrial revolution, and ‘the’ financial crisis. However, such 
‘revolutions’ and ‘crises’ do not just happen. They evolve in a continuum of social change 
that settles in at some point when it is perceived as social reality in a space and time 
frame. Understandings of the phenomenology of change are directed by a common 
episteme and epistemic shifts. A telling example is the epistemic shift in the nature and 
experience of time that has been evolving since the industrial revolution. In the 
industrial revolution it accelerated the pace of productivity that reflected on social life 
itself (May and Thrift 2001: 7): its discourse and its practise. The continuum of 
epistemic shifts needs a diachronic approach to capture change in the analogical 
relationship between natural and social phenomena and between social phenomena. To 
discover the nature of future projections, i.e. to what degree they are grounded in 
natural or abstract spatial ground, we need to know how abstract space is constructed 
and how that construct may trigger intentions for action. As mentioned in section 3.5, 
the Discourse Historical Approach (DHA, Reisigl and Wodak 2016) offers a framework to 
account for social transformations by studying the interaction between worldview 
construction and the emergence of social realities.  

The creation of ontological cohesion through discursive framing is essentially 
political, because any social action requires a collective “intentional state” (Searle 2010: 
2730) that is reflected in the “intentionality” of a discourse (Duranti 2015). However, 
the schematic spatial structure remains undetermined; it merely directs intentions in a 
certain direction. Therefore, I apply Apostel’s worldview theory (section 3.5) and 
propose a type of discourse analysis that seeks to find answers to his meta question: 
where do we begin? The answer lies in the source from which a rationale for intention-
for-action develops. Worldview construction begins with human perception and human 
cognition that afford organising models for coherent worldviews analogically (Aerts et 
al. 2007 [1994]: 9]). Answers must be sought as to how social realities are spatially 
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constructed and if/how this operation is culturally conditioned and supported. Logically, 
variation in discursive constructions should reveal variation in attitudes that would 
justify actions, as is typical of political discourse. As discussed in section 3.1, the aim 
here is to develop a method to find the spatial ground of politically-motivated 
worldviews by identifying coordinate systems and their scope of attention (frames of 
reference), vantage point (point of view), force, and directions-of-fit. Such spatial 
schemas should provide evidence for political interpretations and account for types of 
social action that can feasibly unfold from the schemas, such as restrictive or facilitating 
actions. 

The term ‘coordinate systems’ in this thesis refers to cultural conventionalisation 
and their adaptability to change. Consequently, models for spatial discourse analysis 
need to be tailored to the function that texts have in a particular context (Chapter 5 
accounts for the data selection for Dutch political text analysis). The abductive approach 
taken aims to find relevant markers of frames-of-reference in the selected texts and was 
inspired by Chilton’s Deictic Space Theory (Chilton 2010a, 2014; cf. Figure 3.3 and 
Figure 4.2 below). Although Chilton focuses on linguistic forms of spatial construction I 
focus on discursive spatial constructions to find variation in how political worldviews 
are grounded, as a kind of discourse-historical comparative approach to party 
rationales. I focus on discourse, keeping in mind that linguistic and discourse 
approaches complement each other in uniting “functionally oriented research on 
evaluation […] with cognitive linguistic research on the presentation of space and time” 
(Hart 2014: 192).  

Space, Time and Modality coordinates offer a convenient way to visualise frames-
of-reference (attention fields) and their modal relations vis-à-vis a deictic centre 
(relatum). These relations involve construal operations “of interaction between 
elements that move between its [the reference frame’s] centre and its boundaries” (Croft 
and Cruse 2004: 46). By analogy with spatial-cognitive patterns, the temporal and 
spatial systematicity of human information processing applies to the construal of text- 
and discourse worlds. Furthermore, there is the potential of linking cognitive-linguistic 
analysis with process-oriented social and political analysis because the spatial principle 
connects abstract levels to build intentionality. Theoretically, the spatial-cognitive 
model functions as a cohesive “ligament” (à la Vico) to form a coherent picture of 
ontological, complex situations and processes (Levinson 2003: 24). By focussing on the 
epistemic value of spatial analogy between thought, language, discourse and the social 
world, discourse-space analysis may contribute to a deeper awareness of how and why 
people can have such very different views of the same world, and such very different 
arguments for identifying and solving social problems. This chapter discusses 
affordances of text- and discourse-world builders, specifically Space, Time, and Attitude 
and their relation to political intentionality. 
 
 
 
 

Worldview as Social Practice 55 
 

4.2 Text- and discourse-world builders 
 
 
4.2.1 Text worlds, discourse worlds and intentionality 
 
Although discourses and texts have much in common structurally, such as narrative 
direction and causality, there is a difference in their function in discursive world-
building (cf. Chapter 2). Texts are characterised by their “texture”, i.e. by implicit form-
and-function features that are socially conditioned (Renkema 2009). A text can be 
identified as a discrete genre by its formal structure, such as a tweet on Twitter, a 
contract or an election manifesto (cf., Hart 2008; Wodak and Meyer 2009: 6). Textural 
features include genre-specific linguistic, narrative and stylistic aspects of meaning 
construction in the context of their broader discourse domain. A text is a discrete object 
of analysis because it is only a text when it is “a complete language event from perceived 
start to finish” (Werth 1999: 1). 

Discourse is different in that it is a non-discrete social phenomenon that “…is 
socially constitutive as well as socially conditioned. […]” (Fairclough and Wodak 1997: 
258). It can consist of many genres and other forms of communication that vary in the 
context of their social practice. A discourse domain is itself a social practice that 
represents the continuum of social dynamics in its frame of reference and interaction 
with other discourse domains. The variety of texts types used in a discourse domain can 
accommodate different but ‘like’ communities of practice, for example political 
discourse and its party-specific worldview signature is made attractive to be broadcast 
on different platforms to reach the public at large. A party’s worldview is potentially 
more effective (persuasive) when its family of text types maintains the same worldview 
construction. To deal with discourse dynamics, political text and discourse analysis 
needs an abductive approach to find patterns of unity and diversity in the coordinate 
systems of parties’ discourses.  

It is essential to make a distinction between text and discourse-coherence 
markers because they are interrelated but not equally explicit. Like Werth (1999:17), I 
take a layered approach in that: “Semantics and pragmatics operates [sic] within a set of 
stacked cognitive spaces, termed ‘mental worlds’”. I consider a text to be “… a complete 
language event” (ibid., p. 1) that builds on and constructs a worldview that aligns with 
the broader context of its discourse domain. For example, a poem can be read for 
pleasure and for educational purposes and this difference in context and intention will 
lead to different interpretations. For both text- and discourse worlds to be 
communicatively effective, they must presuppose common ground: “the existence of a 
conceptual domain of understanding jointly constructed by the producer and the 
recipient(s)” (ibid., p. 17), because “A text world is a deictic space defined initially by the 
discourse itself, and specifically by the deictic and referential elements in it” (ibid., p. 
20). However, Werth does not address the dynamic aspect of discourse that defines its 
directive affordances.  
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constructed and if/how this operation is culturally conditioned and supported. Logically, 
variation in discursive constructions should reveal variation in attitudes that would 
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worldviews by identifying coordinate systems and their scope of attention (frames of 
reference), vantage point (point of view), force, and directions-of-fit. Such spatial 
schemas should provide evidence for political interpretations and account for types of 
social action that can feasibly unfold from the schemas, such as restrictive or facilitating 
actions. 

The term ‘coordinate systems’ in this thesis refers to cultural conventionalisation 
and their adaptability to change. Consequently, models for spatial discourse analysis 
need to be tailored to the function that texts have in a particular context (Chapter 5 
accounts for the data selection for Dutch political text analysis). The abductive approach 
taken aims to find relevant markers of frames-of-reference in the selected texts and was 
inspired by Chilton’s Deictic Space Theory (Chilton 2010a, 2014; cf. Figure 3.3 and 
Figure 4.2 below). Although Chilton focuses on linguistic forms of spatial construction I 
focus on discursive spatial constructions to find variation in how political worldviews 
are grounded, as a kind of discourse-historical comparative approach to party 
rationales. I focus on discourse, keeping in mind that linguistic and discourse 
approaches complement each other in uniting “functionally oriented research on 
evaluation […] with cognitive linguistic research on the presentation of space and time” 
(Hart 2014: 192).  

Space, Time and Modality coordinates offer a convenient way to visualise frames-
of-reference (attention fields) and their modal relations vis-à-vis a deictic centre 
(relatum). These relations involve construal operations “of interaction between 
elements that move between its [the reference frame’s] centre and its boundaries” (Croft 
and Cruse 2004: 46). By analogy with spatial-cognitive patterns, the temporal and 
spatial systematicity of human information processing applies to the construal of text- 
and discourse worlds. Furthermore, there is the potential of linking cognitive-linguistic 
analysis with process-oriented social and political analysis because the spatial principle 
connects abstract levels to build intentionality. Theoretically, the spatial-cognitive 
model functions as a cohesive “ligament” (à la Vico) to form a coherent picture of 
ontological, complex situations and processes (Levinson 2003: 24). By focussing on the 
epistemic value of spatial analogy between thought, language, discourse and the social 
world, discourse-space analysis may contribute to a deeper awareness of how and why 
people can have such very different views of the same world, and such very different 
arguments for identifying and solving social problems. This chapter discusses 
affordances of text- and discourse-world builders, specifically Space, Time, and Attitude 
and their relation to political intentionality. 
 
 
 
 

Worldview as Social Practice 55 
 

4.2 Text- and discourse-world builders 
 
 
4.2.1 Text worlds, discourse worlds and intentionality 
 
Although discourses and texts have much in common structurally, such as narrative 
direction and causality, there is a difference in their function in discursive world-
building (cf. Chapter 2). Texts are characterised by their “texture”, i.e. by implicit form-
and-function features that are socially conditioned (Renkema 2009). A text can be 
identified as a discrete genre by its formal structure, such as a tweet on Twitter, a 
contract or an election manifesto (cf., Hart 2008; Wodak and Meyer 2009: 6). Textural 
features include genre-specific linguistic, narrative and stylistic aspects of meaning 
construction in the context of their broader discourse domain. A text is a discrete object 
of analysis because it is only a text when it is “a complete language event from perceived 
start to finish” (Werth 1999: 1). 

Discourse is different in that it is a non-discrete social phenomenon that “…is 
socially constitutive as well as socially conditioned. […]” (Fairclough and Wodak 1997: 
258). It can consist of many genres and other forms of communication that vary in the 
context of their social practice. A discourse domain is itself a social practice that 
represents the continuum of social dynamics in its frame of reference and interaction 
with other discourse domains. The variety of texts types used in a discourse domain can 
accommodate different but ‘like’ communities of practice, for example political 
discourse and its party-specific worldview signature is made attractive to be broadcast 
on different platforms to reach the public at large. A party’s worldview is potentially 
more effective (persuasive) when its family of text types maintains the same worldview 
construction. To deal with discourse dynamics, political text and discourse analysis 
needs an abductive approach to find patterns of unity and diversity in the coordinate 
systems of parties’ discourses.  

It is essential to make a distinction between text and discourse-coherence 
markers because they are interrelated but not equally explicit. Like Werth (1999:17), I 
take a layered approach in that: “Semantics and pragmatics operates [sic] within a set of 
stacked cognitive spaces, termed ‘mental worlds’”. I consider a text to be “… a complete 
language event” (ibid., p. 1) that builds on and constructs a worldview that aligns with 
the broader context of its discourse domain. For example, a poem can be read for 
pleasure and for educational purposes and this difference in context and intention will 
lead to different interpretations. For both text- and discourse worlds to be 
communicatively effective, they must presuppose common ground: “the existence of a 
conceptual domain of understanding jointly constructed by the producer and the 
recipient(s)” (ibid., p. 17), because “A text world is a deictic space defined initially by the 
discourse itself, and specifically by the deictic and referential elements in it” (ibid., p. 
20). However, Werth does not address the dynamic aspect of discourse that defines its 
directive affordances.  
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Petöfi and Sozer’s (1985) Text-Structure Relatum-Structure Theory proposes a 
dynamic text-as-world structure. It is similar to Werth’s Text-World Theory (1999), but 
Petöfi and Sozer avoid the term world as an object because their focus is on deictic 
aspects of the relatum in texts. They include the possibility of shifting deictic position 
and thus connect text-world theory with the dynamics of change in discursive meaning 
construction. Their approach takes into account that the deictic position of a discourse 
that directs intentionality can shift. Together with Petöfi and Sozer’s dynamic approach, 
Werth’s Text-World Theory (1999) provides an integral cognitive approach to discourse 
analysis with a focus on interactive conceptual constructions that are based in common 
ground (cf. Clark 1996). The resulting ternary construction of worldview ontology 
consists of frame-of-reference, point of view and the dynamics of the direction-of-fit 
between them (Searle 2010 and section 4.2.2 b, below).  From an interpretive point of 
view, one would expect to be able to abduct both the point of view from the scope and 
the scope from the point of view, in the assumption that they seek coherence, one way or 
the other. The dynamic approach to cultural spatial grounding of a discourse is an 
important aspect of interpreting its texts (Hidalgo-Downing 2003: 203). Discourse 
analysis therefore needs to search for the specifics of coordinate systems that frame and 
direct the parts that make a worldview whole. For political-text analysis, the socio-
cognitive episteme of spatial construction allows for interpretations of direction and 
causality between a relatum (political party) and identified objects (political issues) in 
the confines of layered attention fields that form a worldview logic with a politically 
motivated intentionality. 
 The principle of spatial analogy is important to discourse analysis because it 
needs to address both formal (linguistic, textual) conventions of meaning construction 
as well as the schemas that direct meaning and affect prior to intentions-for-action. As 
Zelig Harris (1952:1) appropriately noted, the study of language requires “correlating 
culture and language (i.e., in non-linguistic and linguistic behaviour)”. Searle (2010) and 
Duranti (2015) add a pragmatic dimension of Intentionality. As discussed in Chapter 3, 
linguistically constructed cultural schemas “reflect the power of language in making a 
communicational community of like thought” (Levinson 2003: 15-16), or as Van Dijk 
would say, “epistemic communities” (1998: 6). This implies that texts in the same 
discourse domain can take different points of view that are held together at a higher 
level of abstraction. For example, a society’s social contract can be laid down in the law 
or it can be a traditional gentleman’s agreement, or both, in which case the two types of 
agreement will re-enforce the social factuality and practice of the contract.  

These theories of primary and integral spatial coherence support a discourse-
space approach to political-text analysis. As mentioned above, political intentions-for-
action are embedded in parties’ worldview ontology.  They require a common ground to 
achieve epistemic and deontic alignment between the members of a party as well as to 
attract public engagement and volition to vote. It is debatable whether knowledge and 
experience of the physical world presides over affect. However, it can be argued that 
common knowledge is spatially grounded and provides a primary sense of certainty due 
to its direct analogy with neural sensory-motor processes. Nevertheless, collective 
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intention-for-action needs a balance between common knowledge, social values and 
affect because “Beliefs and desires [that] are representations of their conditions of 
satisfaction with a direction of fit” (Searle 2010: 29). The need for balance as a condition 
of satisfaction suggests an interdependency, similar to the ternary structure of the 
coordinate system. In that way, deontic expressions can presuppose epistemic common 
ground (Chilton 2010a, 2011) and presume an epistemic-deontic balance that is needed 
for action. The ‘9/11’ example mentioned in Chapter 2 presupposes a place referent New 
York City (and the Western world). Apart from balance, intention for action also 
requires a shared sense of force-dynamics (Croft and Cruse 2004: 46) to gauge the 
urgency and necessity of taking action. Intentional force dynamics of urgency and 
severity of possible actions to be taken are regulated by spatial and temporal relevance 
(proximity and distance) of object to relatum and relatum to object that affect (e.g. 
“immigration is a tsunami” suggests that it must be dealt with before it is too late). 

As discussed, worldview ontology consists of various levels of cohesion and 
epistemic and deontic grounding.  Three basic levels of text-world cohesion are: 

 
a. Micro: linguistic and stylistic features of texts  
b. Meso: schematic discourse-space construction (coordinate system)  
c. Macro: the social context in which discourses function  

 
At all three levels, the spatial coordinate system directs meaning in verbal 
communication about the macro context in which it functions. Because the coordinate 
system has no intrinsic meaning of itself, its spatial nature provides an objective, 
evaluative and communicative systematicity that can connect thought, language and 
(intentions for) action to any social context. 
 Searle and Vanderveken’s  (1985; and Searle 2010) theory of illocutionary logic 
and “directions of fit” is interesting for the study of coordinate systems in discourse 
because it addresses the presumptive nature of forms of expression. Searle’s theory 
refers to the analogous construction of real and social facts that “always [have] the same 
underlying logical structure as the performance utterance” (Searle 2010: 69). This raises 
questions about the illocutionary and perlocutionary affordances of directions of fit: 
How do real spatial maps relate to abstract text worlds, discourse worlds and social 
worlds and how does that bring about intentions for action? And how close should an 
abstract world stick to natural-world principles to optimise its illocutionary effect (Kaal 
2015)? These questions connect discourse with social context and they will be 
addressed in the particular context of Dutch election manifesto analysis for party 
positioning in the following chapters. In general, Searle’s approach helps to clarify the 
analogy between real world and social world constructions and the relationship 
between language use and intention building.  Speech-act theory (Searle 1969, and 
Austin 1962 [1955]) provides another dimension to discourse analysis that addresses 
intentional conscious as well as pre-intentional, subconscious levels of communication. 
It identifies patterns of language use that relate to commitment, intentionality and 
volition by way of illocutionary acts.  

A discourse-space approach to political text analysis56



56 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 

Petöfi and Sozer’s (1985) Text-Structure Relatum-Structure Theory proposes a 
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view, one would expect to be able to abduct both the point of view from the scope and 
the scope from the point of view, in the assumption that they seek coherence, one way or 
the other. The dynamic approach to cultural spatial grounding of a discourse is an 
important aspect of interpreting its texts (Hidalgo-Downing 2003: 203). Discourse 
analysis therefore needs to search for the specifics of coordinate systems that frame and 
direct the parts that make a worldview whole. For political-text analysis, the socio-
cognitive episteme of spatial construction allows for interpretations of direction and 
causality between a relatum (political party) and identified objects (political issues) in 
the confines of layered attention fields that form a worldview logic with a politically 
motivated intentionality. 
 The principle of spatial analogy is important to discourse analysis because it 
needs to address both formal (linguistic, textual) conventions of meaning construction 
as well as the schemas that direct meaning and affect prior to intentions-for-action. As 
Zelig Harris (1952:1) appropriately noted, the study of language requires “correlating 
culture and language (i.e., in non-linguistic and linguistic behaviour)”. Searle (2010) and 
Duranti (2015) add a pragmatic dimension of Intentionality. As discussed in Chapter 3, 
linguistically constructed cultural schemas “reflect the power of language in making a 
communicational community of like thought” (Levinson 2003: 15-16), or as Van Dijk 
would say, “epistemic communities” (1998: 6). This implies that texts in the same 
discourse domain can take different points of view that are held together at a higher 
level of abstraction. For example, a society’s social contract can be laid down in the law 
or it can be a traditional gentleman’s agreement, or both, in which case the two types of 
agreement will re-enforce the social factuality and practice of the contract.  

These theories of primary and integral spatial coherence support a discourse-
space approach to political-text analysis. As mentioned above, political intentions-for-
action are embedded in parties’ worldview ontology.  They require a common ground to 
achieve epistemic and deontic alignment between the members of a party as well as to 
attract public engagement and volition to vote. It is debatable whether knowledge and 
experience of the physical world presides over affect. However, it can be argued that 
common knowledge is spatially grounded and provides a primary sense of certainty due 
to its direct analogy with neural sensory-motor processes. Nevertheless, collective 
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intention-for-action needs a balance between common knowledge, social values and 
affect because “Beliefs and desires [that] are representations of their conditions of 
satisfaction with a direction of fit” (Searle 2010: 29). The need for balance as a condition 
of satisfaction suggests an interdependency, similar to the ternary structure of the 
coordinate system. In that way, deontic expressions can presuppose epistemic common 
ground (Chilton 2010a, 2011) and presume an epistemic-deontic balance that is needed 
for action. The ‘9/11’ example mentioned in Chapter 2 presupposes a place referent New 
York City (and the Western world). Apart from balance, intention for action also 
requires a shared sense of force-dynamics (Croft and Cruse 2004: 46) to gauge the 
urgency and necessity of taking action. Intentional force dynamics of urgency and 
severity of possible actions to be taken are regulated by spatial and temporal relevance 
(proximity and distance) of object to relatum and relatum to object that affect (e.g. 
“immigration is a tsunami” suggests that it must be dealt with before it is too late). 

As discussed, worldview ontology consists of various levels of cohesion and 
epistemic and deontic grounding.  Three basic levels of text-world cohesion are: 

 
a. Micro: linguistic and stylistic features of texts  
b. Meso: schematic discourse-space construction (coordinate system)  
c. Macro: the social context in which discourses function  

 
At all three levels, the spatial coordinate system directs meaning in verbal 
communication about the macro context in which it functions. Because the coordinate 
system has no intrinsic meaning of itself, its spatial nature provides an objective, 
evaluative and communicative systematicity that can connect thought, language and 
(intentions for) action to any social context. 
 Searle and Vanderveken’s  (1985; and Searle 2010) theory of illocutionary logic 
and “directions of fit” is interesting for the study of coordinate systems in discourse 
because it addresses the presumptive nature of forms of expression. Searle’s theory 
refers to the analogous construction of real and social facts that “always [have] the same 
underlying logical structure as the performance utterance” (Searle 2010: 69). This raises 
questions about the illocutionary and perlocutionary affordances of directions of fit: 
How do real spatial maps relate to abstract text worlds, discourse worlds and social 
worlds and how does that bring about intentions for action? And how close should an 
abstract world stick to natural-world principles to optimise its illocutionary effect (Kaal 
2015)? These questions connect discourse with social context and they will be 
addressed in the particular context of Dutch election manifesto analysis for party 
positioning in the following chapters. In general, Searle’s approach helps to clarify the 
analogy between real world and social world constructions and the relationship 
between language use and intention building.  Speech-act theory (Searle 1969, and 
Austin 1962 [1955]) provides another dimension to discourse analysis that addresses 
intentional conscious as well as pre-intentional, subconscious levels of communication. 
It identifies patterns of language use that relate to commitment, intentionality and 
volition by way of illocutionary acts.  
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Making a distinction between levels of abstraction in language use and the 
functions of speech acts, texts and discourses allows us to link more discrete linguistic 
and textual markers to intentional affordances packaged in discourse worlds. The 
pragmatic aspects of spatial features of text and discourse structure discussed here have 
informed the corpus selection of Dutch party manifestos and their politically-motivated 
worldviews (Chapter 5). 
 
 
4.2.2 Socio-cognitive affordances of text and discourse cohesion 
 
From an illocutionary point of view, spatial construction is fundamental to establishing 
like-minded communities of practice, particularly in politics. By the same cognitive 
principle, time and space frames provide a conceptual systematicity to worldview 
presentation across cultures as long as there is some form of recognition. As discussed 
in Chapter 2, discourse coherence relies on the human predisposition to order 
perception in familiar patterns to get a meaningful, picture even when the picture is 
incomplete. We tend to connect the dots, as shown in the elephant example (Figure 2.1). 
But incomplete information is by definition ambiguous because its meaningfulness 
relies on the dominant coordinate system. If a given text has a completely unknown 
system, or no system at all (as in Modernism), it may not make sense, though humans 
will try to find patterns to force coherence (and to experience the satisfaction of making 
sense). Some complementary spatial patterns can be distinguished in text- and 
discourse-world construction to form an analytic model for worldview analysis: 
1. Cultural coordinate systems 
2. Directions-of-fit 
3. Narrative structure 
4. Discourse Stylistics and Discursive Conceptualisation 
5. Framing and fit 
6. Coordinate systems and directions of fit 

 
4.2.2.1. Cultural coordinate systems 
 At all levels, the properties of spatial coordinate systems are conditional to mental 
capacity and volition, cultural conventions and physical contextual constraints. 
Coordinate systems afford locating a relatum and delineating attention frames (Levinson 
2003: 26). Gärdenfors (2014: 24-25) makes the distinction between dynamic 
“properties” of cognitive domains, such as space (a frame in which things happen), and 
stative conceptual space (a fixed point). There is an essential aspectual distinction 
between stative object and action categories and dynamic event categories that 
separates the anchors of coordinate systems (point of view and frame) from their 
directions and force dynamics. It is important to be aware that there are various 
possible force directions, but they can be complementary in nature. They add evaluative 
modality to time and space referents, whether stative or dynamic. For example, one can 
agree that there is a financial crisis (state of affairs) and that it is undesirable (attitude). 
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Consequently, its intentionality can direct a community towards the desirability of 
performing policies that will curb ‘the crisis’, or it can be decided to accept ‘the crisis’ as 
a fact. The presentation of processes as objects can have strong rhetorical effects, e.g. by 
masking agency and accountability responsibility can be avoided.  (See also (b) 
directions-of-fit and (e) framing.)  
 
4.2.2.2. Directions-of-fit  
Where worldview ontology is grounded in space and time location, directions-of-fit 
function to regulate distance and proximity on modal deictic axes. Epistemic and deontic 
modality expresses the force-direction of attitude on a scale of certainty and necessity 
(Chilton 2005: 89; Werth 1999). In STA, Attitude also includes the force of non-
normative, affect (desire, urgency, etc.) that is needed to build intentions for action. The 
temporal force and spatial direction of attitude are directed by epistemic and deontic 
modifiers. This may be contended because epistemic, deontic and affective modalities 
are not the same but they serve the same purpose and re-enforce each another in 
regulating degrees of intentionality  

Such prior-intentional evaluative processing is afforded by force and directions-of-
fit. It allows navigation around objects from different points of view and zooming in and 
out, before taking stance. In Searle’s view, directions-of-fit involve figure-ground 
relations in opposite directions starting from a presumed common deictic null-point (cf. 
Searle 2010: 28):  

 
1. Word-to-world direction of fit : intrinsically true, accurate; to be in a state of affairs 
in which the world gives meaning, as in example (1): 

 
(1) 1. The Netherlands – a World Country. Globalisation connects us all (1. Nederland Wereldland. 
Globalisering verbindt ons allen). (GL 2006 manifesto, Title of the first paragraph, p. 4) 
 

2. World-to-word direction of fit :  subjective desires and intentions; to bring about a 
state of affairs in which the world is given meaning, as in example (2): 

 
(2) Prepared for the Future. Doing nothing is not an option … the next government must show 
leadership… Our economy needs to start running again” (Klaar voor de toekomst. Niets doen is geen 
optie… Een volgende regering moet leiderschap tonen … Onze economie moet weer gaan draaien.) (GL 
EM2010, p.5) 
 

The opposite direction-of-fit in these examples of the same party in two election years 
reveals a shift in the deictic centre of their space and time frames of reference. The 
epistemic and normative relationships between points of view shifts from the global and 
present state of ‘the World and everybody in it’ in (1) to the local present-future 
direction of ‘our present with a view to the future’ in (2). The difference primes very 
different intentions-for-action in the following pages of the manifesto (cf. section 3.1.3).  

Directions-of-fit are based upon the relationship between the familiarity/certainty 
of social cognition from which intentionality towards the non-factual future emerges: 
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2. Directions-of-fit 
3. Narrative structure 
4. Discourse Stylistics and Discursive Conceptualisation 
5. Framing and fit 
6. Coordinate systems and directions of fit 

 
4.2.2.1. Cultural coordinate systems 
 At all levels, the properties of spatial coordinate systems are conditional to mental 
capacity and volition, cultural conventions and physical contextual constraints. 
Coordinate systems afford locating a relatum and delineating attention frames (Levinson 
2003: 26). Gärdenfors (2014: 24-25) makes the distinction between dynamic 
“properties” of cognitive domains, such as space (a frame in which things happen), and 
stative conceptual space (a fixed point). There is an essential aspectual distinction 
between stative object and action categories and dynamic event categories that 
separates the anchors of coordinate systems (point of view and frame) from their 
directions and force dynamics. It is important to be aware that there are various 
possible force directions, but they can be complementary in nature. They add evaluative 
modality to time and space referents, whether stative or dynamic. For example, one can 
agree that there is a financial crisis (state of affairs) and that it is undesirable (attitude). 
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Consequently, its intentionality can direct a community towards the desirability of 
performing policies that will curb ‘the crisis’, or it can be decided to accept ‘the crisis’ as 
a fact. The presentation of processes as objects can have strong rhetorical effects, e.g. by 
masking agency and accountability responsibility can be avoided.  (See also (b) 
directions-of-fit and (e) framing.)  
 
4.2.2.2. Directions-of-fit  
Where worldview ontology is grounded in space and time location, directions-of-fit 
function to regulate distance and proximity on modal deictic axes. Epistemic and deontic 
modality expresses the force-direction of attitude on a scale of certainty and necessity 
(Chilton 2005: 89; Werth 1999). In STA, Attitude also includes the force of non-
normative, affect (desire, urgency, etc.) that is needed to build intentions for action. The 
temporal force and spatial direction of attitude are directed by epistemic and deontic 
modifiers. This may be contended because epistemic, deontic and affective modalities 
are not the same but they serve the same purpose and re-enforce each another in 
regulating degrees of intentionality  

Such prior-intentional evaluative processing is afforded by force and directions-of-
fit. It allows navigation around objects from different points of view and zooming in and 
out, before taking stance. In Searle’s view, directions-of-fit involve figure-ground 
relations in opposite directions starting from a presumed common deictic null-point (cf. 
Searle 2010: 28):  

 
1. Word-to-world direction of fit : intrinsically true, accurate; to be in a state of affairs 
in which the world gives meaning, as in example (1): 

 
(1) 1. The Netherlands – a World Country. Globalisation connects us all (1. Nederland Wereldland. 
Globalisering verbindt ons allen). (GL 2006 manifesto, Title of the first paragraph, p. 4) 
 

2. World-to-word direction of fit :  subjective desires and intentions; to bring about a 
state of affairs in which the world is given meaning, as in example (2): 

 
(2) Prepared for the Future. Doing nothing is not an option … the next government must show 
leadership… Our economy needs to start running again” (Klaar voor de toekomst. Niets doen is geen 
optie… Een volgende regering moet leiderschap tonen … Onze economie moet weer gaan draaien.) (GL 
EM2010, p.5) 
 

The opposite direction-of-fit in these examples of the same party in two election years 
reveals a shift in the deictic centre of their space and time frames of reference. The 
epistemic and normative relationships between points of view shifts from the global and 
present state of ‘the World and everybody in it’ in (1) to the local present-future 
direction of ‘our present with a view to the future’ in (2). The difference primes very 
different intentions-for-action in the following pages of the manifesto (cf. section 3.1.3).  

Directions-of-fit are based upon the relationship between the familiarity/certainty 
of social cognition from which intentionality towards the non-factual future emerges: 
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Social cognition: collective beliefs and perceptions (worldview)  
 common knowledge: past-present, here based/proximate, and 

Intentionality: Desires that emerge from social cognition 
 uncertain knowledge/presumption: future oriented/distal 

 
Cognitively, directions-of-fit are deictic and vary accoring to the vantage point (relatum): 
inward, towards a point of view (world to mind ); or outward from a point of view 
(mind to world ). The relatum can be a set of ontological assumptions about one’s 
social world or a set of assumptions about the natural world.  The choice of direction has 
impact on intentionality and its force. Searle distinguishes two interacting directions-of-
fit and null-direction:  

 
a. The relatum is the factual world in which the vantage point fits.  
b. The relatum is the non-factual vantage point around which the world is fitted.  
c. Null-direction is factual or non-factual presupposition.   

It is not a simple task to identify the dominant direction-of-fit in a text because it is often 
not explicit but implied by the nature of the relatum (world or word). For example, the 
PVV’s claim that “Holland is full” (PVV-EM2010) has 0 direction, as if it were a basic fact.  
However, the context suggests a different point of view, namely, the party’s claim to be 
the voice of the entire nation. Taking the voice-of-the-people position (populism) 
supports this party’s stance on immigration and an oblique anti-immigration policy 
(stopping the “tsunami” of immigrants). 

The spatial encoding of a text world directs its figure-ground relations. 
Linguistically, directions of fit are more tangible than text and discourse structures. 
Linguistic identifiers can be prepositions, directive nouns and verbs, tense, and aspect. 
Pragmatic markers are genre, event structure, figurative language and speech acts, as in 
Searle’s (2010: 16, 69) five types of speech-acts: 
 
1. Assertive  represents how things are (belief, claim, presupposition) 
2. Directive  gets other people to do things (desires, orders) 
3. Commissives  are intentions (promises, vows) 
4. Expressives  are placeholders with null-direction of fit. They express emotion, 

attitude, belief and presuppositional fit 
5. Declarations are epistemically ambiguous speech acts because they can rhetorically 

claim a state of affairs to be true without reference to a deictic centre, word-to-
world, world-to-word, double or null direction of fit.  

 
Searle’s functional classification of linguistic strutures of speech acts and their 
intentional affordances relates to corresponding degrees of socio-psychological 
entailments of the three stages of intentionality building. This is particularly relevant to 
political discourse, its persuasive nature and its intention to engineer society with public 
consent. These three stages of intentionality are (1) prior to intention-for-action; (2) 
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intention-for-action; and (3) intention-in-action (physically performing the intended 
action) (Searle 2010: 34-35). Their operationalisation in worldview construction is 
culture bound so that meaning may emerge subconsciously from the spatial encoding of 
linguistic, text, and discourse cohesion. Such implicit coordinate systems are rhetorically 
the most powerful because they silently give direction and cannot be challenged because 
they are not articulated. On the other hand, directions-of-fit afford evaluative reasoning. 
Searle’s theory gives a pragmatic explanation for Foucault’s creative strategy of thinking 
“other-wise”. Prior intentions and intentions-for-action are found in political texts, 
whereas intention-in-action would be the next step, should the party come into power.   

These insights are relevant to designing a discourse-space model for political text 
analysis with a view to annotation strategies for spatial coding systems and interpreting 
their rhetorical directive affordances. The illocutionary force in each type of coordinate 
system relies on the degree of consistency of the spatial frame that constitutes an 
intentional state. The assumption is that political texts must have spatial grounding to 
convey their position by cutting out their attention space, selecting a main relatum and 
regulating force in directions-of-fit. These coordinate systems set the premises for “The 
conditions for satisfaction [that] come in whole states of affairs” (Searle 2010:70) 
 
4.2.2.3. Narrative structure 
Lyotard (1979) regarded narrative as misleading because its meta-narrative affordances 
can misguide ‘folk-knowledge’ at an intuitive, cultural level. But cognitive research has 
since then shown that there is more to ‘folk knowledge’ than intangible intuition. A 
narrative can make sense because of the human predisposition to want to make sense. 
Moreover, we are cognitively equipped to find patterns and to connect the dots (Oakley 
and Coulson 2008). The cognitive affordance of narrative is that its sequentiality 
constructs meaning via its culturally dominant coordinate system. The schematic 
pathways of the coordinate system direct meaning, in spite of constraints and 
affordances of indeterminacy (Emmott 2003: 303). Thus, spatial references can build 
causal relations between objects, actors and places and present them as events, 
“thereby creating a rich blend of space and time, or what Bakhtin would characterize 
as a ‘chronotopic’ structure” (Herman 1999: 3).  

Time functions as a narrative element that provides and experiential measure of the 
moment, (present), of temporality (duration, urgency) and direction (past-present-
future). Time directs how a scenario unfolds and how this is experienced and adds 
dynamics to the narrative space to which it applies (cf. May and Thrift 2001; Nuñez and 
Cooperrider 2013; and section 4.3.1 on discourse time). Time also ‘spacialises’ narrative 
and makes the dynamics of an event comprehensible in a stative, delineated ‘timespace’ 
(cf. section 4.3 below). Herman (2003: 19-20) distinguishes five types of narrative 
problem-solving procedures involving scripts and frames that can inform text analysis: 

 
– Chunking experiences (attention field) 
– Input of causal relations  
– Managing typification problems 
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claim a state of affairs to be true without reference to a deictic centre, word-to-
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Searle’s functional classification of linguistic strutures of speech acts and their 
intentional affordances relates to corresponding degrees of socio-psychological 
entailments of the three stages of intentionality building. This is particularly relevant to 
political discourse, its persuasive nature and its intention to engineer society with public 
consent. These three stages of intentionality are (1) prior to intention-for-action; (2) 
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intention-for-action; and (3) intention-in-action (physically performing the intended 
action) (Searle 2010: 34-35). Their operationalisation in worldview construction is 
culture bound so that meaning may emerge subconsciously from the spatial encoding of 
linguistic, text, and discourse cohesion. Such implicit coordinate systems are rhetorically 
the most powerful because they silently give direction and cannot be challenged because 
they are not articulated. On the other hand, directions-of-fit afford evaluative reasoning. 
Searle’s theory gives a pragmatic explanation for Foucault’s creative strategy of thinking 
“other-wise”. Prior intentions and intentions-for-action are found in political texts, 
whereas intention-in-action would be the next step, should the party come into power.   

These insights are relevant to designing a discourse-space model for political text 
analysis with a view to annotation strategies for spatial coding systems and interpreting 
their rhetorical directive affordances. The illocutionary force in each type of coordinate 
system relies on the degree of consistency of the spatial frame that constitutes an 
intentional state. The assumption is that political texts must have spatial grounding to 
convey their position by cutting out their attention space, selecting a main relatum and 
regulating force in directions-of-fit. These coordinate systems set the premises for “The 
conditions for satisfaction [that] come in whole states of affairs” (Searle 2010:70) 
 
4.2.2.3. Narrative structure 
Lyotard (1979) regarded narrative as misleading because its meta-narrative affordances 
can misguide ‘folk-knowledge’ at an intuitive, cultural level. But cognitive research has 
since then shown that there is more to ‘folk knowledge’ than intangible intuition. A 
narrative can make sense because of the human predisposition to want to make sense. 
Moreover, we are cognitively equipped to find patterns and to connect the dots (Oakley 
and Coulson 2008). The cognitive affordance of narrative is that its sequentiality 
constructs meaning via its culturally dominant coordinate system. The schematic 
pathways of the coordinate system direct meaning, in spite of constraints and 
affordances of indeterminacy (Emmott 2003: 303). Thus, spatial references can build 
causal relations between objects, actors and places and present them as events, 
“thereby creating a rich blend of space and time, or what Bakhtin would characterize 
as a ‘chronotopic’ structure” (Herman 1999: 3).  

Time functions as a narrative element that provides and experiential measure of the 
moment, (present), of temporality (duration, urgency) and direction (past-present-
future). Time directs how a scenario unfolds and how this is experienced and adds 
dynamics to the narrative space to which it applies (cf. May and Thrift 2001; Nuñez and 
Cooperrider 2013; and section 4.3.1 on discourse time). Time also ‘spacialises’ narrative 
and makes the dynamics of an event comprehensible in a stative, delineated ‘timespace’ 
(cf. section 4.3 below). Herman (2003: 19-20) distinguishes five types of narrative 
problem-solving procedures involving scripts and frames that can inform text analysis: 

 
– Chunking experiences (attention field) 
– Input of causal relations  
– Managing typification problems 
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– Sequencing behaviors 
– Distributing intelligence (knowledge) 

 
These types of narrative processes complement other text and discourse coherence 
devices.  

A narrative’s rhetorical affordance is its cultural status that streamlines the 
direction of mental navigation by providing a coherent structure and a familiar path 
along a script type (linear, circular, or fragmented) within a spatial coordinate system. 
Whether the grounding of a narrative is explicit or implicit, it will give direction to 
meaning making even with only limited (sufficient) verbal expression. Linear narrative 
typically begins by asserting and/or declaring the scene as the ‘known’ state of affairs 
(setting the stage) from a particular vantage point.  

Narrative sequentiality emerges from a deictic timespace frame. A worldview’s 
dynamics are presented in a narrative timespace. This spatial and temporal model for 
‘setting the scene’ is of particular interest to political-discourse analysis because politics 
is imbued with a sense of past-present-future causality within an attention field. In 
politically-motivated reasoning, time- and space-based narrative structure coordinates 
stance with intentions for political action and future perspectives/ideals. As Heywood 
points out, political narrative is based on a three-tiered temporal event structure: 

 
a. An account of the existing order, usually in the form of a ‘world view’. 
b. A model of a desired future, a vision of the ‘good society’. 
c. Explanatory of how political change can and should be brought about – How to get 

from (a) to (b). (Heywood 2007: 11-12) 
 

Heywood’s definition of ideology is grounded in a Western temporal and spatial event 
model to get from worldview (a) to desired future (b) and to give force-direction to 
political action (c). Not only does a political event constitute a worldview space and a 
desired future space, it also needs Attitude to trigger action to bring the event to 
satisfaction. For example, when the epistemically strong starting point in the here and 
now (a) is regarded as undesirable. For example, it follows from the PVV’s negative 
evaluation of “Holland is full”, that action is required, appropriate to the weight of the 
attitude.   

Heywood points out that political discourse is characterised by a narrative 
future-bound real-time sequentiality (cf. Dunmire 2011 on projections of the future). In 
that way, political discourse presents events through time and space and constantly 
negotiates between the certainty of brute facts and common knowledge of the present 
(realis) and the uncertainty of the unknown future (irrealis) timespaces (cf. Chilton 
2005: 90). The spatial analogy between physical and social facts gives the national 
narrative into the unknown future a strong realis quality.26 Past-present provides a 

                                                        
26 The impact of the realis-irrealis relationship becomes more obvious in volatile political situations. 
Studies in voting behaviour in Israel show that the narrative force of the realis-irrealis relationship is an 
important factor in coalition formation (Shaefer et al. 2011; Shenhav et al. 2013).  For example, the 
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narrative rationale in which a party’s views are logically packaged and then projected 
onto a future world that is counterfactual. Spatial coordinate systems support irrealis 
projections in a similar construction of narrative path and argumentational force 
direction (cf. section 3.3).  Therefore, the narrative role of space, time and attitude needs 
to be considered as a rhetorical feature of discourse-world coherence, giving it an 
epistemic and deontic quality that can trigger intentions for action.   
 
 
4.2.2.4. Discourse stylistics and discursive conceptualisation  
At the micro level of linguistic-stylistic features we find lexical and syntactic variation in 
meaning construction, typical to a text type or genre (cf. Leech and Short’s stylistic 
checklist 1981, in Van Leeuwen 2014: 240-242). Stylistic features of discourse and text 
cohesion also apply to issue-related semantic networks in semantic frames around 
which policies and goals are given a sense of value (positive-negative), necessity and 
urgency (Van Atteveldt 2008). Pragmatically, types of speech acts, discussed above, are a 
stylistic feature of political texts that indicate argumentation style by declaring and 
asserting realities or expressing intentions, etcetera. Other stylistic and conceptual 
features are metaphor (a) and metonymy (b), ‘empty signifiers’ (c) and general 
conceptual discourse features (d). I have brought these features of discourse cohesion 
together as they have informed the design of the codebook to identify expressions of 
Space, Time and Attitude in political texts and their possible intentionalities (Appendix 
6.4).  
a. Metaphor. The spatial principle of worldview construction is often viewed as 
metaphorical (e.g., Cienki et al. 2010; Lakoff and Johnson 1980). However, spatial 
representation is not usually metaphoric but is generally analogous (see Barsalou 2008: 
621; Searle 2010: 3). If society is “an ontology with a single unifying principle and one 
formal linguistic mechanism that carries different contents” (Searle 2010: 7), and if this 
unifying principle is the result of our biological neural disposition, the relation between 
the physical and the social world is not by definition metaphorical, in Aristotle’s sense of 
the genus and the species analogy (Rhetorica). Worldview ontology “is not a 
metaphorical matter of fitting or failing to fit” (Searle 2010: 11). Rather, it is a generic 
analogy afforded by cognitive structure mappings between complex phenomena (cf. 
Gentner 1982). If spatial reasoning is naturally the way in which human neural 
networks process information, then metaphor is one of its affordances. A pilot analysis 
(Cienki et al. 2010) of parties’ press releases suggests that a metaphorical approach may 
restrict recognition procedures of discourse-space builders when those ‘builders’ are 
thought to be intrinsically semantic, rather than functioning as structural agents that 
‘merely’ direct meaning. Coordinate systems function to cognise the world before 
recognising it.  
b. Metonymy. Generally, when perception of the natural world provides a model for 
compressed worldview ontology it is a metonymy (Ruíz de Mendoza and Galera 2014; 
                                                                                                                                                                             
cohesive role of a strong national narrative forms the ground for an irrealis sense of national identity, 
solidarity (us) and protectionism (against others). 
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model to get from worldview (a) to desired future (b) and to give force-direction to 
political action (c). Not only does a political event constitute a worldview space and a 
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now (a) is regarded as undesirable. For example, it follows from the PVV’s negative 
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negotiates between the certainty of brute facts and common knowledge of the present 
(realis) and the uncertainty of the unknown future (irrealis) timespaces (cf. Chilton 
2005: 90). The spatial analogy between physical and social facts gives the national 
narrative into the unknown future a strong realis quality.26 Past-present provides a 
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narrative rationale in which a party’s views are logically packaged and then projected 
onto a future world that is counterfactual. Spatial coordinate systems support irrealis 
projections in a similar construction of narrative path and argumentational force 
direction (cf. section 3.3).  Therefore, the narrative role of space, time and attitude needs 
to be considered as a rhetorical feature of discourse-world coherence, giving it an 
epistemic and deontic quality that can trigger intentions for action.   
 
 
4.2.2.4. Discourse stylistics and discursive conceptualisation  
At the micro level of linguistic-stylistic features we find lexical and syntactic variation in 
meaning construction, typical to a text type or genre (cf. Leech and Short’s stylistic 
checklist 1981, in Van Leeuwen 2014: 240-242). Stylistic features of discourse and text 
cohesion also apply to issue-related semantic networks in semantic frames around 
which policies and goals are given a sense of value (positive-negative), necessity and 
urgency (Van Atteveldt 2008). Pragmatically, types of speech acts, discussed above, are a 
stylistic feature of political texts that indicate argumentation style by declaring and 
asserting realities or expressing intentions, etcetera. Other stylistic and conceptual 
features are metaphor (a) and metonymy (b), ‘empty signifiers’ (c) and general 
conceptual discourse features (d). I have brought these features of discourse cohesion 
together as they have informed the design of the codebook to identify expressions of 
Space, Time and Attitude in political texts and their possible intentionalities (Appendix 
6.4).  
a. Metaphor. The spatial principle of worldview construction is often viewed as 
metaphorical (e.g., Cienki et al. 2010; Lakoff and Johnson 1980). However, spatial 
representation is not usually metaphoric but is generally analogous (see Barsalou 2008: 
621; Searle 2010: 3). If society is “an ontology with a single unifying principle and one 
formal linguistic mechanism that carries different contents” (Searle 2010: 7), and if this 
unifying principle is the result of our biological neural disposition, the relation between 
the physical and the social world is not by definition metaphorical, in Aristotle’s sense of 
the genus and the species analogy (Rhetorica). Worldview ontology “is not a 
metaphorical matter of fitting or failing to fit” (Searle 2010: 11). Rather, it is a generic 
analogy afforded by cognitive structure mappings between complex phenomena (cf. 
Gentner 1982). If spatial reasoning is naturally the way in which human neural 
networks process information, then metaphor is one of its affordances. A pilot analysis 
(Cienki et al. 2010) of parties’ press releases suggests that a metaphorical approach may 
restrict recognition procedures of discourse-space builders when those ‘builders’ are 
thought to be intrinsically semantic, rather than functioning as structural agents that 
‘merely’ direct meaning. Coordinate systems function to cognise the world before 
recognising it.  
b. Metonymy. Generally, when perception of the natural world provides a model for 
compressed worldview ontology it is a metonymy (Ruíz de Mendoza and Galera 2014; 
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see section 2.2 above). Analogy establishes “structural alignment” through its 
“systematicity principle” (Gentner et al. 2001: 200). Analogy facilitates an evaluative 
process towards conceptualisation, rather than the actual transfer of meaning. Ruíz de 
Mendoza and Galera (2014) discuss the presumptive nature of metonymy that can 
evoke complex systems of knowledge at various levels of abstraction. However, it is not 
clear when we can speak of metonymic structure-mappings between domains as models 
(cf. Gentner 1982 and Gentner et al. 2001: 209). The cross-cultural empirical evidence 
provided by Levinson (2003) and Levinson and Wilkins (2006) points towards the 
primacy of spatial cognition as an innate analogical mental system that affords cultural 
variation in coordinate systems.  
c. Conceptualisers in critical theory. Critical theory uses different types of discourse, or 
discursive features at a high level of abstraction. The terms ‘hegemony’ (Gramsci, in Ives 
2004, Ch.3) and ‘floating signifiers’ (Laclau and Mouffe 1985) are often used critical 
discourse analysis involving dominance, inequality and legitimisation strategies. Such 
indeterminates regulate worldview construction schematically by presupposing an 
evaluative model. Gramsci argues that hegemony is imposed and upheld by an elite to 
establish and maintain power. As Gramsci predicted: if an elite discourse becomes 
dissonant with the discourse of the people who must support it, it will be challenged in a 
“passive revolution” through a war of discourses (Ives 2004: 72). Laclau and Mouffe’s 
‘floating signifiers’, on the other hand, are indeterminate. He points out that it is not a 
shortcoming of the discourse about social reality that causes indeterminacy and 
vagueness, but that indeterminacy and vagueness are inscribed in social reality itself. 
For example the empty signifier ‘security’ is a prevailing issue that can justify austerity 
measures across all kinds of salient political issues, such as immigration, health care, 
(un-)employment rights, education, etc., but it is not by chance that in current populist 
discourse the concept of ‘freedom of speech’ is detached from security and is proposed 
as a universal human right.  
d. Conceptual discourse features. In systemic-functional linguistics, Weber (1992 Ch. 3) 
applies relevance theory and narrative semiotics to discourse stylistics. His approach 
involves variation in schematic discursive constructions that constitute worldviews, and 
their spatial axiology. Weber’s approach is very similar to the STA approach proposed in 
this thesis. However, I do not regard coordinate systems of discourse worlds as a 
stylistic text feature, rather, they are a cultural feature of cognitive organisation. The 
focus is therefore on how spatial schemas accommodate ideological grounding 
operations? The question for political discourse analysis is: How is politically-motivated 
intentionality grounded? Cognitive and semiotic mental operations have in common that 
semantic affordances emerge from their construction and not in the first place from the 
words. Coordinate systems affect the direction of making sense and taking stance in the 
process of building intentions-for-action. The entire process has to fit coherently in a 
frame to make sense.  

Spatial conceptual features of discourse worlds are complementary across levels 
of abstraction and intentionality by virtue of their common spatial organising principle. I 
therefore consider the analogy between natural world perception and discourse-world 
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construction as the ground-floor device from which intentions-for-action can emerge. 
However, non-linguistic features of discourse cohesion raise questions about ‘framing’ 
and its presumptive affordances.  
 
4.2.2.5. Framing and fit 
The concept of  ‘framing’ is much debated and should be handled with care. Entman 
(1993: 51) sees framing as a “fractured paradigm” but turns this “ostensible weakness” 
into a strength that can “synthesize related theories and concepts” so as to describe “the 
power of a communicating text”. Entman argues for a consistent understanding of 
framing as a research paradigm across disciplines that can accommodate the 
coexistence of factual content, normative attitude, and the power of language, 
particularly in political discourse. 
 

An understanding of frames helps illuminate many empirical and normative 
controversies, most importantly because the concept of framing directs our 
attention to the details of just how a communicative text exerts power. (Entman 
1993: 55-56) 

 
Although ‘framing’ is an ambiguous concept across disciplines, a “consistent” 
understanding of the principles of framing as a fundamental mental operation can 
connect the study of language use, communication studies and the social sciences. A 
spatial perspective on the construction of discursive frames connects conceptual, 
linguistic, stylistic and social analysis (Entman 1993). 

In (cognitive) linguistics, we find theories of conceptual framing (e.g. metaphor) and 
formal typologies of syntactic and semantic patterns. The formal approach is applied in 
computational applications such as Fillmore’s FrameNet (1997[1971], and current 
computational-linguistic network projects for big-data analysis, such as WordNet’s 
sense-tagged corpus SemCor.27 But semantic analysis cannot account for the basic 
principles and presumptive qualities of worldview constructions when their coordinate 
systems have no intrinsic meaning and no formal manifestation. Linguistic features are 
only one aspect of the dynamics of ontological framing “that is integrally linked to the 
idea of scenes” (Cienki 1997: 172) and its interaction with other frames. This is 
commonly acknowledged in cognitive linguists that meaning is the product of 
interactions between layered frames of reference (cf. Chapter 3.3).  

The social sciences have seen a different evolution of framing theory. Goffman 
(1974) took a broad perspective on framing as an organising principle of experience and 
its presentation in language. He distinguishes primary framing as an organising 
principle that allows the construction of social phenomena and how they are presented 
(ibid., Ch. 2). However, in political science, framing seems to concentrate on content 
analysis and relational rules for key concepts of social and political relevance (Relational 
Content Analysis, Krippendorff 2004). This makes for robust and quantifiable results 

                                                        
27 WordNet: http://wordnet.princeton.edu/ 
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and reproducible methods, but it only scratches the surface. Like linguistic framing, 
content is another tangible aspect of framing and the two complement each other in 
their analogical spatial coordination.  

I use the term framing to refer to structural properties of texts (textures) and their 
affordances to direct patterns of reasoning and to make sense of complex phenomena. 
These affordances can be culturally inscribed, subconscious and/or ideologically 
motivated and are subject to change. Framing should not be regarded purely as 
manipulative or legitimating when it is guided by an innate cognitive structure with 
certain semantic affordances that can prime intentions for action in the social world.  

For political text analysis, I regard frames as the boundaries of coordinate systems 
within which intentionality can make sense (Duranti 2015). Intentionality emerges from 
integrally linked discursive layers of content construction in layered attention fields. 
Rather than starting from the context, discourse-space analysis provides a ground for an 
integrated approach to stative and dynamic aspects of deictic frames of reference and 
their communicative and intentional affordances.  
 
4.2.2.6. Coordinate systems and directions of fit 
As discussed in Chapter 3, starting out from ethnographic studies, Levinson’s linguistic 
anthropology gives evidence of cultural variation in spatial coordinate systems that 
connect cognition, language and society in time- and space frames of reference by 
analogy. Social interaction is his starting point. Searle starts out from language use and 
addresses the illocutionary force and directions of fit of speech acts in constructions of 
the social world. In both theories, worldviews are frames-of-reference in which a basic 
culture-specific coordinate system prevails. It is interesting to see how these theories 
are compatible in view of the cultural and pragmatic nature of political discourse.  

Attention fields provide cultural and pragmatic frames that foster social 
interaction. Levinson (2003: 53, 55 Tables 2.3, 2.4) distinguishes three types of 
coordinates that represent different points of view:  
 

– Absolute (environment centred) 
– Intrinsic (object centred) 
– Relative (observer centred) 

 
Absolute systems are orientation-free and therefore the same from whichever point of 
view. The epistemic quality of absolute systems is prevalent because they are natural-
world centred rather than viewer centred. Intrinsic (object centred) and relative 
(deictic) systems are subjective (Figure 4.1). The three types are complementary in 
diverse, culturally inscribed, combinations (Levinson 2003: 55). Interestingly, 
Levinson’s cross-cultural survey reveals that the Dutch language is particularly not 
structured around absolute frames of reference, but rather it is characterised by relative 
framing (as opposed to Tzeltal and Longgu, cf. Levinson 2003: 185-186).  The types of 
frames Levinson distinguishes in Figure 4.1 relate to different points of view, but their 
spatial episteme is transferable. For instance, relative point of view can be adopted as 
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the intrinsic point of view of the beholder, referring to common knowledge (the figure in 
the middle shows that the man is in front of the house because we assume that this door 
is the front door). Thus, an intrinsic point of view can be adopted to establish a social 
fact. The relative and intrinsic points of view both function as if the direction were 
cardinal (as shown in the third picture). A frame of reference is therefore not by 
definition indicative of its real-space grounding as it systematically borrows its 
epistemic quality from perceived facts (the ‘species’) and sometimes of absolute facts 
(the ‘genus’).  
 
 

 
Figure 4.1. Underlying elements in the three types of frames of reference (Levinson 2003: 40). 
 
 
Levinson’s ‘absolute’ is perceived and experienced as cardinal, having 0 direction – for 
example North with rotations to East, South and West (Levinson 2003: 49). As discussed 
above (2), Searle’s illocutionary speech-acts theory concerns the assertion or 
declaration of presupposed ‘social facts’, as if they were non-negotiable absolute facts. 
Thus the absolute frame is transposed onto an intrinsic frame and thereby declares 
‘intrinsic’ features of the social world to be ‘facts’, such as status functions (the 
President) and values (human rights) in their objectified conceptualised presentation. 
For example, the early 21st century economic crisis is an abstract problem that is 
presented as an absolute fact, as a complex object, “despite being unsure or flexible 
about its placement” (Langacker 2002: 242). This kind of transformation from abstract 
to absolute has consequences for an evaluation of how to deal with the problem if it is a 
fact. In addition to the sense of factuality, there is a high sense of force dynamics in the 
connotation of the term ‘crisis’ itself. It is conceivable that the paradox between fact and 
immediacy of action reduces evaluation and leans towards austerity measures. The role 
of language use, according to Searle, is to present such reified social phenomena in a 
language system that is based in the certainty of basic facts. This may explain ‘how’ 
people cooperate on the simple and elegant basis of spatial cognition. Levinson, 
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however, is more specific about the nature of the coordinate system and its cognitive 
neural origins and shows variation in how cooperation is constructed spatially.  

In both Levinson’s cultural, cognitive-linguistic and Searle’s philosophical, 
pragmatic perspective, space provides in an adaptable cognitive framework for 
relativisation and dissonance and alignment between interlocutors. By their spatial 
analogy these cognitive, linguistic and pragmatic principles of framing also apply in the 
analysis of common ground in text and discourse constructions and interpreetations of 
their intentional affordances. This cognitive-pragmatic assumption is fundamental to the 
development of the discourse-space model for Dutch political text analysis. The 
hypothesis is that absolute, intrinsic and relative reasoning and their directions-of-fit 
translate onto political dimensions, as will be discussed and exemplified in section 8.3.  
 
 
4.2.3 Discursive constructions of social reality 
 
The aspects of discourse construction listed above all function as cohesives. Their levels 
of abstraction are connected in an analogical spatial schematicity, forming an ontological 
ground for worldview construction. Cohesion relies on the human disposition, and 
mental capacity, to seek order in familiar patterns that shape common knowledge and 
values and that can trigger intentions for action. The spatial structure of the schema is 
therefore not random as it is subconsciously directed by a socio-cognitive coordinate 
system.  

A discourse is a dynamic framework in which potential lexical-semantic units can 
be fitted. As the social context changes, the discourse can transform with it. It seems that 
Levinson’s anthropological findings on cultural variation in absolute, relative and 
intrinsic perspectivisation are consistent with Searle’s more general pragmatic theory:  

 directions-of-fit are based in the analogy between absolute ‘brute facts’, intrinsic ‘basic 
facts’, relative ‘social facts’ in their ‘frame of reference’; 

 spatial analogy lends a sense of epistemic certainty and familiarity to the ‘where and 
how’ location of social worlds.  
Levinson shows how the primacy of spatial cognition is operationalised in different, 
cultural coordinate systems and how differences, for example in the use of cardinal or 
deictic orientation, affect social behaviour. The absolute, intrinsic and/or relative 
systems that Searle distinguishes are intentional in the sense that the discursive 
rationale constitutes intentions and conditions of satisfaction. And finally, Duranti’s 
Anthropology of Intentions (2015: 15) brings directions-of-fit and linguistic 
anthropology together. The following section will deal with the ternary relation of space, 
time and modality/attitude in text and discourse worlds. 
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 4.3 Properties of Space, Time and Timespace in text and discourse worlds 
 
In a political context, the assumption of an overall spatial organising principle that must 
apply at all levels and modes of human communication is not just a matter of space and 
time frames and their epistemic affordances. For people to get into action, we also need 
to have attitude. In his Deictic Space modal Chilton (2014: 11) argues that epistemic 
modality is more fundamental than deonticity in linguistic expressions. However, 
intentionality requires a balanced epistemic and deontic grounding, prior to having an 
attitude (see above, section 4.2.1). Modality of attitude is not easy to identify in a text 
because its semantic force and direction are highly context-dependent and often 
presumed. This is particularly problematic when there is no explicit context, such as in 
the example “Holland is full”, which gets its (negative) connotation from its adjacent 
sentence: that there are “immense problems with integration” (“Nederland is vol. De 
problemen met integratie zijn immens” PVV, Declaration of Independence 2005: 13).28 
This kind of deontic indeterminacy in an entangled and largely presumed context 
presents a text-analytical problem. The complementation of epistemic and deontic 
modality should not be reduced to linguistic epistemic evidence just because deonticity 
is less evidential. Deonticity is the driving force in attitude and intentionality building. 
Deonticity adds a sense of social ethics to knowledge that affords evaluation, negotiation 
and seeing things ‘other-wise’. Attitude should therefore be analysed as an epistemic, 
deontic and affective discursive feature that connect realis with irrealis. Moreover, 
relative distance from the point-of-view connotes epistemic modality, such as REAL IS 

PROXIMAL because it is in the known attention field, but it also has a deontic modality, i.e. 
that proximal requires a sense of moral alertness for threats to one’s social identity.  
 
 
4.3.1 Discourse space, Space, Time and Modality of Attitude 
 
Spatial representation provides in the ability to visualise abstract worlds in which 
physical, social and affective proximity and distance can be regulated. This also applies 
to text worlds and their spatial construction that affords irrealis deixis. Epistemic and 
deontic modality regulate the sense of certainty and appropriateness. Chilton’s basic 
model (2004: 58, cf. Figure 3.3 above) presents a ternary linguistic coordinate system 
comprising a deictic centre of I/we in the here/now, two external epistemic axes: Space 
(S) and Time (T) and an internal Modality axis (M) (cf. section 3.4). The model provides 
a basic schematic structure that integrates space, time and modality “into the 
representation of all utterances in a discourse” (Chilton 2014: 5).  But, while epistemic 
and deontic positioning are observer relative, Searle’s theory (2010: 17) holds that 
affective Attitude is also intentionally directive but not per se observer related. To take a 
discourse approach, rather than a linguistic approach, we need to also distinguish affect 

                                                        
28 In “De onafhankelijkheidsverklaring” (The Declaration of Independence), was published by the Party for 
Freedom (PVV) prior to the 2006 elections and referred to in its manifesto pamphlet. 
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as a type of modality that is neither factual nor normative but nevertheless directive in 
intentions-for-action. A distinction between deontic and affective modality is 
particularly relevant in political discourse that typically argues with the intention to set 
goals and take action. For that reason I have labelled the axes Space, Time and Attitude 
(STA), rather than Modality More about this in the section on Attitude below. 

STA can be applied in text analysis to reveal variation in coordinate systems of 
text worlds. In order to develop a model for text analysis on these premises, the 
manifestation of space, time, timespace and attitude needs to be explained in relation to 
non-linguistic, text constructions and semantic affordances that may emerge from 
spatial and temporal encoding. The STA model seems particularly suitable for the 
analysis of ideologically motivated (geo-political) discourse to find variation in the 
grounding of political rationales for intentions-for-action. Chapter 6 reports on the 
operationalising of the STA model and codebook design for Dutch manifesto analysis 
and exemplifies manifestations of coordinate systems. The following paragraphs 
describe space, time, timespace and attitude in discursive worldview construction.  

 
4.3.1.1 Discourse space 
The realis factor of discourse space is high because its analogy with sensory-motor 
perception is strong. Geospace is factual, physical space (e.g. The Netherlands) whereas 
abstract space is a non-factual irrealis “attention space” (Chilton 2014: 43). Space is the 
most concrete realis marker of worldview construction. It affords social interaction 
because spatial reasoning is universal (cf. section 3.2.2).  
Form: Spatial referents can be identified as lexical units that refer to concrete spaces, but 
discourse analysis aims to abduct their discursive role in the ternary relationship with 
time and attitude vis-à-vis a point of view. Forms of spatial reference therefore need to 
be connected with time frames and attitude. Because a discourse (re)presents an 
epistemic community the default attention space is often presupposed, but not 
necessarily common. In Dutch political discourse the default space would be the nation 
(The Netherlands) though not for all parties (cf. section 3.5 on environmental and 
Christian worldviews).  
Function: The evolutionary function of spatial cognition is the survival of the species, 
whether human or reptile or any other foraging creature. It primarily functions as an 
organising principle for deictic sensory-motor perception. By analogy, discourse space is 
a necessary grounding and framing of discourse worlds. The role of spaces in political 
discourse is to locate point of view and to delineate attention spaces so that they can be 
stacked, and their ontological connotations can be compared and contrasted. The 
analogy between physical and social real-worldview (realis) and its projections on 
uncertain imaginary worlds (irrealis) presumes the principle of certainty in 
counterfactual worldviews that cannot be described discretely because they do not exist 
(Smith 2000: 130). Discourse spaces function as a map but their irrealis origin is a 
negotiable imitation of a geographic map.  
Affordances: Multi-perspectivisation and zooming in and out of the main frame is 
facilitated by discourse space. Discourse space shapes unique socio-cultural 
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environments (Tomasello 1999: 163). Grounding discourse spatially makes it possible 
to make sense of the world, to take position in a familiar, spatial environment and to find 
common ground on which intentions-for-action are built. Belief in and commitment to a 
realis sense of the abstract world relies on the certainty provided by spatial grounding. 
Discourse space affords coherent discourse-world ontology that has illocutionary and 
perlocutionary power. Its coherence also requires time (Evans 2004: 9) and attitude to 
present the dynamics of events, duration, temporality, immediacy and desirability.  
 
4.3.1.2 Discourse Time 
As McTaggart (1908) pointed out time and space are not in the same category of realis 
and time is conceptually more problematic than space. Unlike space, time has no 
perceptor-motor ground, which makes temporal relativizing more of an intellectual 
achievement (Evans 2004). On the one hand, conceptualisation of discourse time is 
dependent on its spatial frame, but on the other hand, spatial conceptualisation relies on 
time to activate spatial reasoning (Evans 2013: 393). Some features of time referents in 
relation to space are helpful in identifying time: 

 
Time usually occurs in a space, where space supersedes time.  
Time has an inherent temporal quality that is not spatial.  
Time has a complementary quality of expressing a sense of the experience of 
transience and duration (cf. Evans 2013: 394 and Galton 2011).  
Time may relate to qualities of transience, as in fostering (slow) and ending (abrupt).  
Time can express a subjective sense of duration, i.e., experience of change over time, 
and directive sequential causality..  
Time can express modalities of states of being and force-direction, for example, 
desire, (im-)patience, suffering, urgency, and pleasure. 
Time can be presented as a unit, a conflated timespace (see below)  

 
Form: Natural time references are easily recognised, e.g. “at present”, “in the Middle 
Ages” or “in the next ten years”). Temporal location and orientation can also be 
identified through temporal linguistic features, such as lexical and syntax semantics, 
metaphor and tense and aspect.  Cultural points in time, such as The Renaissance, may 
have their origin in ‘natural time’ but are conventionalised as representing a distinct 
cultural or institutional period.  

Tense and aspect are more complicated as their semantic affordances in text and 
discourse are multiple. Tense can express an immense variety of time and temporality, 
experiences and concepts. Conjugated single-verb tense forms can indicate past or 
present time and temporality. However, Dutch (and English) have no single-word future 
tense, just periphrastic forms, so future needs to be attributed by syntactic structures 
involving other lexical units, such as noun phrases en verb phrases. In addition, tense 
can indicate other states of mind such as likelihood and possibility, as in ‘You could twist 
my arm’. For the purpose of organising ideas in terms of time, tense is conceptually a 
weak discourse-space marker. Aspect is an indicator of emerging events over time (Croft 
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as a type of modality that is neither factual nor normative but nevertheless directive in 
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organising principle for deictic sensory-motor perception. By analogy, discourse space is 
a necessary grounding and framing of discourse worlds. The role of spaces in political 
discourse is to locate point of view and to delineate attention spaces so that they can be 
stacked, and their ontological connotations can be compared and contrasted. The 
analogy between physical and social real-worldview (realis) and its projections on 
uncertain imaginary worlds (irrealis) presumes the principle of certainty in 
counterfactual worldviews that cannot be described discretely because they do not exist 
(Smith 2000: 130). Discourse spaces function as a map but their irrealis origin is a 
negotiable imitation of a geographic map.  
Affordances: Multi-perspectivisation and zooming in and out of the main frame is 
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environments (Tomasello 1999: 163). Grounding discourse spatially makes it possible 
to make sense of the world, to take position in a familiar, spatial environment and to find 
common ground on which intentions-for-action are built. Belief in and commitment to a 
realis sense of the abstract world relies on the certainty provided by spatial grounding. 
Discourse space affords coherent discourse-world ontology that has illocutionary and 
perlocutionary power. Its coherence also requires time (Evans 2004: 9) and attitude to 
present the dynamics of events, duration, temporality, immediacy and desirability.  
 
4.3.1.2 Discourse Time 
As McTaggart (1908) pointed out time and space are not in the same category of realis 
and time is conceptually more problematic than space. Unlike space, time has no 
perceptor-motor ground, which makes temporal relativizing more of an intellectual 
achievement (Evans 2004). On the one hand, conceptualisation of discourse time is 
dependent on its spatial frame, but on the other hand, spatial conceptualisation relies on 
time to activate spatial reasoning (Evans 2013: 393). Some features of time referents in 
relation to space are helpful in identifying time: 

 
Time usually occurs in a space, where space supersedes time.  
Time has an inherent temporal quality that is not spatial.  
Time has a complementary quality of expressing a sense of the experience of 
transience and duration (cf. Evans 2013: 394 and Galton 2011).  
Time may relate to qualities of transience, as in fostering (slow) and ending (abrupt).  
Time can express a subjective sense of duration, i.e., experience of change over time, 
and directive sequential causality..  
Time can express modalities of states of being and force-direction, for example, 
desire, (im-)patience, suffering, urgency, and pleasure. 
Time can be presented as a unit, a conflated timespace (see below)  

 
Form: Natural time references are easily recognised, e.g. “at present”, “in the Middle 
Ages” or “in the next ten years”). Temporal location and orientation can also be 
identified through temporal linguistic features, such as lexical and syntax semantics, 
metaphor and tense and aspect.  Cultural points in time, such as The Renaissance, may 
have their origin in ‘natural time’ but are conventionalised as representing a distinct 
cultural or institutional period.  

Tense and aspect are more complicated as their semantic affordances in text and 
discourse are multiple. Tense can express an immense variety of time and temporality, 
experiences and concepts. Conjugated single-verb tense forms can indicate past or 
present time and temporality. However, Dutch (and English) have no single-word future 
tense, just periphrastic forms, so future needs to be attributed by syntactic structures 
involving other lexical units, such as noun phrases en verb phrases. In addition, tense 
can indicate other states of mind such as likelihood and possibility, as in ‘You could twist 
my arm’. For the purpose of organising ideas in terms of time, tense is conceptually a 
weak discourse-space marker. Aspect is an indicator of emerging events over time (Croft 
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1991). It provides anchors for beginning, middle and end as in a sequential continuum, 
whether linear or circular.29 It carries potential meaning as an event frame that both 
facilitates and constrains experience of time in terms of occurrence and flow, static or 
dynamic connotation, state, succession, repetition, and duration. But aspect sometimes 
conflates with tense and can be expressed in various lexical, grammatical and discursive 
ways. Although tense and aspect can be analysed at the linguistic level, I cannot see a 
way of integrating them structurally in discursive STA analysis. However, indicators of 
the experience of time can be found in auxiliaries and adverbials, as well as in motion 
and intention verbs which are semantically potential indicators of temporal experience 
of change, prioritisation and commitment in planning (e.g. will, need to, must, are going 
to).  
Function: Time can be delineated and anchored by a variety of strategies depending on 
the discourse domain in which they occur. A time-relatum can be a deictic centre (e.g., 
the present) but it can also manifest itself as a stative timespace, such as the 1930s (May 
and Thrift 2001). In event structures, time gives temporality and direction. Linear and 
circular types of time frames suggest a continuum (through a timespace), direction 
(forward or backward) and temporality (speed and duration). Time frames complement 
space frames and coordinate systems by giving direction to causal patterns that emerge 
from a discourse’s internal logic and cultural conventions, for example in an ‘if x, then y’ 
construction (cf. Croft 1991 on the conflation of aspect and causality).  
Affordances: Time is essential aspect of constructing intention-for-action, as Searle notes 
in his discussion of time ‘gaps’ between constructing an intention and performing it 
(2010: 34, 35). At the neurocognitive level, the ‘gaps’ in neural activity between 
conceptualisation, ‘readiness potential’ and performance afford sub-conscious moments 
in which various deliberative directions are still optional, prior to intention for action 
(Blackmore 2004: 127-132; Libet 1985). Moreover, thought processes require a mental 
representation of past and present knowledge to ‘picture’ the likelihood of satisfaction 
through action in a certain time frame. The power of discourse time is that it can refer to 
conventionalised types of temporal experience (Evans 2013: 404). Time can construct 
an affective sense of urgency as it affords a concept of duration and urgency in an event, 
whether that may be a thought process, an experience, action or expectation. In an 
egocentric culture, the social space of the Now and Here are the default deictic centre 
with a maximal epistemic grounding in common knowledge and experience (Chilton 
2014: 34, and see Figure 4.2 below in section 4.3.2). 
 
4.3.1.3 Timespace in discourse 
Referents such as ‘The Enlightenment’, the ‘Second World War’, and ‘9/11’ are examples 
of compressed timespaces (May and Thrift 2001), or Bakhtin’s ‘chronotopes’ 
(Blommaert 2015: 2; Herman 1999). Timespaces are events; they can be cyclic, a 
cultural period, a moment in time or a continuum. An event occurs in a timespace frame, 

                                                        
29 This ties in with Heywood’s political theory (2007) on the direction of political reasoning from 
past/present (a) to the future (c) by way of political action (b). 
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either as a temporalisation of a space frame, or spatialisation of a time frame, or in an 
equal relationship, such as suggested by the conflation of space and time in the concept 
of ‘the Second World War’.  A discrete timespace is a compressed version of social time 
and geo-social space, e.g. the “Eighty Year’s War”, a.k.a. “Dutch War of Independence” in 
the 17th Century). It reifies the complexity of an attention field by presuming common 
knowledge. An indiscrete timespace is ‘9/11’ as its aftermath drags on and its spatial 
impact is open to interpretation.  
Form: In discourse, timespaces are identified as time and/or space. For example, ‘9/11’ 
refers to a specific event in time and space (September 11, 2001, New York City, the 
World Trade Center), but the absence of details (place and year) presumes common 
knowledge of its historic impact that warrants the connotation “terrorist attack”. At the 
same time it leave the boundaries of the frame open, so that the 9/11 space can also be 
expanded to the entire Western World to include Western allies in the victim role. 
Stative timespaces are easier to identify because they must be labelled explicitly (e.g. 
World War II), but it requires local knowledge. 
Function: An example of a timespace that presumes Time is ‘Tiananmen Square’ (1989), 
but in China it is known as the June Fourth Incident, which presumes space, and 9/11 is 
a time that presumes space but the exact space is underdetermined. Nevertheless, these 
real time and space references refer to semiotic acts of violence for those who 
remember. Both examples metonymically presume remembrance and global impact 
from a Western point of view. In recent years more of these metonymies have emerged 
that zoom out from the particular to eternalise and globalise an event’s factual 
timespace. In its complementary relationship, timespace provides a loose frame and a 
mental trajectory to conceptualise an event with an highly presumptive epistemic 
ground.  
Affordances:  The rhetorical power of timespace in discourse and intentionality is that its 
oblique reference to time and space may prime intentions for action on false or 
unknown ground. A timespace, like 9/11, makes an experiential event seem discrete and 
factual and that would fit with President Bush declaring shortly after: “we’re going to 
smoke them out” (19 September 2001), referring to the far-away Taliban. 30 
Furthermore, compressed timespace affords (dis-)alignment between timespaces, for 
example, the PVV (EM2012) transposed  the “medieval Sharia” (non-western, far past) 
into the present, expressing their intention for an Islam-free present and future in The 
Netherlands. Timespaces have a strong rhetorical affordance particularly at a time 
when: “We have had to cope with an overwhelming sense of compression of our spatial 
and temporal words” (Harvey 1989: 240). The conflation of the two conceptual domains 
and their presumptive pairing make timespace an important discourse-world builder as 
it sets the scene in an instant. 
 
 

                                                        
30 Reported in The New York Times, 19 September 2001. 
http://www.nytimes.com/2001/09/19/news/19iht-t4_30.html (accessed 19-08-2016) 
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through action in a certain time frame. The power of discourse time is that it can refer to 
conventionalised types of temporal experience (Evans 2013: 404). Time can construct 
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29 This ties in with Heywood’s political theory (2007) on the direction of political reasoning from 
past/present (a) to the future (c) by way of political action (b). 
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30 Reported in The New York Times, 19 September 2001. 
http://www.nytimes.com/2001/09/19/news/19iht-t4_30.html (accessed 19-08-2016) 
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4.3.1.4 Attitude and deictic discourse space 
The art of getting from perception to intention-for-action via discourse is to transform 
perceived ontologies into intentional discourses. This requires an attention field (a 
mental space), deictic dimensions on which to evaluate events, and a relatum (see Figure 
3.3 in section 3.4). If we apply Duranti’s (2015) notion of non-conscious intentionality to 
spatial cognition, the main deictic trigger of intention-for-action (certainty, relevance 
and desirability) is an epistemic sense of direction and force dynamics that are regulated 
by ‘Modality of attitude’ to and in a space and time frame  
Form. Modality is best known in linguistics as a lexical-grammatical category consisting 
mainly of modal auxiliaries (e.g. ‘must’ ‘shall’, ‘might’) and other lexical indicators of 
attitude. Tense and aspect attribute a deontic modality of obligation, urgency, 
desirability and (un)certainty (Palmer 1986). There is more to modality than verbal 
complementation though (Nuyts 2000). Modality regulates epistemic and deontic 
grounding but it also affords the expression of desire that together build an attitude, or 
stance. Nuyts et al. (2005) distinguish three main types of modality: 
 
1. Epistemic modality: true/false; the assessment of likelihood of a state of affairs 
2. Deontic modality: moral/ethical assessment of rightness/wrongness 
3. Situational dynamic modality: indicates ability (means) and possibility inherent to 

the state of affairs, and non-situational dynamic modality including need (want, 
desirability) and necessity (also known as ‘alethic’ modality). 

 
These three types of modality agree with Searle’s conditions of satisfaction that need to 
be met prior to intention-for-action (Searle 2010: 28-29). Palmer (1986) groups these 
types into ‘event modality’: a dynamic scale on which episteme (state of affairs) and 
evidentially (reliable source) are fixed in attitude. A problem with ‘modality’ categories 
is that deontic modality is hard to identify separately because it is a rather fuzzy lexical 
category that can ride along with other meanings (cf. Nuyts et al. 2005). These points 
need to be considered in annotation schemas of attitude in constructions of meaning, 
especially at the text and discourse level of analysis.  
Function: Modality expresses the discursive force dynamics of a coordinate system 
(weight and urgency). In that sense, modality complements time and space but it is not 
of the same conceptual affordance. Modality of attitude functions not only to evaluate 
perception, but also to enable intention-for-action. Affect moderates epistemic 
grounding on an axis of positive and negative certainty that expresses deontic and 
affective proximity or distance.   
Effect: Attitude not only contributes to finding the relatum but also contributes to 
delineating attention fields around the deictic centre, from primary to distal attention 
spaces. The deictic centre indicates proximity in the abstract sense of certainty, truth, 
belief, desire, and moral appropriateness. Moving away from the deictic centre, the 
intentional force regulates conditions for satisfaction.  
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 As mentioned above, the ternary relationship of space, time and modality of 
attitude creates a space in which to fit knowing, feeling, wanting and doing.31 For 
analytic purposes, it is important to distinguish Space, Time and Attitude because they 
occur in different constellations. For Dutch election manifesto analysis, I have focused 
on their coordinating function, directionality and weight (see Chapter 8). 
 
 
4.3.2 Models for deictic frames of reference 
 
In the past decade, Chilton’s Discourse Space Model (2004) has developed into Deictic 
Space Theory (2014), taking deixis as its “overarching concept”: “it is only because we 
use language in context – that is in discourse – that we produce deixis” (ibid., p. 12). The 
abstract space in which deixis is organised is grounded in cultural cognition of physical 
space. The focus of Deictic Space Theory is on linguistic structures, but should also be 
applicable to discursive structures, by the same cultural coordinate systems. However, 
the linguistic modality axis lacks the third “situational dynamics” dimension (Nuyts et al. 
2005). Moreover, modality of attitude is not of the same kind as the time and space axes 
as it has no direct connection with the real world, though it adds an independent 
regulating force that affords constructions of volition and  “intentional states” (Searle 
2010: 28). Thus situational dynamic modality connects knowing and understanding 
with stance taking, as is essential in politics.  

Deictic Space Theory (DST) extends to the analysis of discourse-world cohesion 
(text-in-context) in a spatial coordinate system that is similar to linguistic DST because 
in all perceptual and communicative events: “distance […] is relative cognitive distance” 
(Chilton 2013: 238). Deictic reasoning is an evaluative, deliberative process, and not a 
state that can be isolated from its context (Chilton 2014: 12).32 Supported by existing 
experimental and anthropological evidence of spatial analogy in thought and language, I 
have based the design of the STA model on Chilton’s linguistic deictic-space (Figure 4.2).  
The theory has not, to my knowledge, been applied at the level of discursive 
constructions of deixis and it is tested here for finding variation in the ground-floor 
rationale of Dutch manifestos (cf. Chapters 5 and 6). Considering the complementary, 
rather than conceptualising nature of modality in discourse, I have adapted Chilton’s 
STM model to create a two-dimensional Space x Attitude and Time x Attitude model in 
which Attitude regulates Space and Time deictically. In this way, the STA model was 
tailored to the persuasive and intentional nature of political-discourse constructions to 
include deontic and epistemic attitude, independent desirability and positive and 
negative attribution to Space and Time referents. More details about the STA model and 
annotating attitude for manifesto analysis follow in section 6.3.3. 

                                                        
31 Cf. Blommaert (2015), Chilton (2014), Gärdenfors (2014), May and Thrift (2001), Nuñez and 
Cooperrider (2013). 
32 This paragraph resulted from a lively discussion with Paul Chilton during my Erasmus-exchange visit at 
Lancaster University in 2011. 
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4.3.1.4 Attitude and deictic discourse space 
The art of getting from perception to intention-for-action via discourse is to transform 
perceived ontologies into intentional discourses. This requires an attention field (a 
mental space), deictic dimensions on which to evaluate events, and a relatum (see Figure 
3.3 in section 3.4). If we apply Duranti’s (2015) notion of non-conscious intentionality to 
spatial cognition, the main deictic trigger of intention-for-action (certainty, relevance 
and desirability) is an epistemic sense of direction and force dynamics that are regulated 
by ‘Modality of attitude’ to and in a space and time frame  
Form. Modality is best known in linguistics as a lexical-grammatical category consisting 
mainly of modal auxiliaries (e.g. ‘must’ ‘shall’, ‘might’) and other lexical indicators of 
attitude. Tense and aspect attribute a deontic modality of obligation, urgency, 
desirability and (un)certainty (Palmer 1986). There is more to modality than verbal 
complementation though (Nuyts 2000). Modality regulates epistemic and deontic 
grounding but it also affords the expression of desire that together build an attitude, or 
stance. Nuyts et al. (2005) distinguish three main types of modality: 
 
1. Epistemic modality: true/false; the assessment of likelihood of a state of affairs 
2. Deontic modality: moral/ethical assessment of rightness/wrongness 
3. Situational dynamic modality: indicates ability (means) and possibility inherent to 

the state of affairs, and non-situational dynamic modality including need (want, 
desirability) and necessity (also known as ‘alethic’ modality). 

 
These three types of modality agree with Searle’s conditions of satisfaction that need to 
be met prior to intention-for-action (Searle 2010: 28-29). Palmer (1986) groups these 
types into ‘event modality’: a dynamic scale on which episteme (state of affairs) and 
evidentially (reliable source) are fixed in attitude. A problem with ‘modality’ categories 
is that deontic modality is hard to identify separately because it is a rather fuzzy lexical 
category that can ride along with other meanings (cf. Nuyts et al. 2005). These points 
need to be considered in annotation schemas of attitude in constructions of meaning, 
especially at the text and discourse level of analysis.  
Function: Modality expresses the discursive force dynamics of a coordinate system 
(weight and urgency). In that sense, modality complements time and space but it is not 
of the same conceptual affordance. Modality of attitude functions not only to evaluate 
perception, but also to enable intention-for-action. Affect moderates epistemic 
grounding on an axis of positive and negative certainty that expresses deontic and 
affective proximity or distance.   
Effect: Attitude not only contributes to finding the relatum but also contributes to 
delineating attention fields around the deictic centre, from primary to distal attention 
spaces. The deictic centre indicates proximity in the abstract sense of certainty, truth, 
belief, desire, and moral appropriateness. Moving away from the deictic centre, the 
intentional force regulates conditions for satisfaction.  
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 As mentioned above, the ternary relationship of space, time and modality of 
attitude creates a space in which to fit knowing, feeling, wanting and doing.31 For 
analytic purposes, it is important to distinguish Space, Time and Attitude because they 
occur in different constellations. For Dutch election manifesto analysis, I have focused 
on their coordinating function, directionality and weight (see Chapter 8). 
 
 
4.3.2 Models for deictic frames of reference 
 
In the past decade, Chilton’s Discourse Space Model (2004) has developed into Deictic 
Space Theory (2014), taking deixis as its “overarching concept”: “it is only because we 
use language in context – that is in discourse – that we produce deixis” (ibid., p. 12). The 
abstract space in which deixis is organised is grounded in cultural cognition of physical 
space. The focus of Deictic Space Theory is on linguistic structures, but should also be 
applicable to discursive structures, by the same cultural coordinate systems. However, 
the linguistic modality axis lacks the third “situational dynamics” dimension (Nuyts et al. 
2005). Moreover, modality of attitude is not of the same kind as the time and space axes 
as it has no direct connection with the real world, though it adds an independent 
regulating force that affords constructions of volition and  “intentional states” (Searle 
2010: 28). Thus situational dynamic modality connects knowing and understanding 
with stance taking, as is essential in politics.  

Deictic Space Theory (DST) extends to the analysis of discourse-world cohesion 
(text-in-context) in a spatial coordinate system that is similar to linguistic DST because 
in all perceptual and communicative events: “distance […] is relative cognitive distance” 
(Chilton 2013: 238). Deictic reasoning is an evaluative, deliberative process, and not a 
state that can be isolated from its context (Chilton 2014: 12).32 Supported by existing 
experimental and anthropological evidence of spatial analogy in thought and language, I 
have based the design of the STA model on Chilton’s linguistic deictic-space (Figure 4.2).  
The theory has not, to my knowledge, been applied at the level of discursive 
constructions of deixis and it is tested here for finding variation in the ground-floor 
rationale of Dutch manifestos (cf. Chapters 5 and 6). Considering the complementary, 
rather than conceptualising nature of modality in discourse, I have adapted Chilton’s 
STM model to create a two-dimensional Space x Attitude and Time x Attitude model in 
which Attitude regulates Space and Time deictically. In this way, the STA model was 
tailored to the persuasive and intentional nature of political-discourse constructions to 
include deontic and epistemic attitude, independent desirability and positive and 
negative attribution to Space and Time referents. More details about the STA model and 
annotating attitude for manifesto analysis follow in section 6.3.3. 

                                                        
31 Cf. Blommaert (2015), Chilton (2014), Gärdenfors (2014), May and Thrift (2001), Nuñez and 
Cooperrider (2013). 
32 This paragraph resulted from a lively discussion with Paul Chilton during my Erasmus-exchange visit at 
Lancaster University in 2011. 
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Figure 4.2. A basic deictic space model for linguistic analysis (Chilton 2014: 41). 

 
 
4.4 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis for party positioning 
 
The analogy between spatial constructions of meaning in thought and language that can 
trigger intentionality makes spatial coordinate systems political. Space is a powerful 
rhetorical vehicle because it is presumptive of common ground, relying on the human 
predisposition to see patterns and order. Applying a coordinate system consistently 
across a discourse creates an intrinsically integrated logic that “facilitates the arisal of 
meaning” (Mouffe 2010).33 The spatial grounding approach can enhance, and be 
enhanced by, linguistic and content analysis by connecting micro, meso and macro levels 
of meaning construction. The analogy between these levels of meaning construction 
affords discursive implicature by virtue of conventionalised patterns used by certain 
communities. Communities can then be distinguished by their ground rationale. In this 
way, the discourse-space answer to Apostel’s meta question ‘where to begin’ is ‘spatial 
cognition’.  

The hypothesis is that discourse-space analysis can reveal variation in frames of 
reference and their coordinate systems that are constitutive of politically-motivated 
intentional states. They should then also relate to political dimensions for party 
positioning, from a socio-cognitive perspective. Coordinate systems of worldview 
construction are regarded as discursive markers of ideologically motivated scenarios 
from state of affairs into the unknown future (Heywood 2007). The fundamental 
approach can keep track of shifts in grounding and shifts in the strength of the 
                                                        
33 Lecture by Chantal Mouffe, “Citizenship, Democracy and Pluralism”, Felix Meritis, Amsterdam, Oct. 1, 
2010. 
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underlying episteme. This affects the political rationale of the causal connection 
between worldviews of the present and projections of the world in the unknown future 
that makes it possible to let “the future … legitimate(s) the present and its conflicts and 
sufferings” (Heller 1999: 10).  

The next chapter gives a brief historical background to account for the data 
selection that served to develop a discourse-space model for Dutch party positioning. A 
brief overview of political dimensions provides a background to recent changes in 
political discourse spaces. It discusses the nature of political dimensions to see how 
discourse-space analysis might contribute to party positioning. 
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Chapter 5 
 

Data in Context 
Politics in time and space 

 
 
 
 
 
5.1. Text analysis for party positioning 
 
The Netherlands is a constitutional democracy, which implies a government that is 
vested in its people. The government can only function by public support of its status 
function. In essence, democratic intentions are conditional upon public support and it 
follows that to build shared intentionality, common ground must be established in a 
dialogue between political actors and the public. At election time parties must offer their 
intentions to gain democratic consent. Elections are a barometer of public support of the 
system as well as of the public sentiment, values, grievances, desires, fears and hopes. At 
election time party competition is at its most fierce, vying for the favour of the public at 
large. It is a moment for parties to put their “discourse in a frame” and they do so in the 
manifestos in which they take stock of their worldviews and future projections in a 
logical way but also in a way that makes an appeal to the public. The competition cannot 
be played out on the content of party programmes alone because commitment requires 
a trajectory prior to intentions for action (Searle 2010) to balance epistemic and deontic 
common ground from which future projections emerge. Parties therefore need to set the 
scene as a deictic centre from which causal patterns emerge, following the typically 
political narrative structure proposed by Heywood (2007).  

At election time, parties’ communication with the public may be assumed to be 
consciously intentional in that it is intended to persuade people to vote for them by 
volition. At the same time, political competition requires parties to create their own, 
distinguishing identities. As discussed in the previous chapters, the hypothesis is that 
party worldviews (attention frames, point of view and directions-of-fit) ground their 
rationale in a variety of coordinate systems. It follows that by finding variation in the 
parties’ worldview grounding discourse-space analysis can contribute to political text-
analysis for party positioning onto political dimensions. 
  The socio-cultural aspect of coordinate systems provides a framework for similar 
framing operations, which, as Levinson (2003: 93) demonstrates, are predominantly 
relative and intrinsic in the Dutch language and form a common Dutch ground rationale. 
However, within its culture and its democracy, subcultures occur with different 
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worldviews of the same nation state. Although they are based in relative and intrinsic 
coordination, they vary in the location of the point of view in space and time, the scope 
of their attention frame, and force and direction-of-fit. For example, the spatial and 
temporal dominant attention frame at election time is the nation state of the moment, 
the ‘here and now’. But the evaluation of the state-of-affairs and future scenarios is 
based on a selection of intrinsically non-factual social ‘facts’ and interpretations of their 
relations and scenarios. Cognitive narrative theory (Herman 2000) supports political-
discourse analysis for variation in culturally directed background coordinate systems 
that connect epistemic common ground with deontic attitude from which intentions for 
action can possibly unfold.  

The election event is a prime time for parties to communicate their worldviews 
and political intentions publicly in a variety of media platforms, social networks and 
party websites. A party’s identity will be enhanced by consistency in the coordinate 
system it employs across these modes of communication and in the discourse of its 
various representatives. It is therefore important for parties to have their programmes 
documented in a manifesto for it to serve as a stable reference: a persuasive token of 
internal collective commitment and commitment to ‘the’ public cause. It is becoming 
more problematic to control common ground as the impact of a growing number of 
popular communication channels and genres (blogs, twitter and other social media) 
destabilises the common episteme (cf. section 3.2), including the epistemic spatial 
grounding of coordinate systems that has undergone “a radical, if not revolutionary 
change in the nature and experience of both time and space” into “radically 
foreshortened time horizons” (May and Thrift 2001: 7), and the expanding space 
horizons of globalization. The risk of multimodal communication and multi-voices is that 
intertextual coherence that should carry a party’s intentionality will be lost, and with it 
the transparency of a party’s rationale that should motivate people to cast an informed 
vote. I believe this is a real threat to the status of democracy. There is a need for 
transparency and awareness of the role of the public and how politics are played out in 
order to sustain the principles of representational democracy. To satisfy this need, text 
analysis for content and opinion mining has become quite an industry and research is 
focussing on big data from various sources in a volatile political climate.  Automated text 
analysis is an attractive tool, but automated analysis is not unproblematic in terms of 
accuracy. The value of gold standards needs to be questioned when the communicative 
event and its discourses are in flux. Furthermore, the question is: how do patterns 
detected through automated analysis relate to the presumptive nature of worldview 
construction and intentionality? And how are political dimensions defined in a 
fundamental epistemic paradigm shift? 

Linguistic approaches to political text analysis in The Netherlands have been 
focussing on semantic networks and word-nets in media data and speeches, e.g. the Net-
Method (Kleinnijenhuis and Scholten et al. 2007) and Newsreader34 (Vossen et al., 
Forthcoming). The enormous amount of data that is available requires a strict selection 
to compile a ‘like’ corpus for reliable and informative automated analysis. These 
                                                        
34 http://www.newsreader-project.eu/ 
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methods seek patterns of meaning and attitude in linguistic units and patterns in 
changing semantic relations. Such big data can be analysed for generalities, but the 
question remains whether words and concepts maintain their epistemic and deontic 
quality across genres, and for how long.  Interpretations of results from automated 
analysis still require a qualitative evaluation of historic, cultural and socio-cognitive 
contextual aspects to find evidence of political intentionality.  

Political text analysis is the basis for pre-election opinion mining and dedicated 
Voter Advice Applications (VAAs), such as Stemwijzer and the internationally operating 
Kieskompas.35 Where polls measure public opinion to predict election outcomes, VAAs 
focus on informing the public about parties’ attitudes on prominent issues by matching 
public stance with party stance and mapping these attitudes onto political dimensions. 
The more hybrid the text sources of VAAs are, the greater the need to present layers of 
information that construct parties’ attitudes on salient issues for users who have a need 
for more nuanced information. 

Linguistic and content-analytic methods for political-text analysis are based on 
verbal expressions of content relations and attitude. Rather than relying on lexical 
semantics, a discourse–space approach shows how discourse is constructed spatially. It 
addresses the intentional affordances of explicit verbal constructions. Discourse-space 
analysis could be a source for further interpretations of the nature of proposed relations 
between actors and objects, such as issues or institutions, in a party’s worldview from 
which its intentions for action unfold. Identifying spatial coordinate systems, point of 
view and scope of attention should reveal variation in the argumentational construction 
of worldview, future projections, attitudes and actions. Due to epistemic shifts, the 
possible cognitive affordances of spatial reasoning require background knowledge of the 
historic national, cultural and political context of the moment. To develop an analytic 
frame for STA analysis, the corpus therefore needs to consist of a stable set of very like, 
texts that are representative of the party. Election manifestos provide such a stable 
corpus. Moreover, they are used as a basis for other comparative election projects, such 
as the Comparative Manifesto Project, European Election Studies and Euromanifesto 
Project.36  In order to match results with political methods of analysis, we also need to 
review the relationship between political dimensions and how discourse-space analysis 
can correlate with them. 
 
 
5.1.1 Political dimensions 
 
A common representation of party positions in political science is the two-dimensional 
spectrum of (1) an economic left-right, ranging from social cohesion and market 
correcting to market liberating policy preferences; and (2) cultural, moral progressive–
conservative (see Figure 5.1 below). However, political space theory assumes that:  

                                                        
35 http://home.kieskompas.nl/en and  http://www.stemwijzer.nl/ 
36 Comparative Manifesto Project;  http://eeshomepage.net/; http://eeshomepage.net/euromanifesto-
study 
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methods seek patterns of meaning and attitude in linguistic units and patterns in 
changing semantic relations. Such big data can be analysed for generalities, but the 
question remains whether words and concepts maintain their epistemic and deontic 
quality across genres, and for how long.  Interpretations of results from automated 
analysis still require a qualitative evaluation of historic, cultural and socio-cognitive 
contextual aspects to find evidence of political intentionality.  
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focus on informing the public about parties’ attitudes on prominent issues by matching 
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The more hybrid the text sources of VAAs are, the greater the need to present layers of 
information that construct parties’ attitudes on salient issues for users who have a need 
for more nuanced information. 
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frame for STA analysis, the corpus therefore needs to consist of a stable set of very like, 
texts that are representative of the party. Election manifestos provide such a stable 
corpus. Moreover, they are used as a basis for other comparative election projects, such 
as the Comparative Manifesto Project, European Election Studies and Euromanifesto 
Project.36  In order to match results with political methods of analysis, we also need to 
review the relationship between political dimensions and how discourse-space analysis 
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“… policy spaces must be many dimensional because of the complexity of the political 
and social world; and hence […] they must be generally characterized by instability, 
absence of equilibriums, and voting cycles” (Budge 1994: 456).  
 

Budge’s claim that policy spaces “must be” characterised a presumption of instability 
echoes Searle’s logic in the analogy between human perception of the real world and the 
creation of abstract, social worlds. There must be a solid episteme to give meaning and 
intentionality to human reasoning but political dimensions are sets of volatile 
parametres and their epistemic grounding is hard to identify if there is no stable 
ideological grounding. Therefore, there is not one straightforward way to define each of 
the dimensions. For example, in The Netherlands, the post-war consensus to reconstruct 
the country on a social agenda of reconstruction soon shifted from the moral 
(progressive-conservative) to the economic (left-right) dimension. A more complex 
example is the Netherlands’ relationship with Israel. Some parties have supported 
relations with Israel in the name of freedom of religion (moral, progressive), while also 
supporting economic relations with Israel (economic, right). In this example the 
“Netherlands-Israel” issue is relevant to both dimensions. In the near future, it is to be 
expected that the emphasis will move back to moral and identity issues on the 
progressive-conservative dimension due to growing global instability and uncertainty. 

Cultural and religious diversity leads to very different issue and attitude relations 
that may require new definitions or extra dimensions. The Chapel Hill Expert Survey 
2006 (Hooghe et al. 2010) that was developed for Dutch comparative politics applies a 
more nuanced characterisation of its cultural dimension, also known as GALTAN: 
Progressive is Green, Alternative and Libertarian (GAL); Conservative is Traditional, 
Authoritarian and Nationalistic (TAN) (Marks et al. 2006).37 This makes the dimensions 
more complex, but offers a more specific scale for party positions. For countries with a 
predominantly 2-party system, like the USA, a single dimension may suffice.  

One would assume that each political culture has its own set of relevant 
dimensions that form a network of their worldview construction with its own 
coordinate system. A different kind of dimension is proposed by Postrel (1998) who 
argues for a deeper level of analysis to account for a growing political tension between 
progress and security measures. She proposes a statists–dynamists dimension which 
refers to the temporality of the sense of urgency that characterises political attitude. 
Postrel’s dimension relates to the discourse-space approach that also aims to abduct 
how worldviews are constructed and direct future projections, rather than what is 
constructed. Postrel’s dimension can be related to Searle’s directions-of-fit (2010): 
towards satisfying people’s want for innovation (dynamist-progressive) or towards 
satisfying people’s want for security (statist and conservative). I therefore propose that, 
cognitively, the spatial grounding of attitude on the Progressive-Conservative dimension 
supersedes attitude on the left-right dimension. 
 

                                                        
37 Cf. Van Elfrinkhof et al. (2014: 300) for a motivation for using GALTAN for party positioning. 
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5.1.2 Content analysis for party positioning 
 
It appears that something is missing in content analysis that can deal with fundamental 
cultural epistemic shifts in worldview construction that may account for changes in 
political logic. Epistemic shifts also affect the relationship between the electorate and 
the political institutions. Currently, politics in The Netherlands and in other democracies 
is played out as a fierce competition and content-analytic methods regard competition 
as “the core feature of modern representative democracy” (Dolezal et al. 2014: 57). 
Saliency theory claims that parties compete by selective issue emphasis rather than by 
direct confrontation” (ibid., p. 57). Saliency theory (Budge 1982) and its quantitative 
methods have been the unchallenged standard for party positioning, assuming that 
parties compete via “prioritising rather than a confrontational mode of party 
competition” on ideology (ibid., p. 457).38 The present study aims to show that 
discourse-space analysis and its focus on background rationales reaches beyond 
competitive word games, issue ownership and argumentation styles. It aims to reveal 
variation in parties’ ground-rationales that qualify priority (prioritise) issues, attitudes 
and intentions in a deictic framework.  

Kaal et al. (2014) gives a state-of-the-art overview of qualitative, quantitative and 
hybrid methods for political text analysis. Methods in text analysis for party positioning 
vary from content relations to words as data, words as meaningful data (semantic 
analysis) and words in context (discourse analysis). For example, Wordscores analysis 
uses words as data (Budge and Pennings 2007) to differentiate parties by their use of 
words and issue labels. This method requires expert surveys to establish a gold standard 
from a previous election against which parties can be positioned. New words and labels 
cannot be recognised if the model is based on an older gold standard. Wordscores does 
not take into account the dynamics of language use and meaning in a changing context 
and changes in episteme. Words have different meanings and different affective 
connotations in different coordinate systems. Purely quantitative word counts miss out 
on the dynamics of semantic networks and the pragmatics of language use, particularly 
in political communication, for example in the demise of politeness standards in 
parliamentary debates. Frequently used terms in automated analysis, such as 
‘robustness’, ‘reliability’ and ‘reproducibility’, raise questions concerning the 
phenomenology of politics and societies, and of the pragmatics of language use. There is 
literally more to political text analysis than meets the eye because persuasive texts rely 
on rhetorical patterns of meaning construction that operate at the deeper, subconscious, 
level of cultural conventions, coordinate systems and the natural human craving to 
derive certainty, security, familiarity and trust from familiar patterns.  

A more recent development in descriptive, explanatory and predictive political 
text analysis for VAAs is to combine automated quantitative analysis with qualitative 
content and linguistic analysis of a variety of textual data. However, there are quite a few 
methodological catches to combining methods due to the unstable relationship between 
                                                        
38 Cf. Dolezal et al. (2014) for a critique on saliency theory and the Comparative Manifesto Project. 
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37 Cf. Van Elfrinkhof et al. (2014: 300) for a motivation for using GALTAN for party positioning. 
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38 Cf. Dolezal et al. (2014) for a critique on saliency theory and the Comparative Manifesto Project. 
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language use in a changing social context and due to variation in genre-specific text 
structures. In a descriptive article on estimating party positions for the VAA Kieskompas 
(henceforth KK), Krouwel and Van Elfrinkhof (2014) distinguish five mainly qualitative 
methods:  

 
1. expert surveys 
2. voter surveys 
3. party-elite surveys 
4. roll-call behaviour 
5. manifesto coding (partially automated).  
 

By matching results from these sources, KK combines the voice of each of the 
stakeholders: parties and politicians, experts and voters. However, although VAAs try to 
embrace the political complexity, they also need to reduce complexity to retain 
transparency and user-friendliness, for example, by pre-selecting issue clusters on 
which all parties can be positioned. The problem is that new and alternative issues will 
not be identified if they are singular to a particular party. VAAs are understandably not 
fully comprehensive because, if they were, they might risk being more complex than the 
public wants, that is: they might exceed the general public’s “Need of Cognition” (NfC, 
Kamoen et al. 2015: 4).39 Nevertheless, the goal of VAAs is to fulfil a need for information 
to assist people in taking stance before casting an informed vote. KK offers information 
at various levels, leaving users the choice of the depth of information they need. 

The literature shows that there is no standard way of doing political text analysis 
for party positioning. Each method has its strengths and constraints, depending on what 
the purpose is of the analysis and the chosen types of data and perhaps this is inherent 
to the complex phenomenology of politics. Different data sources are used and different 
premises and goals are set to extract different kinds of information on which parties can 
be positioned (cf. Kaal et al. 2014). To illustrate this, Figure 5.1 shows party positioning 
on Left-Right and GALTAN dimensions in a comparison between KK (Krouwel and Wall 
2014) and the media-based Nieuwsmonitor (Kleinnijenhuis and Van Atteveldt 2014) for 
the 2010 Dutch elections. A 5-point likert-scale (-1 to +1) gauges parties on the x-axis 
(Left-Right) and the y-axis (GALTAN) using normalisation methods to ensure the 
compatibility of results. Both methods focus on the distinguishing features of 
competition between parties. Interestingly the results show a difference in the extremity 
of party positions. For example: the Party for Freedom (PVV) scores fairly Right (0.6) 
and fairly TAN (0.45) on the KK TAN scale. However, Nieuwsmonitor’s reported media 
analysis shows that the PVV score is 1.0 on Right axis and 0.9 on TAN. Nieuwsmonitor 
positions parties more extremely to the left or right, whereas progressive-conservative 
positioning is more in line with KK, except for the PVV that scores more extremely TAN. 
This shows that political reality should be distinguished from media reality. However, 
both methods provide quantifiable evidence for competitive aspects of issue relations 

                                                        
39 NfC “has been defined as ‘the tendency for an individual to engage in and enjoy thinking’ (Cacioppo & 
Petty, 1982: 116)”, cited in Kamoen et al. (2015: 4). 
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and competitive behaviour. The aim of these two methods is to extract cues of 
competition from object relations that reveal what party competition is about by 
allocating issues to the two dimensions, but they do not address the rationale behind 
why. Although competitive research reveals competitive behaviour, it does not reveal 
what parties really stand for. The intentionality that is packaged in parties’ worldviews 
remains a mystery. 

The two-dimensional space shown in Figure 5.1 provides a comprehensive 
graphic representation of these differences, but the graphic visualisation restricts the 
complexity of political relational networks to issue and actor relations in party 
competition (cf. Benoit and Laver 2012; De Vries and Marks 2012). The dimensions 
represent pre-selected sub-issue clusters that were extracted from different sources. 
The advantage is that they can be scaled on political dimensions with quantitative 
precision, relative to a predetermined, neutral or averaged relatum of both dimensions.  
Both methods (KK and Nieuwsmonitor) rely on verbal, quantifiable networks of 
linguistic units that express actor-issue relations in terms of Reality and Ideals. 
However, the underlying spatial coordinate system affects deixis and force directions 
that conceptualise relational networks. The underlying coordinate system affects the 
episteme of Reality and Ideals in what Budge calls “higher dimensional spaces”. 
Discourse-space analysis could add insights in variation between parties’ attention 
spaces and their ontological structures that shape commitment and intentions (cf. Budge 
1994: 443-446). From a spatial-cognition point of view, politically motivated attention 
spaces and their coordinate systems establish a worldview that supports politically-
motivated intentions for action.  
 

 
Figure 5.1. Comparison of Kieskompas (hybrid political data) and Nieuwsmonitor (media data) Dutch party 
positioning in the 2010 national election (from Net-Methode Codeerinstructie Tweede Kamerverkiezingen 
K10, 2010: 3). X axis is Left-Right; Y axis = GALTAN (progressive-conservative). 

 

A discourse-space approach to political text analysis84



84 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 
language use in a changing social context and due to variation in genre-specific text 
structures. In a descriptive article on estimating party positions for the VAA Kieskompas 
(henceforth KK), Krouwel and Van Elfrinkhof (2014) distinguish five mainly qualitative 
methods:  

 
1. expert surveys 
2. voter surveys 
3. party-elite surveys 
4. roll-call behaviour 
5. manifesto coding (partially automated).  
 

By matching results from these sources, KK combines the voice of each of the 
stakeholders: parties and politicians, experts and voters. However, although VAAs try to 
embrace the political complexity, they also need to reduce complexity to retain 
transparency and user-friendliness, for example, by pre-selecting issue clusters on 
which all parties can be positioned. The problem is that new and alternative issues will 
not be identified if they are singular to a particular party. VAAs are understandably not 
fully comprehensive because, if they were, they might risk being more complex than the 
public wants, that is: they might exceed the general public’s “Need of Cognition” (NfC, 
Kamoen et al. 2015: 4).39 Nevertheless, the goal of VAAs is to fulfil a need for information 
to assist people in taking stance before casting an informed vote. KK offers information 
at various levels, leaving users the choice of the depth of information they need. 

The literature shows that there is no standard way of doing political text analysis 
for party positioning. Each method has its strengths and constraints, depending on what 
the purpose is of the analysis and the chosen types of data and perhaps this is inherent 
to the complex phenomenology of politics. Different data sources are used and different 
premises and goals are set to extract different kinds of information on which parties can 
be positioned (cf. Kaal et al. 2014). To illustrate this, Figure 5.1 shows party positioning 
on Left-Right and GALTAN dimensions in a comparison between KK (Krouwel and Wall 
2014) and the media-based Nieuwsmonitor (Kleinnijenhuis and Van Atteveldt 2014) for 
the 2010 Dutch elections. A 5-point likert-scale (-1 to +1) gauges parties on the x-axis 
(Left-Right) and the y-axis (GALTAN) using normalisation methods to ensure the 
compatibility of results. Both methods focus on the distinguishing features of 
competition between parties. Interestingly the results show a difference in the extremity 
of party positions. For example: the Party for Freedom (PVV) scores fairly Right (0.6) 
and fairly TAN (0.45) on the KK TAN scale. However, Nieuwsmonitor’s reported media 
analysis shows that the PVV score is 1.0 on Right axis and 0.9 on TAN. Nieuwsmonitor 
positions parties more extremely to the left or right, whereas progressive-conservative 
positioning is more in line with KK, except for the PVV that scores more extremely TAN. 
This shows that political reality should be distinguished from media reality. However, 
both methods provide quantifiable evidence for competitive aspects of issue relations 

                                                        
39 NfC “has been defined as ‘the tendency for an individual to engage in and enjoy thinking’ (Cacioppo & 
Petty, 1982: 116)”, cited in Kamoen et al. (2015: 4). 

A discourse-space approach to political  text analysis analysis 85 
 
and competitive behaviour. The aim of these two methods is to extract cues of 
competition from object relations that reveal what party competition is about by 
allocating issues to the two dimensions, but they do not address the rationale behind 
why. Although competitive research reveals competitive behaviour, it does not reveal 
what parties really stand for. The intentionality that is packaged in parties’ worldviews 
remains a mystery. 

The two-dimensional space shown in Figure 5.1 provides a comprehensive 
graphic representation of these differences, but the graphic visualisation restricts the 
complexity of political relational networks to issue and actor relations in party 
competition (cf. Benoit and Laver 2012; De Vries and Marks 2012). The dimensions 
represent pre-selected sub-issue clusters that were extracted from different sources. 
The advantage is that they can be scaled on political dimensions with quantitative 
precision, relative to a predetermined, neutral or averaged relatum of both dimensions.  
Both methods (KK and Nieuwsmonitor) rely on verbal, quantifiable networks of 
linguistic units that express actor-issue relations in terms of Reality and Ideals. 
However, the underlying spatial coordinate system affects deixis and force directions 
that conceptualise relational networks. The underlying coordinate system affects the 
episteme of Reality and Ideals in what Budge calls “higher dimensional spaces”. 
Discourse-space analysis could add insights in variation between parties’ attention 
spaces and their ontological structures that shape commitment and intentions (cf. Budge 
1994: 443-446). From a spatial-cognition point of view, politically motivated attention 
spaces and their coordinate systems establish a worldview that supports politically-
motivated intentions for action.  
 

 
Figure 5.1. Comparison of Kieskompas (hybrid political data) and Nieuwsmonitor (media data) Dutch party 
positioning in the 2010 national election (from Net-Methode Codeerinstructie Tweede Kamerverkiezingen 
K10, 2010: 3). X axis is Left-Right; Y axis = GALTAN (progressive-conservative). 

 

Data in context 85



86 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 

Content analysis does not account for the extra-textual affordances of cognitive 
schemas of meaning construction. It does not address the rhetorical affordances of 
socio-cognitive principles of conceptual constructions their relation to the context (fit) 
and how they constitute attitude. The problem seems to lie in the interactive 
presumptive nature of worldview construction: constitute by and constitutive of 
presumptions the socio-cognitive context. In manifestos, parties declare their 
worldviews and their projections of the future to legitimate their proposed policies, but 
in doing so they presume possibilities of future states of affairs that cannot be evidenced 
because they are in the unknown and unpredictable future. Rather than analysing texts 
as a verbal measure for party positions, the purpose of a discourse-space approach is to 
add a cognitive dimension to abduct intentional affordances of worldview construction.  

The aim of developing a discourse-space method for party positioning is to 
connect micro and macro methods by extracting parties’ ground-rationale so as to be 
able to interpret intentions for action from coordinate systems. The hypothesis is that 
consistency in spatial worldview construction strengthens its illocutionary force 
because it enhances the party’s implicit episteme. Discourse-space analysis could 
contribute to explicating the logical relationship between worldview, goals and 
intentions for action from their context, its frame and directions of fit. To find the 
coordinate systems of parties’ grounding schema requires a solid corpus to reduce 
genre-specific, stylistic and functional variants.  
 
 
5.2 Election manifestos as the object of analysis 
 
Manifestos are important documents, not because everyone reads them, but rather 
because of the way they are produced and because of the way they function in the 
background as a reference point in the election event. They provide a solid presentation 
of a party community’s principles and the rationale on which their programme content 
is based. In Dutch politics, this rationale is carefully checked and balanced in each 
party’s active constituency and guided by its elite. All parties produce a manifesto at 
regular intervals prior to each election. The production of a manifesto begins with an 
elaborate backstage process of articulating party identity. In the 1980s the process of 
manifesto writing went through seven stages (Dittrich 1987: 210-211), back and forth 
from party leader to general assembly, carefully checking and balancing to fit the party-
elite worldview. The construction of a party’s programme was thus a party-internal co-
construction that aligned with its inner circle before going public. Today, manifesto 
writing is professionalised, using spin-doctors and communication consultants who 
streamline persuasive argument structure with party ideology, applying rhetorical 
strategies to draw attention in a competitive environment. Around election time, the 
competition for attention is fed by a strong appeal to current public sentiments and even 
to create such sentiments in what is described as ‘populism’ (Wodak 2015). However, 
most parties in The Netherlands still co-construct their manifestos democratically, 
involving prominent party members and local representatives. The draft version is then 
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amended and approved by the party’s General Assembly. This practice gives a 
democratic status to the text and its value should therefore not be underestimated. 

The next step in manifesto writing requires a translation of party-internal 
discourse to public discourse: from consolidating the inner-circle to persuading the 
electorate with more diverse sets of assumptions, knowledge, beliefs and values (Kaal 
2015). The competitive nature of politics calls for the most effective way to appeal to the 
electorate at large. This may lead to strategies to anchor party identity on popular issues 
or to strive for issue ownership. Argumentation strategies of selective content selection 
and explicitness may be used, or focus on, for example, valence issues that appeal to 
basic instincts that need no further explanation, such as ‘security’ and threat (Baldwin 
1987), as we see in populist rhetoric (Wodak 2015). Stylistic strategies may apply that 
will capture the sympathy of specific communities by adopting their stylistic features, or 
of a diverse community by adopting a popular register. 

Because of their elaborate construction process, manifestos can function as a 
reference point, as an internal as well as external anchor (Laver 2001). They are 
referred to in other texts to check and challenge party spokesmen on consistency with 
the style of the party’s communication, its stance on issues and on the more abstract 
level of its ideological premises and interpretations thereof. Even if they are not read 
widely, manifestos are part of the competitive communication circus that is 
characteristic of election events.  

Manifestos, however, are a fairly stable factor. They are complete texts with a 
beginning and an end. All parties produce their election manifesto at regular moments in 
time and space. Manifestos form a central point of reference in comparative, diachronic 
political research (Budge 1994; Lamond 2012: 19-23 and the Comparative Manifesto 
Project CMP; cf. Benoit et al. 2007). Dutch election manifestos generally present: 

 
a. A list of party objectives for a fixed government period (issues, evaluations, goals) 
b. Party’s main principles 
c. Party’s general political programme (actor - issue relations and measures) 
d. Party’s local political programme (counties, provinces, municipalities) (cf. Dittrich 

1987: 207) 
e. A discourse world, or worldview in which a-d fit.  

Manifestos form a cohesive corpus of  ‘like’ texts for their contextual (same time- and 
space frame) and genre-specific aspects (cf. Kaal 2010:10):  
 
1. They are set in the same space and time frame (the nation in an election year). 
2. The manifestos included in the corpus for the current study have a comparable 
narrative surface structure: Title, Introduction, Elaboration, Conclusions and/or Action 
points (Heywood 2007; cf. Chapter 4.2.2 (3) this thesis). 
3. The manifesto genre functions to form an epistemic community around a political 
organisation (cf. Van Dijk 2008) to create a coherent party identity that can be 
effectively communicated to non-community members. Manifestos are socially cohesive 
and communicatively persuasive. 
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4. Manifestos have authority in that, in most cases, they have been carefully formulated, 
amended and approved in a general assembly. 
5. Manifestos are the focal point for political communication during election events 
(Lamond 2012), and after elections they can be used to hold politicians accountable (e.g. 
in parliamentary debates or in the media). 
6. The genre has a national and international status function: a declaration of a party’s 
principles within its geopolitical and temporal mandate. 
7. For more extensive studies, including diachronic analysis, manifestos are the only 
medium-term documents produced regularly by a community (Budge 1994) to 
communicate persuasively with the public.  
 

In general, manifestos provide an internationally acclaimed stable genre, suitable 
for comparative text analysis (Budge et al. 1987). From the discourse-space point of 
view, manifestos reveal a temporal and spatial systematicity as a common feature that 
affords variation in its narrative logic (Heywood 2007) and its spatial grounding. 
Though the basic structure of manifestos is ‘like’, they are grounded in different, political 
perspectives. Their stylistic features can vary considerably in terms of explicitness, style 
of argumentation, speech acts, lexical- and syntactic features. Another variable is the 
coordinate system that makes a text coherent, consisting of a frame of reference, a 
vantage point and directions-of-fit and force dynamics. However, coordinate systems 
operate in the background, directing meaning on culturally and ideologically 
conventionalised principles of spatial reasoning. These background rationales are not 
necessarily explicit and often rely on presumption and rhetorical affordances of text-
intrinsic logic. For example, incumbent parties are known to be more elaborate than 
opposition parties (Marks et al. 2007). Nevertheless, at the deep level, all parties must 
present or presume their worldview ontology in a way that will support their future 
projections and proposed action. 

The form and function of manifestos may vary between parties depending on 
their position in the political contest and on their target audience. Form and function 
will also vary over time to follow transformations in cultural conventions of effective 
communication. The manifesto functions as a declaration of a party’s attitude to a state 
of affairs and as a means to establish common ground for political intervention. Such 
common ground is constituted by and constitutive of the party’s programme. In a 
Peircean sense of semiosis, common ground can vary and be transformed endlessly to 
re-present a state of affairs by rephrasing or recontextualising it (cf. section 3.1.2). The 
manifesto is a political-text genre that functions to foster common ground of shared 
beliefs, knowledge and attention around a political organisation as in Van Dijk’s 
epistemic communities (2004: 9). In politics, the mandatory space of a Government may 
not change, but the external space with which the country interacts may change over 
time (for example the rapidly changing EU-Russian Federation and EU-Greece or EU–
Turkey relations). Common sense of time may also change, e.g. in view of technological 
developments, the notion of efficiency, and perceived threats that call for time 
management. The fluidity of societies requires the manifesto genre to transform to 
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maintain its relevance and appeal. However, the spatial principle of worldview 
construction, as discussed in previous chapters, remains a stable human-cognitive factor 
that lends itself for comparative and diachronic text analysis. Manifestos have an 
informative as well as a persuasive function in and beyond the party constituency. They 
are characterised by conceptual coherence and ideological direction. A discourse-space 
approach to framing gives a perspective on the analogy between real frames and 
abstract frames of reference and the epistemic quality of the known world as well as of 
uncertain future projections (Kaal 2015). 
 Considering Heywood’s (2007: 11-12) basic political scenario beginning with 
claiming a worldview and goal setting to warrant action (cf. Chapter 42.2), spatial and 
temporal coordinates ideological stance with political action:  
a. A worldview of the here and now with roots in past experience that warrants future 
projections; 
b. A non-factual future projection; 
c. Intentions for action that emerge from dissonance between predictions for future (a) 
and the ideal (b).  
The directionality that Heywood suggests is anchored in temporal and spatial attention 
fields: whereas spatial frames set geographic boundaries to a party’s worldview, time 
adds a dynamic dimension of development, force and direction. The resulting schema 
functions as a directive towards desires and intentions to satisfy them (Searle 2010). 
Because of this conflation of natural, experiential and volitional principles, the 
hypothesis is that the discourse-space of a manifesto can tell us something about the 
Progressive-Conservative dimension that is based on values, rather than on the Left-
Right dimension. Spatial frames form boundaries that delineate the abstract, moral 
world.  

The premise of sense making across levels of communicative expression, 
including ‘intentional discourse’ (Duranti 2015), is a consistent ontological discourse-
space configuration that facilitates what Mouffe (2005: 85; 2010) describes as a 
schematic “grammar of conduct” for “the arisal of meaning” in its discourse frame. To 
find the rationale of political attitude, comparative manifesto analysis needs a 
qualitative approach to discourse analysis to find the relative difference in frequency of 
key expressions of time and space that set the scene. For example, if a party mentions 
the ‘medieval Sharia’ only once and other parties do not mention the Middle Ages at all, 
the relative difference would be 100% (Baker 2004) and therefore relatively significant 
of the party’s worldview as presented in its manifesto.  

In The Netherlands, the manifesto genre is as old as the party system itself, going 
back to 1879. Before the post-war ‘depillarisation’ (cf. section 4.3) of secular vs. 
Christian parties, manifestos were declarations of stable ideological identities, giving the 
electorate a clear choice on familiar terms and fostering a deep sense of a common 
Christian or secular plight. As discussed, today’s manifestos are designed for 
competition, carefully mediatised, often avoiding explicit ideological statements by 
focusing on contemporary sentiments and conventions to gain votes across ideological 
constituencies (Takens et al. 2013). We see populist parties taking on issues from the far 
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world.  
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including ‘intentional discourse’ (Duranti 2015), is a consistent ontological discourse-
space configuration that facilitates what Mouffe (2005: 85; 2010) describes as a 
schematic “grammar of conduct” for “the arisal of meaning” in its discourse frame. To 
find the rationale of political attitude, comparative manifesto analysis needs a 
qualitative approach to discourse analysis to find the relative difference in frequency of 
key expressions of time and space that set the scene. For example, if a party mentions 
the ‘medieval Sharia’ only once and other parties do not mention the Middle Ages at all, 
the relative difference would be 100% (Baker 2004) and therefore relatively significant 
of the party’s worldview as presented in its manifesto.  

In The Netherlands, the manifesto genre is as old as the party system itself, going 
back to 1879. Before the post-war ‘depillarisation’ (cf. section 4.3) of secular vs. 
Christian parties, manifestos were declarations of stable ideological identities, giving the 
electorate a clear choice on familiar terms and fostering a deep sense of a common 
Christian or secular plight. As discussed, today’s manifestos are designed for 
competition, carefully mediatised, often avoiding explicit ideological statements by 
focusing on contemporary sentiments and conventions to gain votes across ideological 
constituencies (Takens et al. 2013). We see populist parties taking on issues from the far 
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left to the far right and traditional parties attempting to combine previously clashing 
ideologies, such as the originally far-left green part (GL) that launched the concept of a 
‘green economy’ in 2006. Turning a traditionally left-progressive issue into a neutral-
right issue reflects a fundamental change in the premise of party ideology and the 
relationship between parties and the public, from pulling voters into an existing 
ideology to pushing an ideology pragmatically.  

The aspects of likeness in form and function discussed here make for a 
representative corpus to develop a Space, Time and Attitude model to find variation in 
worldview constructions of Dutch parties. To operationalise the discourse-space model 
for comparative party analysis, the selection of a sub-corpus of Dutch election 
manifestos requires some further contextualisation. In the following section I will sketch 
a history of post-Second World War political developments to explain the relevance of 
worldview analysis in time- and space frames of reference in Dutch politics. This history 
also serves as a background to possible interpretations of the political implications of 
conflated timespaces, their relation to political dimensions, and their stability over time. 
This should situate the selected sub-corpus in a turbulent period around the financial 
crisis that culminated in 2008 as “the worst shock in seventy-five years”.40 
 
 
5.3 Context: A brief history of Dutch politics since the Second World War 
 
A rough sketch of how doing politics in The Netherlands has transformed over a longer 
period of time will show how concepts of time and space have transformed with internal 
and external developments. A detailed history of the transformation of Dutch democracy 
goes beyond the purpose of this thesis, but a historic context is needed to relate the 
ongoing epistemic paradigm shift to shifts in the concept of political ideology.  

Dutch representative democracy goes back to 1848. Protests against monarchy 
had spread across Europe and had also reached The Netherlands under King William II. 
In 1848 he gave in: “Tonight I have decided that The Netherlands should after all 
become a democracy. I have turned from a conservative into a liberal: the Constitution 
has to change.”41 The first civil constitution, drawn up by Thorbecke, laid the ground 
towards proportional representation in 1914 and general elections. However, in 1879 
Abraham Kuyper introduced the concept of party manifestos for the first Dutch political 
party, the protestant-reformed Anti Revolutionary Party (ARP). Kuyper wanted to 
establish a group of like-minded people (gelijkgezinden) as an alternative to the then 
dominant political individualism.42 Ever since, manifestos have been produced at 
regular intervals before elections and provide a valuable historic data source to trace 
epistemic, religious and ideological shifts.  

                                                        
40 Live interview with economist Joseph Stiglitz, Buitenhof, 02-10-2016. 
41 Source: https://www.derdekamer.nl/geschiedenis-van-de-nederlandse-democratie/8-de-grondwet-en-
johan-thorbecke-1848 (accessed 23-09-2016) 
42 Source:  http://www.hetdebatbureau.nl/verkiezingsprogrammas/ (accesses 23-09-2016).  (Abraham 
Kuyper is also the founder of the Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam.) 
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The Dutch political landscape was dominated by Christian parties throughout the 
20th Century. However, after the Second-World-War a significant change occurred in 
party ideology. The post-war time frame was in the spirit of reconstruction and this 
resulted in a general consensus to strengthen the country’s social and economic 
infrastructure as well as its role in the world. Between 1946 and 1981 social cohesion 
and welfare were dominant topics and almost all parties moved to the left on the 
political spectrum. Despite efforts to create a broad people’s movement, involving even 
the Queen’s appeal for constitutional reform, five out of eight dominant parties were 
Christian, against three ideologically strongly divided secular parties (right-wing liberal, 
labour and communist). The parametres for religious-secular differentiation began to 
fade in a slow process of what is known as ‘depillarisation’.43 Depillarisation changed 
the Dutch political landscape fundamentally and set a precedent for government 
coalitions of ideologically opposite parties. It changed the principle of competition, as 
parties needed to leave space for coalition formation. It also affected parties’ 
commitment to their identity, ideology and continuity. Left-Right and Progressive-
Conservative dimensions changed toward secular principles of party competition. The 
Christian stronghold changed in the 1960s coinciding with a general desire for new 
perspectives and the need for a different space in which to fit new values. A newly 
defined episteme was called for to replace traditional ideologies (cf. Aarts and 
Thomassen 2008).  

The underdetermined episteme of political space also provided space for new 
secular parties, like the Pacifist Socialist Party (1957), and the more liberal D’66 (1966) 
and DS70 (1970). The new parties shared a progressive perspective on facilitating a post 
post-war future that legitimised social and economic change but more parties were 
founded that were not all progressive. In 1972 more than twenty-five parties took part 
in the elections. Although the political landscape was still dominated by left Labour, 
right Liberal and Christian parties, the competition shifted from secular-Christian to 
differentiation on the Left-Right dimension. The rise of new parties shook the epistemic 
ground of ‘doing politics’, opening up to future projections of unknown spaces. However, 
the need for coalition governments, by lack of a parliamentary majority of a single party, 
called for coalition governments and strategically forced parties into ideological 
moderation (Dittrich 1987: 227-229). In 1994, after an unprecedented loss of votes for 
the ruling parties, two ideologically opposite parties (Labour PvdA, Liberal VVD) formed 
an unusual coalition with liberal D66 but without the Christian parties who had been in 
government since 1918 (Irwin and Van Holsteyn 1997). This Purple Cabinet managed to 
keep the two old secular ruling parties in office for the next two terms, with the smaller 
D66 as its partner. 

Electoral behaviour in 2006 and 2010 (Van Holsteyn 2007, 2011) shows a further 
shift away from traditional government coalitions of Liberals, Labour and/or Christian 
Democrats. Furthermore, the electoral power over how parties perform in government 

                                                        
43 Sources: https://www.politiekcompendium.nl/id/vh4vakmdqwzx/  (accesses June 2016) 
http://www.parlement.com/id/vh8lnhrpfxub/verzuiling (accessed June 2016) 
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left to the far right and traditional parties attempting to combine previously clashing 
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right issue reflects a fundamental change in the premise of party ideology and the 
relationship between parties and the public, from pulling voters into an existing 
ideology to pushing an ideology pragmatically.  

The aspects of likeness in form and function discussed here make for a 
representative corpus to develop a Space, Time and Attitude model to find variation in 
worldview constructions of Dutch parties. To operationalise the discourse-space model 
for comparative party analysis, the selection of a sub-corpus of Dutch election 
manifestos requires some further contextualisation. In the following section I will sketch 
a history of post-Second World War political developments to explain the relevance of 
worldview analysis in time- and space frames of reference in Dutch politics. This history 
also serves as a background to possible interpretations of the political implications of 
conflated timespaces, their relation to political dimensions, and their stability over time. 
This should situate the selected sub-corpus in a turbulent period around the financial 
crisis that culminated in 2008 as “the worst shock in seventy-five years”.40 
 
 
5.3 Context: A brief history of Dutch politics since the Second World War 
 
A rough sketch of how doing politics in The Netherlands has transformed over a longer 
period of time will show how concepts of time and space have transformed with internal 
and external developments. A detailed history of the transformation of Dutch democracy 
goes beyond the purpose of this thesis, but a historic context is needed to relate the 
ongoing epistemic paradigm shift to shifts in the concept of political ideology.  

Dutch representative democracy goes back to 1848. Protests against monarchy 
had spread across Europe and had also reached The Netherlands under King William II. 
In 1848 he gave in: “Tonight I have decided that The Netherlands should after all 
become a democracy. I have turned from a conservative into a liberal: the Constitution 
has to change.”41 The first civil constitution, drawn up by Thorbecke, laid the ground 
towards proportional representation in 1914 and general elections. However, in 1879 
Abraham Kuyper introduced the concept of party manifestos for the first Dutch political 
party, the protestant-reformed Anti Revolutionary Party (ARP). Kuyper wanted to 
establish a group of like-minded people (gelijkgezinden) as an alternative to the then 
dominant political individualism.42 Ever since, manifestos have been produced at 
regular intervals before elections and provide a valuable historic data source to trace 
epistemic, religious and ideological shifts.  

                                                        
40 Live interview with economist Joseph Stiglitz, Buitenhof, 02-10-2016. 
41 Source: https://www.derdekamer.nl/geschiedenis-van-de-nederlandse-democratie/8-de-grondwet-en-
johan-thorbecke-1848 (accessed 23-09-2016) 
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coalitions of ideologically opposite parties. It changed the principle of competition, as 
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Christian stronghold changed in the 1960s coinciding with a general desire for new 
perspectives and the need for a different space in which to fit new values. A newly 
defined episteme was called for to replace traditional ideologies (cf. Aarts and 
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The underdetermined episteme of political space also provided space for new 
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and DS70 (1970). The new parties shared a progressive perspective on facilitating a post 
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moderation (Dittrich 1987: 227-229). In 1994, after an unprecedented loss of votes for 
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diminished because parties hesitate to declare their possible coalition partners prior to 
elections. Extreme electoral volatility (Mair 2008) and the unfamiliar ideological 
landscape have made both election results and the outcome of coalition agreements, 
unpredictable to this day. This may also affect party positioning towards the middle 
where they think they can gain the most votes. 

Globalisation and international trade have of course also influenced Dutch 
politics contributed to the shifting episteme of space. Western politics has shifted from 
territorial colonialism towards economic and political globalisation, promoting 
democratic as well as capitalist principles across national borders. Today we experience 
the impact of economic globalisation on the status and function of national politics. It is a 
threat to the status function of national governments that need more time to adapt. If 
the power of the vox populi is at the heart of democracy (cf. Picketty’s Capital of the 21st 
Century, 2014), then what does that power preside over today? In the light of European 
and other international agreements, a small country like The Netherlands faces 
decreasing national autonomy because it traditionally depends on international 
relations for its trade and security. Consequently some parties have become more 
nationalistic and Euro-sceptical, eager to find a new raison d’ètre and identity to position 
themselves on the political landscape. Globalisation has increased the importance of 
international political space whereas the self-determinacy of nations is deteriorating. As 
we read in newspapers and in opinion magazines, this development is perceived as a 
serious challenge to the status-function of constitutional democracies and consequently 
to the legitimacy of democracy. Discourses of internationalisation and globalisation are 
typically spatial and their analysis is essential for an understanding of worldview 
variation between parties and their motivation for action.  

A specifically Dutch problem is the large number of parties running for 
Parliament, making the political landscape quite opaque. Over the years the number of 
parties eligible to run in the elections has increased from 12 parties in 1948 (of which 8 
made it into Parliament), to 18 in 2010 (with 10 in Parliament) and 21 parties in 2012 
(with 11 parties in Parliament).44  Of the eleven running parties in 2012, only three were 
Christian, whereas in 1947, there were five out of eight. With so many parties the 
question arises how they can have such very different worldviews of the same 
geographic, political space? The lack of familiar articulated ideological grounding, and 
the increased number of parties vying for political power, has turned election events 
into a fierce public competition. Deeper ideological principles seem to be avoided for 
pragmatic reasons, avoiding ideology and leaving space for coalition formation. In recent 
elections the following coalitions were formed (Table 5.1). 
 
Table 5.1. Dutch coalition governments 2002-2017. 

2002-2006 Balkenende III CDA, VVD, D66 
2007-2010 Balkenende IV CDA, PvdA, CU 
2010-2012 Rutte I VVD, CDA (PVV) 
2012-2017 Rutte II VVD, PvdA 

                                                        
44 http://www.parlement.com 
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Legend: CDA Christian Democrats; CU Christian Union; D66 centre-right; PvdA Labour; VVD Liberal. 
 
The 2012-2017 cabinet was a delicate construction where the two largest parties had a 
very small electoral margin. The cabinet depended heavily on support from opposition 
parties to get a majority in the Senate. The ideologically opposite parties agreed on a 
new kind of coalition agreement where parties grant each other dominance on 
particular issues (in Dutch: gunning), agreeing to disagree, rather than finding a middle 
road in the Dutch tradition of polderen. The shift in the premises of party positioning 
have had an effect on political relations that one might expect to show up in STA analysis 
of the 2006 and 2010 manifestos.45 

Although today staunch party ideologies may be out of fashion, the post-war 
period was characterised by consensus and broad public support, with a strong 
Christian grounding. Today’s coalitions struggle with the need to reform. Parties seem to 
have taken their “discourse out of its frame” (Shakespeare, Hamlet, Act III.ii) to fit it in a 
new, adaptable frame (cf. Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014) that cannot sustain the same kind 
of ideological certainty. The adaptable frame does not support long-term vision. The 
pragmatic coalitions of the 21st Century in the Netherlands do not contribute to 
establishing public trust, as it is predictable that compromises will be made in coalition 
formation. Depillarisation has left an epistemic gap that is marked by a game-change in 
political communication. In this political and electoral transition we see an explosive 
increase in volatile voters that have become an important, unpredictable, target group at 
election time (Knippenberg 2003). At the same time, party commitment is unpredictable 
because parties need to cater to increasing numbers of floating voters and to the 
necessity of coalition formation. The game seems to have changed from conviction to 
competition. Against this background we can consider variation and shifts in parties’ 
spatial grounding as a marker of epistemic and deontic shifts in the 2006 and 2010 
elections. 

Another significant development in the Dutch political arena of the past few 
decades has been the disentanglement of the traditional connection between politics 
and the media. The influence of the media on democracy should not be underestimated 
as it has deeply affected political communication. In the past, broadcasting corporations 
would have an explicit party signature but the semi-liberalised and private broadcasting 
has changed this relationship. The media have gained a more prominent, directive role 
in political competition, adding a layer of “medialogic” to an increasing complex of 
publicly available channels of communication (Takens et al. 2013). The competition in 
public and social media paradoxically calls for stricter party control of its 
communication and new strategies to catch mass-attention without making a faux-pas. 
These developments have contributed to personalisation (ibid. 280-281) of political 
actors and particularisation in political discourse. Consequently it is steering away from 
sustainable ideological principles, coherent worldviews and far-future projections. 
However, following Searle’s logic, there ‘must’ be variation in the ground rationale for 

                                                        
45 Parliament & Politics: http://www.parlement.com/id/vh8lnhrogvvp/coalitie 
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diminished because parties hesitate to declare their possible coalition partners prior to 
elections. Extreme electoral volatility (Mair 2008) and the unfamiliar ideological 
landscape have made both election results and the outcome of coalition agreements, 
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where they think they can gain the most votes. 
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territorial colonialism towards economic and political globalisation, promoting 
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threat to the status function of national governments that need more time to adapt. If 
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Century, 2014), then what does that power preside over today? In the light of European 
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decreasing national autonomy because it traditionally depends on international 
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themselves on the political landscape. Globalisation has increased the importance of 
international political space whereas the self-determinacy of nations is deteriorating. As 
we read in newspapers and in opinion magazines, this development is perceived as a 
serious challenge to the status-function of constitutional democracies and consequently 
to the legitimacy of democracy. Discourses of internationalisation and globalisation are 
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44 http://www.parlement.com 
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Legend: CDA Christian Democrats; CU Christian Union; D66 centre-right; PvdA Labour; VVD Liberal. 
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45 Parliament & Politics: http://www.parlement.com/id/vh8lnhrogvvp/coalitie 
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politically motivated intentions for action, because intrinsic motivation and 
intentionality are a condition for any human action. Every discourse must have a 
grounding principle to bring order to its ‘wild affairs’. The primacy of spatial cognition 
supports the assumption that there must be variation in coordinate systems of party 
worldviews that provide evidence for further interpretations of parties’ goals and 
intentions-for-action: "An understanding of frames helps illuminate many empirical and 
normative controversies” (Entman 1993: 55-56; cf. section 4.2.1) 

Considering today’s lack of ideological differentiation in Dutch party positions (cf. 
Figure 1.1), there is a clear need for reliable estimates and platforms that can inform the 
public when they are required to cast their vote. The internal and external factors of 
shifts in Dutch politics described here will be tested through a historical discourse-space 
approach to reveal variation and shifts in party worldviews. The theory of epistemic 
shifts in time and space frames from anchoring in actual geographic space or in non-
factual relative space would suggest that globalisation and technological advancements 
fundamentally affect people’s epistemic grounding, and consequently people’s views on 
making the social world affect the status and power of democracy. It therefore makes 
sense to explore how discursive frames-of-reference can be identified in political, 
persuasive communications. 

In order to relate coordinate systems to political dimensions, the hypothesis is 
that the temporal and spatial framework of a party’s worldview is the guiding force of its 
worldview ontology. It sets a scene that affords and constrains the options of problem 
identification and problem solving. This analogues premise connects STA with political 
positions on certain dimensions, which will be discussed in Chapter 8. 
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Chapter 6 
 

A Discourse-Space Model for Dutch Manifesto Analysis 
 
 
 
 
 
6.1 Rhetorical affordances of STA frames in Dutch manifestos 
 
Post-war ‘depillarisation’, drifting ideologies and competition in Dutch politics called for 
new forms of presenting party identity at election time (c.f. Chapter 4.3 and 5.2). As a 
response to increasing ideological instability longitudinal political text analysis needs to 
be adaptable to be able to address variation and change in ontological frames that hold 
political worldviews together. The proposed discourse-space approach is itself adaptive 
as it explores variation in the spatial grounding of parties’ worldviews from which 
future projections and (politically-motivated) intentionality unfold. The function of 
rhetoric is understood here in the Aristotelian sense:  rather than seeking to discover 
‘truth’ I seeks to discover on what spatial epistemic ground ‘certainty’ is constructed and 
how it then builds intentionality (cf. Chapter 3.2). The approach takes into accont 
Foucault’s (1966) epistemic shift from external, absolute (factual, realis) to a variable 
construct of what Plato might have called internal ‘knowing truth’ (semi-factual, 
irrealis). The analogy between perceptual and experiential space and time and 
politically-motivated perception strengthens the epistemic value of irrealis worldviews.  

 
 
6.2 Narrative aspects of worldview construction in election manifestos 
 
Heywood’s (2007) political narrative logic holds that politics begins with worldview. 
This led to investigating where in a manifesto worldview is most explicitly constructed. 
Manifestos were selected from two election years (2006 and 2010), around the financial 
crisis of 2008 that was “the worst shock in seventy-five years” (Stiglitz 2016)46 in 
modern Western history since the Second World War. The sudden conscious urgency of 
taming the financial crisis marginalised socialist ideals and was reflected in a shift in the 
grounding of the political narrative. The epistemic ground of politics had shifted and 
caused a fundamental transition that called for a reconsideration of political priorities, 
principles, accountability and party identity as a distinguishing feature. The change in 

                                                        
46 Live interview with economist Joseph Stiglitz, Buitenhof, 02-10-2016. 
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voter behaviour was dramatic and many of the established parties lost considerable 
public support (cf. section 5.3 and Aarts and Thomassen 2008), and the trend of drifting 
voters continues into the present. Some parties adopted alternative strategies. For 
example, the GreenLeft, which was known to promote a social and environmental 
programme, turned green policy into a green economy (EKOnomie and “the green 
economy”, GL EM-Intro 2006), suggesting that investment in the ecological effort would 
benefit the environment, economic growth, as well as a fairer distribution of wealth 
(ibid. pp. 10-11). Some new parties disappeared quickly and some politicians started 
their own one-man faction. The Netherlands has around twenty-two political parties. A 
selection was made of parties that were in Parliament before 2006 and those that were 
most likely to gain seats after in the 2006 and 2010 elections (Table 6.1).  
 
Table 6.1. Ten Dutch parliamentary parties for discourse-space analysis. 

CDA Christian Democratic Appeal 
CU Christian Union 
D66 Democrats 1966 
GL GreenLeft 
PvdA Labour Party 
PvdD Party for the Animals 
PVV  Party for Freedom 
SGP Reformed Political Party 
SP Socialist Party 
VVD People’s Party for Freedom and Democracy  

 
 
Close reading of party manifestos for similarities in their narrative composition showed 
that the structure of the 2006 and 2010 manifestos typically consisted of four and 
sometimes five text segments: 
1. Title 
2. Foreword and/or Letter from the party leader or manifesto committee 
3. Introductory chapter or paragraphs on the state of affairs (main issues and actors, and 

space and time location of primary attention field). 
4. Elaboration on selective issues (contextualisation and evaluation of current affairs, 

future projections and urgency/severity of action).  
5. Resolutions: a listing of main points and intentions for action in some manifestos. 
A few qualitative pilot studies were performed to discover where STA grounding 
occurred most explicitly in the texts and how STA results might be interpreted in terms 
of political dimensions. Specific themes were chosen on the basis of their relation to 
physical space and external time (Immigration and Security) and to abstract ideational 
political spaces. The pilots were carried out to explore characteristics of the manifestos’ 
narrative composition. They also gave a first impression of linguistic and text-
compositional units could be distinguished that were relevant to time and space 
framing. These findings informed annotation unit instructions that led to the final STA 
codebook  (Appendix 6.3, NL; and 6.4, English translation). 
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6.3 Corpus selection for STA analysis: pilots, models and adaptations  
 
 
6.3.1. Pilot studies and corpus selection 
 
Pilot studies were performed to see what kinds of space, time and attitude markers were 
typical of the discourse about two salient topics in the 2006 and 2010 manifestos: 
Immigration and Security. The topics were chosen because they are inherently directive 
concepts in terms of alleged threats and (dis)advantages that require control. Their 
spatial nature makes these topics more explicit on space and time and therefore served 
as cases to check the applicability of STA analysis. 
 
6.3.1.1 Immigration 
This pilot tested assumptions about the epistemic grounding quality of spatial frames of 
reference to compare stance on Immigration between three ideologically quite different 
parties: the populist PVV, Liberal VVD and Green GL (Kaal 2010). The pilot involved the 
selection and annotation of the introductory paragraphs of three parties with different 
positions on the Kieskompas chart in EM-Intro 2006. In this pilot Space, Time and 
Attitude were annotated for geographic space and external time. A crude two-point scale 
was used for space: national and foreign. The five-point scale for Time included Present, 
Near- and Far-Past and Near- and Far-Future as these were found in the texts. The 
annotation tool Atlas-ti47 was used for this pilot. Counts of expressions were normalised 
per total number of words of the full data set. 
Directions-of-fit were abducted from positive and negative attitude. For example, the 
PVV 2010 manifesto refers to national pride in ancestors’ achievements. This has a 
proximating direction-of-fit that links Past/Here positive to Present/Here desirable. On 
the other hand, the link between “the barbaric Middle Ages” and the Islamic world (PVV 
EM 2012) has a distancing direction-of-fit (i.e. undesirable in the here and now). Levels 
of attention were distinguished quantitatively. Figure 6.1 shows variation between three 
parties’ main attention fields. The semi-circles delineate primary attention fields and in 
the case of the GL party a secondary attention field was identified. The arrows indicate 
results of positive-negative attitude as directions-of-fit. The arrow pointing inward 
(down) is Positive, indicating the intention of inclusion in the case of immigration 
measures. The arrow pointing outward (up) is Negative for VVD and PVV and indicates 
an intention of exclusion. For GL both directions (inclusion and exclusion) are positive. 
This first close reading and annotation yielded promising results for linking STA with 
party differentiation, revealing variation in parties’ scope (the extent of time and space 
frames of reference) and in directions-of-fit. In all three parties The Netherlands is the 
main frame of reference. As for Time, PVV stands out with its (positive) attention to the 
far past. 
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Figure 6.1.  Space and Time attention fields and directions-of-fit projected on Chilton’s (2004) DSM model 
and applied to selected Immigration text segments in EM 2006 for VVD, PVV and GreenLeft. 
 T = Time, S = Space/Distance. M = Modal qualifier of time and/or space references was used to gauge force 
and directions-of-fit. 
 
 
The difference between the parties’ time and space frames suggests an argumentational 
relationship between problem-identification with a view to the present and problem-
solving policies with a view to the future, for example (author’s English translations):  
 

(1) VVD (2006) says it wants to “headhunt” talents abroad to boost the economy, while it 
wants to exclude so-called “chanceless” (kansloze) immigrants.  

(2) PVV (2006) focuses on threats to ‘our’ society, using an inclusion-exclusion strategy. 
The party perceives everyday threats, while framing immigration negatively, aligning 
with the party’s restrictive policy proposals on immigration. 

(3) GL (2006) speaks of migration as being mutually beneficial in “One world full of 
opportunities” and in which The Netherlands is “a world country”. Their spatial frame 
presumes a positive connotation of  “one world” in which two-way traffic is natural 
and desirable. 

 
The contrast between these parties’ worldview scopes and directions-of-fit suggests a 
logical connection between their spatial orientation and their restrictive or facilitating 
intentions for action. These preliminary results on a simple STA schema encouraged 
further exploration of the political implications of Space, Time and Attitude as a 
comparative indicator of parties’ stance on the topic of Immigration. 
 
6.3.1.2. Security  
The second pilot involved a manual analysis of parties’ attention to Security (Kaal et al. 
2009) to discover how content, lexical-semantic and discourse analysis might be 
combined. The hypothesis was that we would find distinguishing features of party 
rationales for restrictive/stimulating security measures (Figure 6.2), on a metaphoric 
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‘strict-father/nurturing-parent’ scale (Lakoff 2002). The analysis included ten parties 
that were likely to gain seats in Parliament in the 2006 elections (see Table 6.1 above).  
 First we measured how much attention each party paid to security issues. 
Content analysis involved annotating security-related issues (Human Rights, social 
security, crime, terrorism and fraud, health and the environment, socio-economic 
security), their actors (victims, perpetrators and protectors), and measures. Linguistic 
analysis focused on deontic verbs on a scale of restrictive to facilitating measures. 
Discourse analysis involved space and time frames, identity (role), and political goals. 
Results in Figure 6.2 show that the Animal Rights Party (PvdD) scores highest on 
Security, just above PVV, followed closely by GL. However, to interpret these different 
results politically, the contexts in which each party frames Security needs to be 
considered, and they were quite different. At the more fine-grained level of security-
related issues, PvdD connected security with life-on-earth; GL with the environment; 
and PVV favours national security in view of threats from abroad (Kaal et al. 2009: 85). 
 
  

 
Figure 6.2. EM 2006 on Security and ‘not security’ (percentage of words and phrases on ‘security’ relative to 
‘other’ issues) (working paper, Kaal et al. 2009). 
 
 

Figure 6.3 shows how parties balance their stimulating and restrictive measures. 
Content, linguistic and discourse frames together build the rationale for stimulating or 
restrictive measures. For instance, when the party’s worldview involves external threats 
and the attitude is ‘fear’, it seems logical that the party proposes restrictive measures to 
eliminate the threats, as was found for the PVV in particular. An important discovery of 
this exercise was that parties’ consistently sketched their scope-of-attention most 
explicitly in the introductory paragraphs of their manifesto. In that position, worldview 
frames function as presumed knowledge (common ground) that directs intentionality in 
the more issue-specific paragraphs that follow the introductory section.  
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Figure 6.3. Absolute numbers (N) in the EM 2006 sub-corpus on Security. Restrictive (r) and stimulating (s); 
other (o) (Kaal et al. 2009: 88, Table 2). 

 
 
These two pilots led to the conclusion that combining content, linguistic and 

discourse-space analysis requires finding where in the texts the scene was set most 
explicitly (discussed in detail in Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014). Following Heywood’s 
political-narrative composition the decision was made to restrict the corpus to the 
introductory paragraphs of manifestos (EM-Intro) in which time and space frames are 
sketched most explicitly.  Consequently, STA analysis is restricted to the grounding of 
politically-motivated worldviews and not of the entire programme. However, the spatial 
frame is the scaffolding on which issues, actors and policies are connected. STA analysis 
can distinguish parties on the ground-floor framework of their worldviews from which 
intentions for action may unfold. As discussed in Chapters 2-4, STA analysis can inform 
analysis to find variation in attention frames and their networks of content relations.  
A Kieskompas comparison of the selected parties over three election years (2006, 2010, 
2012) is shown in Figure 6.4. Overall, the Kieskompas comparison positions parties 
diagonally from Left-Progressive to Right-Conservative and shows how parties shift 
position over time. We see that all parties move to the right and progressive parties 
become more progressive while conservative parties became more conservative. The 
trend towards more extreme progressive and conservative positions indicates 
prevalence in party-competition on this dimension over Left-Right. But content analysis 
does not address the ‘how’ question at the deep level of worldview construction and its 
presumptive affordances in building intentions for action. Postrel’s (1998) statist-
dynamist approach is designed for a deeper, cultural level of analysis that accounts for 
growing political tension between facilitating and restrictive measures and parties’ 
intentionality. In that light, the question as to how worldviews are constructed can shed 
light on why people want to take measures. Rather than focusing mainly on what is 
constructed, modern comparative politics needs to focus on the processes by which 
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events are constructed  (cf. section 5.1.1). A detailed account of how STA results might 
inform party positioning follows in Chapter 8, on the basis of the results of STA analysis. 

 
 

 
Figure 6.4. Kieskompas results on party shifts on Left-Right and Progressive-Conservative 2006-2010-2012 
(CU, CDA, D66, GL, PvdA, PvdD, PVV, SGP, SP, and the VVD, and two other parties: 50PLUS and Trots). 
(Oomkes 2012, source Kieskompas). 
 
 

To get back to the data selection, in all cases the selected text segments that most 
typically ‘set the scene’ appeared at the beginning of the manifestos. They proved to be 
the most significant expressions of party worldviews. Figure 6.5 gives an overview of the 
percentage of the selected sub-corpus (EM-Intro) relative to each full manifesto (EM-
Full).  

There did not appear to be a particular pattern in the length of introductory 
paragraphs relative to EM full with an average 10% (=2000 words). Genre-specific 
exceptions in the corpus were the manifestos of the PVV (2006) and the VVD (2006). 
They produced a pamphlet and a tabloid, respectively, that were much shorter 
compared to the manifestos of the other parties and they lacked an argument structure. 
This explains why their introductions were relatively longer. The practical explanation 
for their divergence from the customary genre is that the VVD General Assembly had 
rejected the draft manifesto just before the elections, and instead produced a 4-page 
tabloid, with short articles on each of their main points. The newcomer party, the PVV, 
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had emerged 6 months prior to the elections and produced a pamphlet listing general 
claims about the state of affairs and a list of actions to be taken, referring to two 
previously published pamphlets. It should be noted that PVV was and is a unique, non-
democratic, organisation and their manifesto was not subjected to the scrutiny of party 
representatives. PVV has one member, the leader, who is not elected. In 2006 and 2010 
the party did not have representatives in any government board or council.  
 
 

 
Figure 6.5. EM-Intro percentage of EM-Full per party, 2006 (average 11.26%) and 2010 (average 7.95%). 
 
 

The corpus consists of ten party manifestos in two election years, referred to as 
EM-Full 2006 and EM-Full 2010 (together 461,041 words) (Appendix 6.2, Table A6.2.1). 
A close reading of EM-Full was performed to see whether and where in the texts there 
were sufficient like-cues for Space, Time and Attitude that could be clustered in nodes 
relevant to party differentiation. STA cues were particularly present in the introductory 
paragraphs. Following the results of the pilot studies, the sub-corpus consisted of 
introductory paragraphs (Forewords and opening paragraphs), referred to as EM-Intro 
2006 and 2010 (35,663 words, 7.7 % of EM-Full). In the case of the 2006 pamphlets of 
the VVD and PVV, introductory paragraphs were selected from each of the issue-specific 
article. The selected EM-Intro 2006 and 2010 texts are available in Appendix 6.1 and 
quantified in Appendix 6.2 (Table A6.2.2). 
  
 
6.3.2 A discourse-space model for EM-Intro 
 
Further close reading of EM-Intro was performed to identify patterns in the kinds of S, T 
and A expressions that frame worldviews. Chilton’s linguistic Time-Space-Modality 
model (Chilton 2004: 58; see Chapter 3, Figure 3.3) was adapted (Figure 6.6) to 
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investigate discourse-space construction. Space is assumed to preside over time while 
time has an independent (abstract) role in expressing temporality and dynamics in 
timespaces (see Chapter 3 on Time). Furthermore, attitude is considered a modifier that 
regulates space and time deictically. The integration of positive and negative attitude in 
the model will be discussed in Chapter 7. Attitude is clearly of a different nature than 
space and time as it functions, not to locate, but to regulate proximity/distance in force 
directions-of-fit. It is considered a subjective attribution to T and S that indicates 
degrees of realis (certainty) and irrealis (desirability). Attitude provides a sense of 
epistemic, deontic and affective weight that regulates perlocutionary force. 
 
 

 
Figure 6.6. Deictic Space- and Time x Attitude model for discourse-world analysis. 
 

For example, when the PVV claims that “Holland is full” without further elaboration it 
builds on presumed common knowledge of a state of affairs (‘Holland’ is here in The 
Netherlands and ‘is’ indicates a state of affairs at present). Moreover, the type of speech 
act (claim) presumes factuality. However, Attitude is not expressed but is provided in 
the textual context where immigration is associated with the negative connotation of 
threat. As a result, “Holland is full” claims a sense of certainty of an undesirable 
situation, which then triggers intentions for defensive intentions for action (PVV EM-
Intro 2010). Lexical Attitude markers were scaled and clustered in nodes (cf. Appendix 
6.3 NL and 6.4 EN). Inspired by Werth’s deontic scale (1999), the attitude scale was 
applied as a factor to modulate time and space relative to the deictic centre on a 
symmetrical 5-point scale from strongly positive to strongly negative certainty or 
(un)desirability, as shown in Figure 6.7 (Cienki et al. 2010). The nodes and examples of 
attitude markers are given in the annotation instruction (Appendix 6.3, Table 3). 

Although annotation yields quantitative results, these results need to be 
interpreted prudently as they are based on a directive annotation instruction, rather 
than definitive. There is no gold standard, no predetermined lexicon and the annotation 
units are not restricted to words. The aim is to be as comprehensive as possible but the 
complexity of interpreting non-discrete spatial schemas and their affect on other levels 
of conceptualisation requires an open approach (cf. Stelma and Cameron 2007: 363). 
The significance of time and space frames is not a matter of frequency because their 
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effect on meaning and intentionality building is a matter of where S and T referents 
occur in the narrative structure that directs their deictic effect. The space-frame 
example “Holland is full” needs to be mentioned only once to resonate throughout the 
manifesto to set the scene for the party’s stance on immigration. The PVV’s “barbaric 
Middle Ages” is an example of a non-desirable time frame in the frame of the party’s 
prior anti-Islam attitude. The media attention it attracted at the time was due to the 
underspecified directness of the claim. For political interpretations of discourse-space 
analysis, significance can be sought in per cent differences relative to the corpus size, 
rather than in pure quantification because of the potential effect of STA frames and their 
narrative structure. 
 
 
6.3.3 Creating tagsets 
 
STA tagsets were created in the KAF annotation tool. They were abducted from the texts 
to form reliable codebook instructions. The tagsets were meant to extract layers of 
frames of reference by their coordinates and the attitude that is associated with them. 
They are based on the following principles: 
 
Tagset 1. Space. Space nodes are markers of politically relevant geo-spaces, and 
relational references to distance and proximity to very local (“the streets are still unsafe” 
PVV)48 to local-global relations (“Holland is a part of the world” GL)49 and external 
global problems such as the ‘economic crisis’ or ‘global warming’. Nodes were added as 
they emerged from the sample data set. Thus, the Dutch Border was included as a 
category because immigration was a salient issue in these election years with attention 
to the spatial notion of insider (e.g. autochtonen) and outsider (e.g. allochtonen) 
differentiation across parties. Table 6.2 shows the nodes elicited from the texts with 
some examples (more examples in Appendix 6.3, Table 2 in Dutch and Appendix 6.4 in 
English). 
 
Table 6.2 Space nodes in the STA model for Dutch EM-Intro 2006, 2010. 

Space nodes Examples 
Local the councils and provinces 
NL our country 
NL-border migration 
EU Brussels 
Western World (WW) the crisis 
Non-Western World (NWW) islamification 
Global international trade 
Infinite His Kingdom 

 

                                                        
48 “the streets” are close by, here; “are” suggests this is currently so, now. Together with negative 
attribution “unsafe” the sentence can be seen to frame a sense of urgency. 
49 Suggests that “Holland” and “the World” are here, and “is” suggests this is a current fact (certainty). 
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Tagset 2. Time. Time nodes often connect with political periodicity (government terms), 
historic events (timespaces, e.g. the 1930s crisis), and periodic or continuous future (e.g. 
sustainability and the Christian eternity perspective expressed in terms of ‘His 
Kingdom’, ‘The Word’ as being of eternal duration). Timespces were annotated for both 
Space and Time if both were known. Time was coded for markers such as discrete time-
events, duration, length of time, reference to the past, present and future. Linguistic 
coding for tense and aspect was avoided (see section 2.3.2). Time annotation required 
more interpretation than space, which was to be expected due to the more abstract 
nature of time. Time nodes elicited from the text are shown in Table 6.3.  
 
 
Table 6.3. Time nodes in the STA model for Dutch EM-Intro 2006, 2010. 

Time nodes Examples 
Eternal Past never, The Bible 
Past > 10 years the 1980s, the Middle Ages 
Past < 10 years the former government 
Present maintain, current 
Future <10 Years invest 
Future > 10 Years sustainability 
Eternal Future For ever 

 
 
Tagset 3. Attitude. Attitude was differentiated on a symmetrical 5-point scale of modal 
positive-neutral-negative attribution to space, and time expressions. They were coded as 
time + attitude and space + attitude. In a pilot study, attitude annotation – from 
absolutely certain/desirable to neutral to ‘certainly not/undesirable’ – was linked with 
time and space references and calibrated with time and space annotations in these 
preliminary examples to weigh their impact, initially on a 7-point scale, but this was 
reduced to a 5-point scale in view of annotation agreement results (Figure 6.7, Table 
6.4). A Dutch translation of Chilton’s ranking of expressions of attitude (2005: 89, 90, 
inspired by Werth 1999) on a symmetrical realis-irrealis scale from certain to certainly 
not was used as a basis for weighting epistemic and deontic words and phrases, as well 
as irrealis expressions of affect ([un]-desirability).  
 
 

 
Figure 6.7. Attitude on a deontic, epistemic, and affective scale modifying space and time references. Dutch 
equivalents were sought and complemented with equivalents emerging from the text. (See Appendix 6.3 (NL) 
and 6.4 (EN) Codebooks, Table 3 for Dutch examples.) 
 
 
 
 

Is/necessary, likely/desirable acceptable/possible unlikely is not/unacceptable
must be, should be, might, may, might not, may not, can’t be, must not
deserve wish, believe prefer perhaps undesirable unacceptable
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able 6.4 Attitude nodes in the STA model for Dutch EM-Intro 2006, 2010. 
Attitude nodes and factors Examples 
Certain Is, will, duty, necessity 
Likely Probable, likely, hope, prefer 
Neutral/possible possibly, sufficient, acceptable 
Unlikely Uncertain, unlikely 
Certainly not Impossible, unacceptable 

 
 
Because realis and irrealis are projected on the same dimension, the scale 

conflates deontic and epistemic values and affect. I argue that in this corpus the three 
types of modifiers are propositional and have the same rhetorical effect on time and 
space distancing/proximisation, whether referring to the known world, or to an 
imagined or desired world. They have the same pragmatic function: to legitimate 
political stance towards intentions for action. Attitude serves as a modifier or intensifier 
of the scope and levels of attention spaces, as well as its sense of temporality (speed of 
change and urgency of action), as in the strong IMMIGRATION IS A TSUNAMI metaphor that 
connotes immediacy and suggests an irreversible situation.  
 The following examples from the sub-corpus give an impression of what was 
annotated and how this may relate to variation in politically motivated ground 
rationales. It must be noted that it is not really possible to catch worldview and its layers 
of attention in single sentences as ST and A are ternary and form a discursive, spatial 
and affective triplet. These examples from EM-Intro 2010 serve as an indication of the 
kinds of interpretation that STA analysis might account for (translations mine). Coding 
and cross-coding of conceptual text segments was facilitated in the Kyoto Annotation 
Format (KAF) (Bosma et al. 2009; cf. Cienki et al. 2010).50  

Two sentences from the PVV (2010) provide a telling example (translation mine):  
 
(1) NL/Very Past>10-Present 

Our ancestors have transformed a swampy bog into something the whole world envies. (EM 
2010 PVV Intro) 
(Onze voorouders hebben een zompige moerasdelta omgevormd tot iets waar de hele wereld 
jaloers op is.) 

(2) Local/Now-Near Future process 
Borough after borough, street after street, school after school is being islamified. (EM2010 
PVV Intro) 
(Wijk na wijk, straat na straat, school na school worden geïslamificeerd.) 

 
The annotation might be interpreted in the following way: PVV pulls Far-Past history 
into the present with a positive attitude (traditional, nationalistic grounding). This is 

                                                        
50 Since starting the annotation for this project, new annotation formats have been developed that are 
more user-friendly, customisable and multi-layered, e.g. the Content Annotation Tool, CAT that is suitable 
for combining content, lexical and linguistic analysis from micro to macro-level tagging (Bartalesi et al. 
2012) 
http://dh.fbk.eu/resources/cat-content-annotation-tool 
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contrasted with a negative assessment of the local, current state of affairs, while 
pointing at an ‘outsider’ perpetrator. The resulting scenario is: proud of the past, 
negative of the present, and logically protective of the future of the country. The PVV 
manifesto presents its program low on nuances (cf. Figure 6.10) and high on 
presumptive ‘common’ knowledge, relying on primitive sentiments of national pride 
versus threats as a typical ‘us’ and ‘other’ polarisation.  

By contrast, GL draws positive attention to the future: 
 

(3) NL/Now-Future process 
The GreenLeft wants to look ahead. Politicians must now do what is necessary and think of the 
future of our children. (EM2010 GL Intro) 
(GroenLinks wil vooruitkijken. Politici moeten nu doen wat nodig is en denken aan de toekomst 
van onze kinderen.) 

 
This sentence appeals to basic sentiments of family protection. ‘Must’ ‘now’, ‘necessary’ 
and ‘our’ connote urgency and full commitment. The sentence may be interpreted as 
future-oriented, progressive stance on social issues. The CDA manifesto has a different 
style that makes it particularly hard to capture attitude in single sentences. Their 
introductory paragraphs focus the urgency of measures to be taken here and now (less 
government, more society), and responsibilities for the long-term (rentmeesterschap – 
stewardship; duurzaamheid or bestendigheid – sustainability). The long-term is an 
important, but secondary, attention space for CDA (Figure 6.8), whereas it is the main 
focus of GL (Figure 6.9). 

Space and time references were calibrated with their Attitude factor and resulted 
in graphic representations of the scope of worldviews (Figures 6.8-10) in an effort to 
visualise STA frames on two dimensions and in three levels of attention (black = primary 
attention field (NL); grey = secondary attention field, dotted lines indicate the third-level 
attention field reaching out to global (GL, PVV) and infinity (CDA). The comparison of 
these three parties shows the potential of STA analysis to visualise levels and variation 
in worldview scope.  

A problem in the annotation arose from the argumentation strategy of 
juxtaposition. For example, a positive past may presuppose a negative present or future 
perspective. To solve this dilemma, negative attitude was counted as positive of its 
opposite, i.e. positive past = negative future, unless there were other indicators of 
course. The crude figures resulting from this exercise show that the primary vantage 
point of the three manifestos is ‘the nation state at election time’, as might reasonably be 
expected considering the institutional political space in which a government has its 
mandate. Variations in parties’ peripheral spaces are considered to be more significant 
of variation between parties, or their unique position, because they show clear 
differences in the range and weight of attention spaces. Eventually, reliability tests 
(described below in section 6.4.2) indicated that a 5-point scale gave better results, so it 
was changed to a 5-point scale and weighted as follows: 
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able 6.4 Attitude nodes in the STA model for Dutch EM-Intro 2006, 2010. 
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50 Since starting the annotation for this project, new annotation formats have been developed that are 
more user-friendly, customisable and multi-layered, e.g. the Content Annotation Tool, CAT that is suitable 
for combining content, lexical and linguistic analysis from micro to macro-level tagging (Bartalesi et al. 
2012) 
http://dh.fbk.eu/resources/cat-content-annotation-tool 
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contrasted with a negative assessment of the local, current state of affairs, while 
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point of the three manifestos is ‘the nation state at election time’, as might reasonably be 
expected considering the institutional political space in which a government has its 
mandate. Variations in parties’ peripheral spaces are considered to be more significant 
of variation between parties, or their unique position, because they show clear 
differences in the range and weight of attention spaces. Eventually, reliability tests 
(described below in section 6.4.2) indicated that a 5-point scale gave better results, so it 
was changed to a 5-point scale and weighted as follows: 
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Very positive = x 2 
Positive = x 1.5 
Neutral = x 1 
Negative = x -1.5 
Very negative = x -2 

 
Although frequency is not the main issue, quantification helps to detect 

differences between parties’ attention fields in the peripheries. These samples show that 
discourse-space analysis can potentially reveal variation in worldview frames and 
particularly in the frames in which attitudes and measures are contextualised.  

 
Tagset 4. Worldviews: World Perspective, Ideals and Measures (WP, ID, MR). A fourth 
tagset was developed for a more interpretive analysis at sentence level. Following 
Heywood’s narrative theory (2007), World Perspective (WP) on the here and now, 
imagined and future oriented Ideals (ID) and Measures (MR) to get from A to B were 
annotated. It serves as a check on whether STA annotation of sentence segments agrees 
with a more interpretive assessment at the full-sentence level and with the attitude 
presented therein.  

WP, ID, MR analysis also served to test – if and how – political, linguistic and 
discourse analysis could be combined at this high level of abstraction so as to facilitate 
further interpretations following from parties’ types of grounding. Directions-of-fit were 
not coded as a separate category as they follow implicitly from Attitude to the temporal 
and spatial deictic frame and are rarely specified explicitly. STA coding has taken into 
account that directions, even when not explicit, affect attitude and dynamics in frames of 
reference, as shown in the 2006 pilot on Immigration (Figure 6.1 above).  

 
World Perspective or Worldview. This tagset distinguishes causal relations between what 
is known or believed about the world (WP past, present and eternal), what it could be 
like, or should be like (Future ID), and the urgency of taking measures (MR), while 
attitude modulates their weight and urgency.   
 The codebook for final annotation of EM-Intro 2006 and 2010 was developed on 
the basis of these pilot studies and reliability tests. The full codebook is to be found in 
Appendix 6.3 (in Dutch) with examples of text segments taken from the subcorpus.  The 
English translation of the codebook is provided in Appendix 6.4. 
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Figure 6.8. CDA EM2010Intro: Time and Space range of primary, secondary and tertiary attention fields. 
 

 
Figure 6.9.  GL EM2010Intro: Time and Space range primary, secondary and tertiary attention fields.  

 
Figure 6.10. PVV EM2010Intro: Time and Space range of primary, secondary and tertiary attention fields. 
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6.4 A discourse-space model for STA annotation: Codebook design and 
operationalisation 

 
The aim of the STA model was to find differences in worldview scope (attention fields) 
and attitude in order to distinguish layers of attention reaching from local to infinity and 
from the present to eternity. A complementary layer of coding time and space as 
Abstract (A) or Concrete (C) was added in an attempt to distinguish parties by their use 
of Abstract (irrealis) and Concrete (realis) discursive anchors.  Eventually this helped 
improve annotation agreement by creating more awareness that what was to be coded 
was more than geographic Space and external Time and to find contextual parametres to 
decide what abstract nodes could be coded with reasonable accuracy (examples can be 
found in the codebook). Besides, it was hoped that this might show another type of 
variation between parties that might reveal types of episteme. The selection of tag units 
was guided, but not restricted, by linguistic units (Alpino parsing for Parts of speech, 
types and tokens) so as to allow annotation of conceptual units in and beyond the 
sentence.  
 
 
6.4.1 Coding instructions 
 
The evaluation of the pilot studies provided information on the range of units and cross-
sentence referents to give guidance in the annotation procedure: the kinds of words and 
phrases to be annotated and how they should be clustered in nodes on the Sspace ant 
Time axes. The codebook included the following basic categories and guidelines: 
 
Coding of Spatial words/phrases 

– Nouns - NPs 
– locations (Europa [Europe]) 
– derived from place names (Nederlanderschap [Dutch citizenship]) 
– Institutions responsible for a specific geographic location (de Hoge Raad [the 

Supreme Court]; Parliament) 
– groups of people and abstract nouns that are associated with a geographic space 

(allochtoon [resident born abroad]) 
– Adjectives based on places (Haagse [of The Hague]) 
– Adverbs of direction (weg [away]) 
– Prepositional phrases (in deze stad [in this city]) 
– Verbs specifically having to do with directionality toward or away, in or out (immigreren 

[to immigrate]) 
– Processes referring to cultural spaces (Islamisering) 

Concrete Space (C): references to physical space (geographic/geo-political) (ex. in de provincies 
= C-Local).  
Abstract Space (A): references to social, institutional and cultural phenomena that are bound to 
geographic/geo-poltical space (ex.: Parliament (de Tweede Kamer) = A NL; the EU = A EU, 
Islamisation = A Non-Western World). 
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Coding of Temporal words/phrases 
– Adjectives (toekomstige [future]) 
– Adverbs (gisteren [yesterday])  
– Prepositional phrases (sinds 2006 [since 2006]) 
– Verbs (deze verandering komt snel [this change will come soon]) 
– Historic events: the Golden Age, the Spanish invasion, WWII, the 1930s. They are 

sometimes metonymically represented only by place names, e.g. Srebrenica, Kunduz. 
Concrete Time: Real time (10 years ago) and duration (soon, in five years from now). 
Abstract Time: Historic events/moments, periods, government periods, future events/periods/ 
moments, sustainability and verbs referring to long-term vision (to stimulate). 
 
The distinction between Abstract and Concrete text units helped to make annotation of space 
and time nodes more reliable, particularly in agreeing on abstract S and T referents.  
 
Coding of text units for Attitude 

– Part of speech tagging, lemmatizing and automated tagging for frequency 
– Deontic, epistemic and desirability words, including negated uses of modal words 

(positive and negative polarities) 
 
Coding of WP/ID/MR/Other text units (clause level) 

– WP: The world perspective, or worldview, is the description/interpretation of the party 
of the current situation from a Historic-Present perspective that provides an implicit 
epistemic quality to a world perspective, because it can be assumed that we have all 
shared the experience. (Heywood’s phase (a)) 

– ID:  The Ideal reflects the party’s view of a ‘better’ society, as well as the party’s view on 
how prior developments will almost certainly lead to (un)wanted situations in the 
Future, unless political action is taken. ID concerns imaginary views on the Future, which 
may be positive (the desire for a better world), or negative (the undesirability of 
uncertainty and the immanence of threats. (Heywood’s phase (c)) 

– MR: Measures or Policies are actions to change the present situation and/or to safeguard 
a ‘better’ future. MR reflects the strategy described by Heywood of how to get from (a) to 
(c) via (b), from WP- to WP+ and from ID- to ID+.  

– OTHER: In cases where Heywood’s causal path is not clear or incomplete. ‘OTHER’ was 
created so that every clause could be tagged. 

 
 
6.4.2 Reliability testing 
 
Three reliability tests were performed on three different sets of parties (EM-Intro 2010) 
to achieve acceptable inter-coding agreement (for results of the reliability tests, see 
Appendix 6.5). Four colleagues with coding experience in different disciplines (political 
science, computational linguistics, metaphor studies and discourse studies) were invited 
to annotate according to the coding instructions. 51 We started out from a ‘social-realist’ 

                                                        
51 I am grateful to Agata Cybulska, Gudrun Reinierse, and Annemarie van Elfrinkhof who volunteered for 
the reliability tests and discussions, and Isa Maks for calibrating results and agreement values. 
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51 I am grateful to Agata Cybulska, Gudrun Reinierse, and Annemarie van Elfrinkhof who volunteered for 
the reliability tests and discussions, and Isa Maks for calibrating results and agreement values. 
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principle, pragmatically acknowledging degrees of objectivity to reach acceptable levels 
of agreement (Sealey and Carter 2004: 126; Stelma and Cameron 2007: 361-370). Each 
coder was aware of the discourse-space theoretical and qualitative nature of the project 
and most of us were familiar with the data and the Dutch political context to be able to 
select annotation units as relevant to the overall purpose. There was inconsistency 
across the annotators on unit lengths, so a lenient approach was taken to the size of 
annotation units for Space and Time, resulting in an unpredictable number (N) of 
annotated units that were subsequently normalised against the number of words in the 
text and the percentage of the text in the sub-corpus (EM-Intro). This resulted in a 
normalised quantification.  

We worked in different teams of three annotators for each test. The stages of 
development led to discussions on ambiguity, precision and rigour as well as decisions 
on the selection of nodes and their relevance to the full EM 2006 and 2010 corpus and to 
the political context. For example, the Dutch Border (NL-B) occurred across parties in 
different issue-related contexts, such as security, immigration and international trade. It 
referred to a national as well as a symbolic division line where attitude determined if 
crossing the border was positive or negative. These discussions resulted in creating an 
STA model for Dutch manifesto analysis, as shown in Figure 6.11. Space and Time meet 
in the dominant attention field situated in a here and now attention field. The point-of-
view is characterised by a high degree of realis (certainty of shared experience) and 
functions as the default relatum. As discussed in Chapter 4, the Attitude axis 
complements Space and Time by a factor from -2 to +2. It gauges force and direction to 
and from the relatum by modifying the epistemic and deontic value of Space and Time 
nodes.  

 

 
Figure 6.11. Space and Time (left) and Attitude factor  (right) for EM-Intro 2006, 2010.  

 
 

Annotation discussions led to several adaptations to the codebook to reduce ambiguity 
and to improve agreement. In the third and final reliability test, the annotators were 
experts in comparative political science, a computational linguist and myself. Because 
previous tests had shown that some Christian parties had a different Time and Space 
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frame – including Infinity and Eternity – the Christian SGP was compared with the 
liberal VVD in this test (both EM-Intro 2010). Attitude was annotated on a 5-point scale 
because the 7-point scale had yielded an unacceptably low level of reliability (Appendix 
6.5 for results). Agreement was calculated following the metric agr as proposed by 
Wiebe et al. (2005) who calculated agreement on similar data with variation in units. 
This metric calculates pair-wise agreement by first measuring precision of annotator A’s 
annotations on B’s annotations, and then measuring precision of annotator B’s 
annotations on annotator A’s annotations. Agreement between 2 annotators is the mean 
of the 2 scores. The reported overall agreement is the mean of the pair-wise scores.  

We took a lenient approach to annotation units and considered an overlap of one 
word as a match. Agreement results from this test were an improvement on the two 
previous tests and were considered acceptable: 
 

Space 77 %,  
Time 63.3 %  (66.8% after clustering) 
Attitude 79 %,  
Worldview 65 %  

 
The lowest reliability was for Time on the full 7-point scale. This suggested that by 
clustering nodes, results would give more reliable results. I first attributed the low 
results to the fact that Time has a lower realis quality and would therefore be a less 
robust semantic field than Space (cf. Chapter 3). This certainly plays a role, but the low 
agreement particularly occurred on the nodes ‘Past > 10 years’ and ‘Very Past’ (Eternity 
Past) and on ‘Future > 10 years’ and ‘Forever’ (Eternity Future). The problem showed up 
in the final test on SGP and VVD. But the Animal Rights Party (PvdD) also refers to 
Eternity-Future as a relatum for setting goals, urgency and prospects of human 
intervention in view of sustainability of life on earth. However, for the Christian CU and 
SGP Eternity refers to a non-worldly concept. In both cases (environmental and 
Christian parties) the concept of indefinite time serves as a ground rationale for political 
action, either motivated by naturalism or religious belief.  

Past and Far-Past, and Future and Far-Future were also problematic in the 
reliability tests. Clustering Far Past with Eternity Past and Far Future with Eternity 
Future raised the agreement score to 66.8%. The 7-point scale for Time used for the 
final annotation, as I did not want to lose granularity in time perspectives. However, 
clustering both Time and Space nodes makes sense with respect to reliability and their 
appropriateness for specific political issues. The interpretive value of quantification in 
relation to specific issues and reasons for clustering on specific topics is discussed and 
illustrated in Chapters 7 and 8. Finally, World Perspective (WP) results were expected to 
be at the low end of reliability because of its more interpretive nature. However, results 
were found reasonable (65%) because eventually this tag was not used in determining 
parties space and time frames. It did contribute to the annotation procedure as it drew 
attention to the purpose of annotating realis and irrealis Space and Time.  
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complements Space and Time by a factor from -2 to +2. It gauges force and direction to 
and from the relatum by modifying the epistemic and deontic value of Space and Time 
nodes.  

 

 
Figure 6.11. Space and Time (left) and Attitude factor  (right) for EM-Intro 2006, 2010.  

 
 

Annotation discussions led to several adaptations to the codebook to reduce ambiguity 
and to improve agreement. In the third and final reliability test, the annotators were 
experts in comparative political science, a computational linguist and myself. Because 
previous tests had shown that some Christian parties had a different Time and Space 
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frame – including Infinity and Eternity – the Christian SGP was compared with the 
liberal VVD in this test (both EM-Intro 2010). Attitude was annotated on a 5-point scale 
because the 7-point scale had yielded an unacceptably low level of reliability (Appendix 
6.5 for results). Agreement was calculated following the metric agr as proposed by 
Wiebe et al. (2005) who calculated agreement on similar data with variation in units. 
This metric calculates pair-wise agreement by first measuring precision of annotator A’s 
annotations on B’s annotations, and then measuring precision of annotator B’s 
annotations on annotator A’s annotations. Agreement between 2 annotators is the mean 
of the 2 scores. The reported overall agreement is the mean of the pair-wise scores.  
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word as a match. Agreement results from this test were an improvement on the two 
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Worldview 65 %  

 
The lowest reliability was for Time on the full 7-point scale. This suggested that by 
clustering nodes, results would give more reliable results. I first attributed the low 
results to the fact that Time has a lower realis quality and would therefore be a less 
robust semantic field than Space (cf. Chapter 3). This certainly plays a role, but the low 
agreement particularly occurred on the nodes ‘Past > 10 years’ and ‘Very Past’ (Eternity 
Past) and on ‘Future > 10 years’ and ‘Forever’ (Eternity Future). The problem showed up 
in the final test on SGP and VVD. But the Animal Rights Party (PvdD) also refers to 
Eternity-Future as a relatum for setting goals, urgency and prospects of human 
intervention in view of sustainability of life on earth. However, for the Christian CU and 
SGP Eternity refers to a non-worldly concept. In both cases (environmental and 
Christian parties) the concept of indefinite time serves as a ground rationale for political 
action, either motivated by naturalism or religious belief.  

Past and Far-Past, and Future and Far-Future were also problematic in the 
reliability tests. Clustering Far Past with Eternity Past and Far Future with Eternity 
Future raised the agreement score to 66.8%. The 7-point scale for Time used for the 
final annotation, as I did not want to lose granularity in time perspectives. However, 
clustering both Time and Space nodes makes sense with respect to reliability and their 
appropriateness for specific political issues. The interpretive value of quantification in 
relation to specific issues and reasons for clustering on specific topics is discussed and 
illustrated in Chapters 7 and 8. Finally, World Perspective (WP) results were expected to 
be at the low end of reliability because of its more interpretive nature. However, results 
were found reasonable (65%) because eventually this tag was not used in determining 
parties space and time frames. It did contribute to the annotation procedure as it drew 
attention to the purpose of annotating realis and irrealis Space and Time.  
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 The first and second tests led to improvements in inter-coder agreement and to 
adjusting the codebook for the third and final annotation of EM-Intro 2006 and 2010. 
See final annotation results in Appendix 7.2 and further discussed in Chapters 7 and 8 
about: 
 
1. Raw annotation scores 
2. Normalisation relative to the size of the corpus for comparative purposes  
3. Weighting on a 5-point Attitude scale 
4. Positive vs. negative attitude as an argumentation marker of political stance 
5. Teasing out weighted Time and Space and a visual presentation of layers of attention. 
6. Worldview (WP, ID, MR) positive and negative to check Time and Space results. 
 
Weighted Space and Time results and their relation to the two common political 
dimensions of left-right and progressive-conservative are discussed in Chapter 8, using 
Kieskompas as a Gold Standard for comparison. Close readings, trials, tests and revisions 
led to the operationalisation of the discourse-based STA model and a codebook for 
Dutch manifesto analysis for the 2006 and 2010 elections, as described in Chapter 7. 
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Chapter 7 
 

Discourse-Space Worldview Frames 
Qualified Space, Time and Attitude Quantified 

 
 
 

 
 
 
7.1 Qualification and quantification: Corpus-assisted STA analysis 
 
 
7.1.1 Procedure 
 
The STA codebook discussed in Chapter 6 was developed from close readings of the 
corpus of ten Dutch party manifestos in two consecutive election years around the 2008 
financial crisis (EM-Full 2006 and 2010). Using narrative theory and particularly 
Heywood’s (2007) political narrative the selection of data for discourse-space analysis 
was limited to introductory paragraphs in a sub-corpus: EM-Intro 2006 and 2010 and 
their titles. Table 7.1 shows the size of the two data sets in relation to the EM-full  
(N=number of words). 
 
Table 7.1.  EM-Intro – EM-Full 2006, 2010. N=words.52  

 N EM-Intro N EM-Full Average % 

EM-Intro 2006 15,136 216,933  11.3 

EM-Intro 2010 20,526 244,108    7.95 

Total 35,662 461,041  

 
 
Close reading resulted in tag sets for concrete and politically-relevant abstract Space 
and Time, and Attitude, as described in section 6.2.  

Taking into account the variation in length of each of the EM-Introductions 
(Appendix Table A7.1), the raw annotation scores were normalised against the number 
of words in EM-Intro of each year so as to get relative differences. Attitude was 
annotated on a positive/negative five-point scale (Figure 6.7) to qualify attitude as an 
argumentational marker of direction-of-fit (negative, undesirable = outward; positive, 
desirable = inward, cf. Searle 2010)). Time and space were multiplied by a 5-point 
                                                        
52 Percentages per party are listed in Appendix 6.2 (Table A6.2.1).   
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positive-negative Attitude factor to obtain normalised and weighted results and to 
represent them in bar charts that quantify variation in Space and Time attention fields, 
distinguishing levels of attention. Separate graphics show the full set of bar charts and 
collated graphic representations for each party (Appendix A7.1.1 and Appendix A7.2, see 
fold-out sheet). As a check on the analysis Worldviews (WP, ID, MR) were annotated at a 
more interpretive level on the premises that: World Perspective (WP) is a here and now 
perspective; Ideal (ID) is future perspective; and Measures (MR) are measures to get 
from the known past-present to the imaginary future. Infinity and Eternity can be both 
WP and ID because for some Christian parties their view extends to a universal frame. 
 
 
7.1.2 Corpus annotation and processing 
 
The Kyoto Annotation Format provided a flexible platform that allowed for original tag 
sets and annotation across sentences by linking units referring to the same space and/or 
time referent. The imported text files were parsed in Alpino parser for sentences, parts-
of-speech, types and tokens.53  This assisted consistency in the selection of annotation 
units. The tag sets were based on close-readings of the texts and adjustable to meet 
reliability standards, as discussed in Chapter 6. This resulted in a total of 5089 
annotated text-segments ranging from words, to word combinations, phrases, clauses, 
sentences and occasionally cross-sentence conceptual units. Space and Time were 
annotated within sentences, while worldview (WP-ID-MR) and Attitude were annotated 
at sentence clause level for contrastive and causal constructions, e.g. the construction: ‘if 
x, then y’. Attitude coding occasionally crossed the sentence level. Table 7.2 shows the 
raw counts of annotation units against the size of the corpus in number of words (N).  
 
 
Table 7.2. EM-Intro words, STA  and WP-ID-MR annotation units (raw counts, EM-Intro 2006 and 2010). 

 EM-Intro (N) Ann. Units (N) 

Space   

2006 15136 616 

2010 20527 1005 

Time   

2006 15136 284 

2010 20527 528 

Attitude   

2006 15136 504 

2010 20527 870 

WP-ID-MR   

2006 15136 495 

2010 20527 787 

Total 35663 5089 

                                                        
53  Kyoto Annotation Format: http://weblab.iit.cnr.it/kyoto/xmlgroup.iit.cnr.it/kyoto/index.html; and 
Alpino parser for the Dutch language: http://www.let.rug.nl/vannoord/alp/Alpino 
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There is no direct link between EM-Intro N and the annotation-unit N because the latter 
units stretched beyond single words. Quantitatively, Space units dominated over Time 
by 50% on average. This was not a surprise, considering the spatial nature of politics 
and the stronger realis, epistemic factor of spatial reasoning over time that provides a 
stronger epistemic grounding of TA worldview construction.  
 
 
7.1.3 Attitude factor 
 
The attitude scale was established on the basis of a lexical-semantic deontic scale of 
certain-certainly not (Figure 7.1), inspired by Chilton (2004, 2005) and Werth (1999).  
 
 

 
Figure 7.1. Rating Attitude on a deontic, epistemic and affective scale. (Appendix 6.3 Table 3 for Dutch 
examples) (cf. Ch. 6 Figure 6.7). 
 
 
Sentences and clauses in which Time and/or Space units occurred were then annotated 
on this 5-point scale that served as a weighting factor (f) for Space and Time.  
 

Very positive =  f 2 
Positive =  f 1.5 
Neutral = f 1 
Negative = f   
Very negative = f   
 

 A list of examples of deontic expressions is given in the codebook (Appendix 6.3 and 6.4, 
Table 3). Neutral (0) expressions of Space, Time and Attitude were counted as positive 
(f1) because they are being brought into the attention space with 0 direction. Rather 
than counting negative Non-Western World as Positive Western World as was done in 
the pilot study on immigration described in Chapter 6, they were now projected on a 
positive-negative axis, as schematically shown in Figure 7.2.  
 
 

Is/necessary, likely/desirable acceptable/possible unlikely is not/unacceptable
must be, should be, might, may, might not, may not, can’t be, must not
deserve wish, believe prefer perhaps undesirable unacceptable

f 2    f 1.5          f 1       f -1.5         f -2
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Figure 7.2. Space and Time × Attitude model. 

 
Attitude is relevant to positioning on the statist-dynamist dimension in terms of 

directions-of-fit and its relationship. The distinction between positive and negative 
approaches addresses the rhetorical affordances of directions-of-fit and force of 
distancing or proximising (section 4.2.2 on discourse cohesion). One could argue that 
presenting issues and future projections as problematising, negative views (perceived 
threat) provide a logical frame for reactionary policies (restrictive or mitigating). On the 
other hand, taking a non-problematising positive view (positive ground: perceived 
opportunity, trust) would trigger policies to stimulate progress or to maintain the status 
quo conservatively. Figures 7.3 and 7.4 show results on desirable and undesirable 
spaces that are suggestive of types of political intervention and their force of 
desirability, necessity and urgency. Shifts in the use of positive-negative attitude from 
one election year to another also show up in the results. Potentially, these variations in 
attitude connect STA rationale with political dimensions, assuming that a positive bi-
directional, spatial and future-oriented attitude correlates with Progressiveness; and 
that a positive unidirectional here and now attitude correlates with Conservatism. 

Attitude gives force-direction to Space and Time references on the principle that 
‘desirable’ is welcome, whereas ‘undesirable’ is unwelcome (cf. Figure 6.7). Space, Time 
and Worldview annotations (raw counts, N) were weighted according to their Attitude 
factor (f), and normalised according to the number of words in the party’s EM-Intro (m) 
to bring out the relative difference between parties’ attention spaces: 
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Figure 7.3 Attitude in EM2006-Intro, normalised results per party. 
 
 

 
Figure 7.4 Attitude in EM2010-Intro, normalised results per party. 
 
 

Results of Attitude annotation can help to distinguish parties on rhetorical 
strategies of positive-negative balance, contrast and juxtaposition. For 2006 (Figure 7.3) 
we see that the Christian CDA, the populist-liberal PVV and the liberal VVD take a more 
positive perspective. Where the VVD is predominantly positive, CDA and PVV 
compensate their positive attitude with an almost equal negative perspective. If the 
weight of negative attitude is correlated with reactionary politics, the PVV could be 
labelled as strongly reactionary. However, drawing such a conclusion from Attitude 
needs to be handled with care, because Space and Time also have an intrinsic deictic 
force that is constituted in a rhetorically higher attention to proximity because of its 
immediacy and high epistemic quality. Effects of other rhetorical features such as 
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juxtaposition, adjacency, contrast or balance between perceived realis and imagined 
irrealis worldviews cannot be identified through Attitude either. The function of Attitude 
is directive and not determinant.  

A further comparison of CDA and PVV on Attitude shows how it might be 
interpreted in the then current political context. In the wake of the 2006 elections, the 
CDA formed the Balkenende-IV coalition with Labour PvdA and the Christian Union CU, 
but by 2010 the CDA vote had declined dramatically, falling from 41 seats in 2006 down 
to 23 at the elections in June 2010. Meanwhile the Liberal VVD rose from 22 in 2006 to 
31 seats in 2010 (Van Holsteyn 2011: 412-413; Van Kersbergen 2008: 261). However, 
CDA was accountable for the state of the nation after its long history of coalition 
participation (since the inception of the CDA in 1981) and in the two CDA-led 
Balkenende governments prior to 2006. This may account for the CDA’s low negative 
attitude score in 2010, as it was not likely for the party to criticise its own government 
publicly. In 2010, the party’s positive-negative attitude balance was significantly lower 
(33%), in favour of a positive attitude. The title of its 2010 manifesto confirms this shift 
towards projecting intentional, action-oriented confidence: “Decisive and Together” 
(Slagvaardig en Samen). By contrast, PVV became more negative after its 2006 electoral 
success and confidently upped its positive-negative balance in 2010 (32%) toward 
negative attitude.  

In Heywood’s (2007) political-narrative, parties’ positive-negative inclination 
and its directional consequences presume a logical causality: negative worldview incites 
restrictive measures and positive worldview incites maintaining the familiar and/or 
facilitating progress. Attitude can thus give force and direction to desires and policies.  
 
 
7.2 Party differentiation and diachronic shifts: Space and Time frames, force and 
directions-of-fit 
 
 
7.2.1 Space 
 
The tag set for Space includes eight space nodes that emerged from the Dutch sub-
corpus EM-Intro: Local, NL, NL-border, EU, Western World (WW), Non-Western World 
(NWW), Global and Infinite (see Table 6.2 and Appendix 6.4, Table 2 for examples). 
Space frames form levels of spatial attention that show variation in how parties divide 
their attention from proximate (local) to distal (Non-Western) and beyond. It was to be 
expected that The Netherlands as a nation state would be the main focus of attention as 
it is an internationally recognised mandatory space. However, this also means that the 
here/now of The Netherlands is taken for granted and presumed to be the main 
attention area. The quantification of NL-space is therefore not a legitimate measure of 
parties’ worldview scope, but it can be used to find variation in parties’ attention spread.  

Figures 7.5 and 7.6 show the spatial orientation of all ten parties in EM-Intro 
2006 and 2010, first in 8 nodes (Figures 7.5a and 7.6a), which were then clustered to 5 
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nodes (7.5b and 7.6b) to allow more general interpretations of parties main discourse 
spaces. NL-local and NL-border are typically issue related, rather than worldview 
related and were integrated with NL as the national cultural area. EU was integrated in 
the Western World as a cultural and economic unit. The Non-Western World (Islam, and 
non-capitalist countries) typically related to the issues economy, religious and cultural 
threats. Depending on the purpose of the analysis, other relevant clusters might be 
formed, e.g. the Western World, including NL and EU so as to bring out tensions with the 
non-Western World and stance on immigration, economic competition, or globalisation.  

Nuanced Space × Attitude (Figures 7.5a and 7.6a). Apart differences on positive-
negative balance between parties and shifts between 2006 and 2010, notable features of 
the 2006 Space results include differences in their attention to the various regions. The 
scope of layers of attention frames provides information about the nuances of parties’ 
spatial grounding. For example, the Democrats (D66), the Labour party (PvdA) and GL 
show a fairly even distribution across all eight space nodes, except Infinity. Their broad, 
positive worldview-scope reflects a progressive cosmopolitan attitude. However, in 
2010, the nuances were significantly less across all parties, with less focus on the EU, 
WW and NWW, and more on NL and Global. These shifts in attention can be related to 
contextual developments, e.g. to the growing uncertainties that came about with the 
2008 financial crisis, and/or because of the growing unrest towards immigration, 
and/or the growing electoral instability, and so on. Drawing attention to internal affairs 
and to threats from abroad would be a logical causal reaction to threat (Baldwin 1987).  

Compressed Space × Attitude. A possible reading of Figures 7.5b and 7.6b is that, 
except for GL, none of the parties were positive about the Non-Western World, neither 
in 2006 nor in 2010. GL 2006 draws attention to poor countries that have no say in 
global affairs (arme landen [NWW-0] die geen zeggenschap hebben op het wereldtoneel 
[Global-neg]) and conflicts in Africa to which the world turns a blind eye (…conficten in 
Afrika [NWW-0] waar de wereld voor wegkijkt [Global-neg], GL EM-Intro 2006). GL 
contrasts with the PvdA’s warning about economic competition from China and India 
[NWW-neg.], “that will do everything cheaper and faster” (…en zullen China en India alles 
beter en goedkoper doen) while the Middle-East is an unpredictable source of trouble 
that “seems to threaten the entire world” (Het Midden-Oosten is een brandhaard [NWW-
neg] die door zijn onvoorspelbaarheid de hele wereld [Global-0] lijkt te bedreigen, PvdA 
EM-Intro 2006). The spaces show a difference in the two parties’ perspectives (GL: 
responsibility for the world; PvdA: threats from the non-Western world). The non-
Western World scores add a predominantly negative aspect to worldview in terms of 
threats from abroad. In 2006, six out of ten parties referred to NWW negatively (though 
the GL balances this positive attitude). However, negative attitude to NWW was reduced 
by the PVV and the SGP in 2010, while the PVV and the VVD stepped up their negative 
attitude to NL-border on immigration issues. 
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Figure 7.5a. Spaces in EM2006-Intro results, normalised and weighted. 
 
 

 
Figure 7.5b. Clustered Spaces in EM 2006-Intro, normalised and weighted. 

NL = Local+NL+NLborder, WW = EU + WW. 
 

-100

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd

infinite

global

NWW

WW

EU

NLborder

NL

local

-100

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd

e-infinite

d-Gobal

c-NWW

b-WW

a-NL

A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 123 
 

 
Figure 7.6a. Spaces in EM2010-Intro results, normalised and weighted. 
 
 
 

 
Figure 7.6b. Clustered Spaces in EM 2010-Intro, normalised and weighted. 

NL = Local+NL+NLborder, WW = EU + WW. 
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Figure 7.6a. Spaces in EM2010-Intro results, normalised and weighted. 
 
 
 

 
Figure 7.6b. Clustered Spaces in EM 2010-Intro, normalised and weighted. 

NL = Local+NL+NLborder, WW = EU + WW. 
 

-100

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd

infinite

global

NWW

WW

EU

NLborder

NL

local

-100

-80

-60

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

80

 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd

e-infinite

d-Gobal

c-NWW

b-WW

a-NL

Discourse-space worldview frames 123



124 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 

Infinity is clearly a religious concept as it is found mostly in the Christian CU and the 
Dutch Reformed SGP. Infinity is most notably identified in reference to Christian, 
spiritual (and spatial) concepts such as ‘God’s Kingdom’ and in a more abstract sense 
‘His Word’, as well as in references to Christian principles, such as ‘rentmeesterschap’ 
that refers to shepherding universal human responsibilities in the name of the Lord. The 
Party for the Animals (PvdD) refer to infinity in terms of responsibility for life as such 
(perhaps not surprisingly: its leader has her roots in the Seventh-Day Adventist Church).  
 
NL-Space and Attitude. For all parties, The Netherlands is geo-politically the main realis 
attention space. A comparison of parties’ positive and negative attitude to the national 
space (Local, National and NL-border) provides interesting differences in parties’ 
rhetorical strategies, such as juxtaposition. For example, SGP juxtaposes Christianity 
with Islam in example  (1): 

 
(1) Second are the values of Christian belief [Inf-0] that clash with the doctrine and 

horrifying practices of radical Islam [NWW- very negative]. (SGP EM-Intro 2010, 
translation mine) 
Op het tweede front botsen de waarden van het christelijk geloof op de leer en 
afschuwwekkende praktijken van de radicale islam. 

 
This SGP perspective would enforce arguments for measures against immigration. 
Figures 7.7 (2006) and 7.8 (2010) show fluctuations between positive and negative 
attitude to NL-space across parties and across the two election years (blue is postive; 
red is negative). 

The 2006 results are more diverse than those of 2010 and generally show a lower 
score on positive attitude (with the exception of PVV and VVD). Positive attitude to NL is 
most notable in CDA, PVV and VVD in both years. On negative attitude, PVV and SP 
dominate in 2006, but in 2010 SP had moderated its positive-negative balance while 
PVV and VVD increased their negative attitude. In 2010 CDA’s and CU’s positive attitude 
to NL increased sharply, whereas negative attitude increased sharply with GL, PVV and 
VVD. The rhetorical features of positive and negative balance and variation between 
parties may function as markers of change in parties’ worldview constructions, and 
particularly in the directional statist-dynamist intentions (Postrel 1998). 
 The more detailed NL nodes, including local and border issues of the body of, 
such as “the future of our children” and law and order, distinguish attention to internal 
affairs (Figures 7.9 for 2006 and 7.10 for 2010). Some parties referred explicitly to the 
NL-border as the borderline of traffic in and out of the country, such as for migrants 
(neg), talent, money and goods (pos). The GL 2006 introductory paragraphs were most 
explicitly positive about NL-border, claiming the benefits of global interaction for social 
cohesion, leisure, the environment and the economy as an ideal state (2): 
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Figure 7.7. Space-NL, Positive-Negative in EM2006-Intro. NL (NL = Local + NL + NLborder). 
 
 

 
Figure 7.8. Space-NL, Positive-Negative in EM2010-Intro. NL (NL = Local + NL + NL-border). 
 
 

 (2) The world is small. Globalisation connects us all. In our daily lives we are 
intertwined with Europe and other continents. […] European students study in other 
European countries. Our neighbours come from Turkey or Morocco but also from 
England and Germany. Pensionados seek the sun in Spain. Entrepreneurs sell their 
products far beyond the borders. Products, people and ideas travel the world over. 
(GL EM-Intro 2006, translation mine) 
De wereld is klein. Globalisering verbindt ons allen. We zijn in het dagelijks leven nauw 
verweven met Europa en de andere continenten. […]Europese scholieren en studenten 
lopen steeds vaker een tijdje stage in een ander land van de Europese Unie. Onze buren 
komen uit Turkije of Marokko, maar ook uit Engeland of Duitsland. De pensionado zoekt 
de warmte op in Spanje. Ondernemers verkopen hun producten ver over de grenzen. Als 
praktisch idealisten komen velen in actie, zoals de mensen die weeshuizen stichten in 
arme landen. Producten, mensen en ideeën reizen de wereld over. 

 
In the VVD manifesto, positive attitude to border traffic specifically referred to the 
importance of international trade and import of ‘talent’ that would stimulate the 
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economy. Its negative attitude to NL-Border concerned threats and costs of immigration, 
as did the PVV (2010). 

Supra-issues such as Immigration, the European Union and Globalisation, 
Security and Religion are typically spatial. Discourse-space analysis of the Introductions 
should be informative of party positions on these issues in the body of the manifestos. 
Local issues are not frequent in EM-Intro which supports the assumption that these 
paragraphs function to set the scene of their worldviews. In general, PVV was relatively 
the most negative about local affairs in the Intros, stressing the clash between national 
pride and the threat of immigration and the undesirability of a non-Western multi-
cultural society. The issues of Security and Religion and the affordances of STA analysis 
for party positioning will be further discussed in Chapter 8. 
 
 

 
Figure 7.9. Space EM-Intro 2006: Local, NL, NL-Border, normalised and weighted. Average 40. 
 

 
Figure 7.10. Space EM-Intro 2010: Local, NL, NL-Border, normalised and weighted. Average 50. 
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7.2.2 Time  
 
As argued in Chapter 4.2.2.3 on narrative, Time complements stative, tangible Space, 
and gives a dynamic dimension to worldview construction. In discourse, Time 
represents a subjective experience of transience and duration (Evans 2013: 394) that 
contributes to a sense of immanence and urgency. In this way, the time-factor gives a 
dynamic dimension to worldview ontology. For interpretive purposes, the 
counterfactual irrealis of experienced time makes it difficult to qualify time expressions. 
Therefore, time expressions have been ranked on their deictic gravitation and weighted 
on attitude for force-direction on a real-time proximity/distance scale.  

Time was annotated on a 7-point scale but the reliability tests showed a 
particular inconsistency in annotation agreement for Near Past (NP) and Far Past (FP) 
and Near Future (NF) and Far Future (FF) in particular. To improve consistency, NP was 
clustered with Present and NF, because the Present is experienced, not as a moment, but 
rather as a timespace, delineated by the geopolitical space (The Netherlands) and a 
variable attention span in time (Figures 7.11 and 7.12 below). ‘Near’ indicates Past<10 
years and Future<10 years, were clustered with Present that has the highest epistemic 
certainty (known and experienced), roughly coinciding with two government terms.   

CDA (2006) clearly grounded its manifesto in the Present with a positive attitude 
to the Past – for which they held responsibility in the first three Balkenende 
governments. Although its manifesto began with a question: “What are the new 
challenges?”, the rest of the text was largely propositional, claiming how things are and 
what is important to the country for the future. Example (3) shows how such declarative 
sentences avoid temporality. 
 

(3) The Netherlands has an open economy and culture and also benefits from the 
globalising economy. [… A] vital and sustainable economy is important to our country. 
[…] Investment in sustainable and clean energy is favourable.  
(CDA EM2006-Intro, translation mine) 
Nederland kent een open economie en cultuur, en profiteert zelf ook sterk van de 
globaliserende economie. […] Belangrijk voor ons land is een vitale en duurzame 
economie. […] Investeren in duurzaamheid en schone energie is kansrijk. 

 
Although “globalisation” and “favourable” refer to the future, there is no sense of 
direction, causality and agency in these lines. They form a statist worldview. 

The other two Christian parties, CU and SGP, stand out for their positive attention 
to Eternal Future (as they do for Infinite Space). This makes the CDA stand out for its 
lack of attention to Eternal Future in 2006, with even less attention to it in 2010. On the 
other hand the socialist SP surprisingly scores on negative Eternity in a series of 
statements of indignation involving nooit (never): “never before did we witness…”,  “it 
should never have come this far” and “it may never again get so out of hand” (EM-Intro 
SP 2010).  
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Figure 7.11. Time in EM2006-Intro, normalised and weighted. 
Present = NearPast + Present + NearFuture; Past = Past > 10 years; Future = Future > 10 years. 
 
 
 

 
Figure 7.12. Time in EM2010-Intro, normalised and weighted.  
Present = NearPast + Present + NearFuture; Past = Past > 10 years; Future = Future > 10 years. 
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(4) The Dutch are an unsurpassed people. Our ancestors have transformed a soggy bog 
delta into something the whole world envies. […] We told the King of Spain that his 
power would not hold without the people’s support. Our people declared their own 
independence and stood alone for eighty years in their fight against the greatest 
power of Europe.  (PVV EM2010-Intro, translation mine) 
Nederlanders zijn een volk dat zijn gelijke niet kent. We zijn geboren uit een Opstand, 
een vrijheidsstrijd. Onze voorouders hebben een zompige moerasdelta omgevormd tot 
iets waar de hele wereld jaloers op is. […] De koning van Hispaniën werd medegedeeld 
dat zijn macht verviel als het niet gestoeld was op steun van de burgers. Ons volk 
verklaarde zich onafhankelijk en stond alleen toen het tachtig jaren vocht tegen de 
grootste macht van Europa. 

 
GL paid significantly more attention to Time in 2010 than it did in 2006 when its 
manifesto presented its worldview as a positive ‘given’ in claims like: “The Netherlands 
is a world country”, “European cooperation is an example to the world”, and “The world 
is full of conflicts” (EM-Intro 2006), without a hint of temporality. In 2010 GL urges the 
need for change, calling for leadership to reform and help the country out of the crisis 
with a view to “the future of our children” and “the green revolution” (EM-Intro 2010). 
These examples give a flavour of the fundamental role of Time in political rationale that 
stretches further than these examples but also function to ground the coherence of the 
entire manifesto.  

Some interesting differences can be found in parties’ attention to their Temporal 
and Timespace frames of their main attention space in the Here and Now (Figure 7.13 
and 7.14 below). For example, views on the near future were important to the CDA, 
possibly because they were in Government and preparing to continue their policies in 
the next coalition (both in 2006 and in 2010 they succeeded, despite their electoral 
loss). In 2010, Time occurred less frequently in the CDA intro, whereas GL paid more 
attention to Time. The differences support their overall strategy: GL’s call for radical 
change (dynamist), and CDA’s intention to change only the necessary (statist). PvdD 
turned from positive to negative stance on time stressing the urgency of environmental 
issues and animal protection. SGP showed negative attitude to the present in 2010. SP 
and VVD came out with a better balance of positive-negative attitude to the Present. 
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Figure 7.11. Time in EM2006-Intro, normalised and weighted. 
Present = NearPast + Present + NearFuture; Past = Past > 10 years; Future = Future > 10 years. 
 
 
 

 
Figure 7.12. Time in EM2010-Intro, normalised and weighted.  
Present = NearPast + Present + NearFuture; Past = Past > 10 years; Future = Future > 10 years. 
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Future) as well as on Space (SGP: NL and Infinity; VVD: NL and the WW). Overall, the 
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Figure 7.13. Time-Present in EM2006-Intro Near-past, Present, Near-future. Normalised and weighted. 

 

 
Figure 7.14. Time-Present in EM2010-Intro Near-past, Present, Near-future. Normalised and weighted. 
 
 
7.2.3 Timespace
 
By detaching time and space from each other and from the issues at stake in the 
annotation, the STA results and the examples of possible interpretations given above 
seem very abstract. However, this was necessary to find the intrinsic episteme of 
parties’ worldview frames. The selected introductory paragraphs were predominantly 
about general views, as in the CDA example above (3), and about locating, or chunking, 
attention space to form a background attention field that grounds the rest of the 
manifesto. As May and Thrift (2001: 3) observe the multiplicity of timespace is an 
indicator of variation in multi-layered common ground. Therefore, the annotation 
results were projected on top of each other, providing grids of Space and Time bars for 
each node in the model. Where they cross over, they indicate attention timespaces. 
Figures 7.15 and 16 give examples from the full range (Appendix 7.2 fold-out sheet). 
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The timespaces function as positive and negative attention fields in which the 
narrative coherence of each manifesto is regulated, independent of content, linguistic 
constructions, and contextual factors such as media and competition. These timespaces 
delineate levels of attention in parties’ politically-motivated worldview constructions. 
We need to take into account the quantitative and qualitative aspects of force to 
appreciate variation in parties’ layered worldview constructions and directions-of-fit, as 
shown in the normalised and weighted quantification presented in these figures.  
 The following examples (Figures 7.15, 7.16) show how worldview timespace 
perspectives of the coalition parties in 2006 and 2010 relate to each other and to the 
main opposition party. This may lead to explanations of the rationale behind the unusual 
coalitions that were formed. The question was whether the parties’ rationales are found 
to relate, contradict or complement each other, and whether that would reflect on the 
sustainability of the coalition. The parties compared here are the coalition parties of 
2006 and 2010 and their most prominent opponent. The two ‘Purple’ PvdA-led cabinets 
(1994-2002) were followed by four Christian Democrat CDA-led cabinets (Balkenende I-
IV). Their leading role ended in 2010 and in 2012 they were out of the coalition: 

 
Balkenende IV (2006): CDA, PvdA and CU.  
Rutte   I (2010): VVD and CDA minority and PVV as ‘tolerating party’. 
Rutte II (2012):  VVD and PvdA small majority coalition.54 

 
After the first three unstable CDA-led cabinets with the Liberal VVD and a third, smaller 
party (to secure a majority), the CDA managed another majority coalition in 2007, this 
time with the PvdA and the much smaller Christian CU.55 

As an example of comparative affordances of STA analysis, Figure 7.15 shows the 
Space and Time frames of the 2006 coalition partners (CDA, PvdA and CU) and its major 
opponent, VVD (bottom right). The blue, horizontal bars are Space attention fields and 
the orange vertical bars are time attention fields. The seven levels of colour saturation 
correlate with STA annotation results, ranging from light (weak attitude) to dark (strong 
attitude), thus rendering the normalised frequency of Space and Time, weighted for 
Attitude.  

The CDA is the most pronounced on both positive and negative attitude. Their 
Time frame reaches into the near and far future, and as it plans ahead, it is masking the 
previous Balkenende years (that were marked by failure). Its negative attitude to 
Present and Near-future marks its attention to the country being in heavy weather, 
possibly as the cause for the failure of the government to complete its run. In Space it 
balances the positive and negative qualities, favouring a positive attitude to The 
Netherlands. It takes note of the EU and has a relatively high score on Global affairs, 
balancing threats and benefits, as for example in the contrasting adjacent sentences: 

                                                        
54 In 2010 the PVV was the electoral winner, only in its second election year, rising from 9 to 24 seats. 
55 Previous cabinets were: Balkenende I (2002) with CDA, VVD and LPF (Lijst Pim Fortuyn), Balkenende II 
(2003) with CDA, VVD and D66, and Balkenende III (2006): an interim minority cabinet of CDA and VVD. 
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(5) The Netherlands has an open economy and culture and benefits greatly from the 
globalised economy. On the other hand, millions of people are leaving hearth and 
home, flee from poverty, civil wars or from pillaging and violent governments. (CDA 
EM-Intro 2006, translation mine) 
Nederland kent een open economie en cultuur, en profiteert  zelf ook sterk van de 
globaliserende economie. Anderzijds verlaten nog steeds tientallen miljoenen mensen 
huis en haard, slaan op de vlucht voor armoede, voor de burgeroorlogen of voor rovende 
en gewelddadige overheden. (CDA EM-Intro 2006). 

 
CU wanted to reach out with a helping hand, ‘to secure a sustainable world’ “in order to 
keep the world liveable today and tomorrow” (“Om de wereld vandaag en morgen 
leefbaar te houden”): 

 
(6) In many countries people do not have such a good life as the Dutch. Some countries 

have been destroyed by violence . They need help to establish good governance and to 
develop their economy and a safe society.  (CU EM-Intro 2006, translation mine) 
In veel landen hebben de mensen het niet zo goed als in Nederland. Sommige landen zijn 
verwoest door geweld. Zij hebben hulp nodig bij het bouwen van een goed bestuur, de 
ontwikkeling van hun economie en een veilige samenleving. (CU EM-Intro 2006) 
 

The latter shows CU’s positive attitude to global affairs. More fundametal, CDA did not 
pay attention to transcendental infinity and eternity, whereas CU did. However, all three 
parties had in common their positive attitude to the country and negative thoughts 
about the Non-Western World. PvdA was oriented towards the near future in a positive 
sense. It showed an interest in the far-past, for example noting that the country had not 
had a war for the past 60 years, but it also critiqued the achievements of the past 
governments who had “increased our worries and insecurity” (“de zorg en de 
onzekerheid zijn alleen maar groter gemaakt”, PvdA EM-Intro 2006). 

VVD, now in the backbenches again, stood out for its almost exclusive positive 
attitude and its Global and Future-oriented perspective. Like GL, it wanted to facilitate, 
albeit selectively for educated people (“geschoolde mensen”), the power of the individual 
(“de kracht van het individu”), businesses (“bedrijven”), teachers (“leraren”) the 
agribusiness, the ‘EU and the internal market’ were to be stimulated, while excesses 
should be avoided by strict law and order (from VVD EM-2006 Pamphlet).  

Clearly there is not a lot of common ground in these manifestos, but the VVD 
appears as a temporal space and time worldview outsider. Whereas CDA, CU and PvdA 
had a socially-motivated moral agenda, the VVD had an individualistic, liberal agenda. 
An explanation for this contrast could be that in this election the CDA, CU and PvdA had 
a common moral agenda, seated in belief in the political correctness of social cohesion 
(PvdA) and a Christian belief in caring for each other (CDA and CU), whereas the VVD 
was strongly pragmatic in its motivation.  
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Figure 7.15. Space and Time, 2006 Balkenende IV vs  VVD. (Blue=Space; Orange=Time in 7 shades of 
salience).
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Figure 7.15. Space and Time, 2006 Balkenende IV vs  VVD. (Blue=Space; Orange=Time in 7 shades of 
salience).
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Figure 7.16 compares the 2010 VVD-led coaltition (VVD, CDA and PVV) with the 
second-largest party, the PvdA. In this year CDA and VVD both seemed to favour a 
future-oriented perspective. They also shared a negative attitude to the Present, albeit 
for different reasons. The fact that the VVD was an opposition party may explain its 
negative attitude to the present and its even more negative attitude to the country’s 
state of affairs (for which it could not be held responsible). The PVV went out of bounds 
on both Time and Space, but if we project their attention fields onto the VVD it makes for 
a complementary picture across regions and time slots. Both parties were equally 
positive and negative about The Netherlands. The PVV might have been less explicit 
about the Present and Near-future, but it did not clash with the others, for different 
reasons. The PVV’s attention to the past was rooted in nationalism and anti-Islam (that 
is called ‘medieval’ and ‘barbarian’). The anti-EU attitude of the PVV was clearly their 
issue in this election, as was Islam. They reinforce nationalism in: “Our ancestors saw 
this flooded delta and thought: this will be our oasis” (“Onze voorouders zagen de 
ondergelopen delta en dachten: dit wordt onze oase”, PVV EM-Intro 2010). 

On the basis of these Space and Time frames, the best match for a coalition would 
have been between PvdA-CDA. However, historically that was out of the question, 
because their experience in the previous coalition left no room for compromise. It had 
been a toss-up between the VVD and the PvdA as to which was the biggest party that 
could form the government. The VVD won at a disputable close call of 31 to 30 seats. 

A coalition with just the CDA would not make a majority government, but with 
the support of the PVV, who was a winner with 24 seats, there would be a majority if it 
agreed on a ‘tolerance party’ status. This government lasted only two years (2010-2012) 
and was followed by an ideologically even less stable VVD-PvdA cabinet. Since 2006 the 
coalitions have been novel combinations that would not have held on old-fashioned 
ideology. The unlikely coalitions that were formed in 2006, 2010 and again in 2012 
(with the arch opponents PvdA and VVD) made an interesting case for predicting 
coalitions, and for the need for a deeper layer of analysis, such as the discourse-space 
approach. 
 Van Elfrinkhof et al. (2014), compares the 2010 coalition parties  (VVD, CDA and 
PVV) and the coalition agreement to see which party gave up the least or most of its own 
programme in the compromise. As it turned out, on Space VVD gave in on the NL-border 
policy, PVV gave in on its anti-EU and Non-Western world policy (two of its major 
election issues). CDA gave in on Infinity and Eternity (its Christian roots). On Time, all 
three parties gave in on the Past; PVV and VVD increased their attention to the Near-
Future and a balance was found on the Far-Future. All three parties increased attention 
to the Global space (ibid. pp. 314-316) which might be interpreted as a more realistic 
stance taking into account the country’s commitments to international organisations. In 
all, it seems that the leading VVD gave in the least. Needless to say that the outcome of 
the formation had very little to do with the actual vote results, had ideology been the 
criterion for a coalition formation. 
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Fig. 7.16. Space and Time 2010, Rutte I vs PvdA. 
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Fig. 7.16. Space and Time 2010, Rutte I vs PvdA. 
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7.3 From worldview to ideal world 
 
The fourth tagset, worldview analysis (see Codebook, Tagset 4), was added to check on 
Space and Time worldview constructions from a more interpretive angle than the 
explicit verbal Space and Time annotations. This was done to check how realis space and 
time references connected with abstract assumptions of conceptual coherence and 
common ground (beliefs, knowledge and values), and whether explicit Space and Time 
frames of reference could be said to actually constitute worldview ontologies. The 
question was whether the epistemic ground of concrete space and time would translate 
onto a sense of social realis that would justify intentions for action (measures). 
Worldview analysis also tested the hypothesis that progressive parties entertain a 
wider, dynamic and change oriented worldview than ‘strict-father’ conservative parties, 
as posited in the Security pilot study (section 6.3.1). This hypothesis will be discussed 
further in Chapter 8 in which the relationship between the STA model and the political 
context will be discussed. 

World Perspective (WP), Ideal (ID), Measures (MR) and Other were annotated at 
the sentence level so that they would connect with S, T and A annotation. The worldview 
tagset distinguishes causal relations between what is known about the world (WP, past 
and present, and always), projections into the future world  (ID), and the proposed 
urgency of taking measures (Present-Future, MR).  The comparison of general WP-MR-
ID scores involved: 
 
WP: World Perspective is a description/interpretation of what can be assumed to be 
common knowledge of the known Past-Present situation. It provides a presumed 
common episteme to a particular world perspective because it can be assumed to be 
shared experience (Heywood’s phase A is the party’s realis) as in example (7): 
 

 (7) Our country [NL] has not seen war for sixty years [P>10], we have a longer and healthier life than 
our great-grandparents, we have a reasonable system of free and accessible education for our 
children, when you are ill you will be treated, and old age is taken care of [WP+2] = WP (PvdA-
Intro 2010) 
Ons land [NL] heeft al zestig jaar [P>10] op eigen bodem geen oorlog meer gekend, we leven langer 
en gezonder dan onze overgrootouders, er is een behoorlijk systeem van vrij en toegankelijk 
onderwijs, als je ziek bent word je behandeld en er is een oudedagvoorziening. [+2 WP] (PvdA-Intro 
2010) 

 
ID:  Ideal (positive) reflects on Heywood’s “better society”. ID-negative reflects a party’s 

negative predictions of irrealis scenarios that may well lead to unwanted situations 
in the unknown Future, unless, of course, political action is taken (Example 8). ID 
may be positive (belief in a possible better world) or negative (the undesirability or 
uncertainty and the predictability of negative developments).  

 
(8) We [the party] want people to have the strength to take responsibility for their own life 

and future [ID +1] (PvdA EM-Intro 2010). 
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Wij (partij) willen dat mensen [NL] de kracht hebben om zelf verantwoordelijkheid te 
dragen voor hun leven en toekomst. [+1 ID] (PvdA EM-Intro 2010) 

 
MR: Measures or Policies are explicit intentions-for-actions to change or maintain the 

status quo. MR reflects the strategy described by Heywood of how to get from the 
present to the future via political action: from WP± to ID+ and from ID- to ID+. It 
reflects the build-up of intention-for-action, as in example (9): 

 
(9) Therefore [ref. to WP- and ID+ on immigration] we link up with integration and family 

support, which should include language education and literacy projects for parents. [MR 
+1]  (PvdA EM-Intro 2010) 
Daarom wordt aangehaakt bij inburgering en opvoedingsondersteuning, daar horen 
taallessen en alfabetiseringstrajecten voor ouders bij. +1 MR (PvdA EM-Intro 2010) 

 
OTHER: Subjects that were not part of the causal relation of problem-ideal-solution. For 

instance, in meta-text references with incomplete sentences, such as headings, or 
when the sentence concerns party-internal interests (to keep the party healthy, 
rather than society) (Example 10).  

 
 (10) You vote will strengthen the reformed voice in parliament [NL] [+1 Other] (SGP EM-

Intro 2010) 
Met uw stem versterkt u het staatkundig gereformeerde geluid in de Tweede Kamer [NL].  
[+1 Other] (SGP EM-Intro 2010) 

 
‘Other’ also includes (rhetorical) questions, where it is not clear what exactly the 

question aims to establish (Example 11). 
 

(11) What tasks do the CDA want to perform in the coming years F<10]? [0 Other] (CDA 
EM-Intro 2010] 
Wat zijn de taken die het CDA de komende jaren (F<10) wil uitvoeren?  [0 Other] (CDA 
EM-Intro 2010) 

 
The results of Worldview analysis are given in Figures 7.17 and 7.18. It turned out that 
Measures were the least frequent in the introductory paragraphs, which confirms 
Heywood’s sequence that actions are a logical consequence of the WP-ID relationship. 
Measures do not express worldview and are therefore peripheral to worldview that ‘sets 
the scene’. The point of the introductory paragraphs is that they frame issue salience so 
that the issues raised by the party ‘fit’ in their worldview and direct their intentionality. 
From there, measures are justified in the rest of the manifesto.  MR only occurs 
occasionally in the introductions, in very general terms, as for example in “We will 
address the causes of the crisis.” (Wij pakken de oorzaken van de crisis aan” (SP EM-Intro 
2010). Worldview annotation basically reflects optimism and pessimism, depending on 
how confident parties are of the possibility of political change.  

A discourse-space approach to political text analysis136



136 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 

7.3 From worldview to ideal world 
 
The fourth tagset, worldview analysis (see Codebook, Tagset 4), was added to check on 
Space and Time worldview constructions from a more interpretive angle than the 
explicit verbal Space and Time annotations. This was done to check how realis space and 
time references connected with abstract assumptions of conceptual coherence and 
common ground (beliefs, knowledge and values), and whether explicit Space and Time 
frames of reference could be said to actually constitute worldview ontologies. The 
question was whether the epistemic ground of concrete space and time would translate 
onto a sense of social realis that would justify intentions for action (measures). 
Worldview analysis also tested the hypothesis that progressive parties entertain a 
wider, dynamic and change oriented worldview than ‘strict-father’ conservative parties, 
as posited in the Security pilot study (section 6.3.1). This hypothesis will be discussed 
further in Chapter 8 in which the relationship between the STA model and the political 
context will be discussed. 

World Perspective (WP), Ideal (ID), Measures (MR) and Other were annotated at 
the sentence level so that they would connect with S, T and A annotation. The worldview 
tagset distinguishes causal relations between what is known about the world (WP, past 
and present, and always), projections into the future world  (ID), and the proposed 
urgency of taking measures (Present-Future, MR).  The comparison of general WP-MR-
ID scores involved: 
 
WP: World Perspective is a description/interpretation of what can be assumed to be 
common knowledge of the known Past-Present situation. It provides a presumed 
common episteme to a particular world perspective because it can be assumed to be 
shared experience (Heywood’s phase A is the party’s realis) as in example (7): 
 

 (7) Our country [NL] has not seen war for sixty years [P>10], we have a longer and healthier life than 
our great-grandparents, we have a reasonable system of free and accessible education for our 
children, when you are ill you will be treated, and old age is taken care of [WP+2] = WP (PvdA-
Intro 2010) 
Ons land [NL] heeft al zestig jaar [P>10] op eigen bodem geen oorlog meer gekend, we leven langer 
en gezonder dan onze overgrootouders, er is een behoorlijk systeem van vrij en toegankelijk 
onderwijs, als je ziek bent word je behandeld en er is een oudedagvoorziening. [+2 WP] (PvdA-Intro 
2010) 

 
ID:  Ideal (positive) reflects on Heywood’s “better society”. ID-negative reflects a party’s 

negative predictions of irrealis scenarios that may well lead to unwanted situations 
in the unknown Future, unless, of course, political action is taken (Example 8). ID 
may be positive (belief in a possible better world) or negative (the undesirability or 
uncertainty and the predictability of negative developments).  

 
(8) We [the party] want people to have the strength to take responsibility for their own life 

and future [ID +1] (PvdA EM-Intro 2010). 

A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 137 
 

Wij (partij) willen dat mensen [NL] de kracht hebben om zelf verantwoordelijkheid te 
dragen voor hun leven en toekomst. [+1 ID] (PvdA EM-Intro 2010) 

 
MR: Measures or Policies are explicit intentions-for-actions to change or maintain the 

status quo. MR reflects the strategy described by Heywood of how to get from the 
present to the future via political action: from WP± to ID+ and from ID- to ID+. It 
reflects the build-up of intention-for-action, as in example (9): 

 
(9) Therefore [ref. to WP- and ID+ on immigration] we link up with integration and family 

support, which should include language education and literacy projects for parents. [MR 
+1]  (PvdA EM-Intro 2010) 
Daarom wordt aangehaakt bij inburgering en opvoedingsondersteuning, daar horen 
taallessen en alfabetiseringstrajecten voor ouders bij. +1 MR (PvdA EM-Intro 2010) 

 
OTHER: Subjects that were not part of the causal relation of problem-ideal-solution. For 

instance, in meta-text references with incomplete sentences, such as headings, or 
when the sentence concerns party-internal interests (to keep the party healthy, 
rather than society) (Example 10).  

 
 (10) You vote will strengthen the reformed voice in parliament [NL] [+1 Other] (SGP EM-

Intro 2010) 
Met uw stem versterkt u het staatkundig gereformeerde geluid in de Tweede Kamer [NL].  
[+1 Other] (SGP EM-Intro 2010) 

 
‘Other’ also includes (rhetorical) questions, where it is not clear what exactly the 

question aims to establish (Example 11). 
 

(11) What tasks do the CDA want to perform in the coming years F<10]? [0 Other] (CDA 
EM-Intro 2010] 
Wat zijn de taken die het CDA de komende jaren (F<10) wil uitvoeren?  [0 Other] (CDA 
EM-Intro 2010) 

 
The results of Worldview analysis are given in Figures 7.17 and 7.18. It turned out that 
Measures were the least frequent in the introductory paragraphs, which confirms 
Heywood’s sequence that actions are a logical consequence of the WP-ID relationship. 
Measures do not express worldview and are therefore peripheral to worldview that ‘sets 
the scene’. The point of the introductory paragraphs is that they frame issue salience so 
that the issues raised by the party ‘fit’ in their worldview and direct their intentionality. 
From there, measures are justified in the rest of the manifesto.  MR only occurs 
occasionally in the introductions, in very general terms, as for example in “We will 
address the causes of the crisis.” (Wij pakken de oorzaken van de crisis aan” (SP EM-Intro 
2010). Worldview annotation basically reflects optimism and pessimism, depending on 
how confident parties are of the possibility of political change.  

Discourse-space worldview frames 137



138 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 

As might be expected, in 2006, CDA presented itself as particularly optimistic 
about the future, hopeful to be able to stay in power and continue their politics. VVD 
showed optimism in both years, especially about the Future, reflecting a liberal sense of 
opportunity and positivism. 

 

 
Figure 7.17. EM2006-Intro Worldviews: world perspective (now), ideal (future), measures and other.  
EM 2006 Intro N=15,136 words; Annotated text segments N = 495. 
 
 

Figure 7.18. EM2010-Intro Worldviews: world perspective (now), ideal (future), measures and other. 
EM 2010Intro N = 20,527 words; Annotated text segments N = 787. 
 
 
In 2010, PVV was less optimistic about the Future and more optimistic about the Present 
than they were in their inaugural year (2006), but the shift is contrasted by its less 
optimistic attitude to the ‘Present’. The Christian parties became more positive than 
negative, whereas GL and PvdD were a little more optimistic than pessimistic about the 
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environmental and moral Future. SP held a positive-negative balance in both election 
years, despite the fact that the liberal trend of the past decades had put the welfare state 
under pressure.  

Positive Ideals were more frequent in 2006 than in 2010 (maybe due to the 
financial crisis) and we observe some significant shifts in positive future perspectives. 
However, there is a sufficiently ‘like’ narrative structure in political-narrative logic of 
getting from the present to the future via political action, and in Herman’s (1999; 2003) 
cognitive cues for narrative scripts and spatial frames. The STA analysis shows that each 
manifesto introduction constructs a frame in which to locate the country and its affairs 
in a wider space- and timeframe. The coordinate system of each frame regulates the 
likelihood and desirability of irrealis future scenarios, as discussed in section 4.2.2.3 
(narrative). The realis epistemic grounding of such counterfactual scenarios needs to be 
strong to potentially warrant the likelihood of future projections and to regulate the 
desirability of political intervention (cf. Dunmire 2011; Heywood 2007). But there is a 
factual dissonance in that the realis analogy between real world facts and politically-
motivated worldviews is not of the same epistemic quality. Intentionality in discourse 
about doing politics primarily relies on pragmatic motives, sentiment and speculative 
(un)certainties. The realis-irrealis dissonance also reflects in the semi-realis nature of 
social facts (Searle 2010) such as the realis of democracy as a civil national organisation 
and the neo-liberal realis of supra-national economic stakeholders in the financial world. 
These types of realis only hold as long as they are upheld by their epistemic community.  

In the 2010 manifestos, the increased attention to world perspective (WP), at the 
expense of positive future scenarios, is a significant change in the ground rationale of the 
genre. Although the WP-ID balance in the 2006 and 2010 manifestos – more positive ID 
in 2006 and more WP in 2010 – suggests a shift from irrealis to ‘realis’. The results can 
be interpreted in different ways. They may indicate a change towards a more pragmatic, 
populist, argument strategy, or it indicates a lack of vision. They may also be a result of 
an ongoing epistemic shift in which irrealis is normalised into a ‘realis’ of social facts. In 
that case, the critical question is: what has become more realis and whose realis is 
upheld at whose expense? Answers to these questions can be sought at content and 
linguistic levels of analysis of worldview constructions.  
 
 
7.4 Variation and shifts in worldview frames: Titles and Introductions compared 
 
As discussed in section 4.2.2 on narrative, a story begins with a title. Manifesto titles are 
most effective in catching public attention when they can capture the mood of the 
moment in a single brush stroke. When titles include Time and Space references this 
deserves special attention as they inform the next level of text construction: the 
introductory paragraphs. Discourse-space analysis for interpretations of intentionality 
in party discourse should therefore also take note of manifesto titles. However, titles are 
cryptic and it makes little sense to quantify their Space and Time frames, so they have 
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environmental and moral Future. SP held a positive-negative balance in both election 
years, despite the fact that the liberal trend of the past decades had put the welfare state 
under pressure.  

Positive Ideals were more frequent in 2006 than in 2010 (maybe due to the 
financial crisis) and we observe some significant shifts in positive future perspectives. 
However, there is a sufficiently ‘like’ narrative structure in political-narrative logic of 
getting from the present to the future via political action, and in Herman’s (1999; 2003) 
cognitive cues for narrative scripts and spatial frames. The STA analysis shows that each 
manifesto introduction constructs a frame in which to locate the country and its affairs 
in a wider space- and timeframe. The coordinate system of each frame regulates the 
likelihood and desirability of irrealis future scenarios, as discussed in section 4.2.2.3 
(narrative). The realis epistemic grounding of such counterfactual scenarios needs to be 
strong to potentially warrant the likelihood of future projections and to regulate the 
desirability of political intervention (cf. Dunmire 2011; Heywood 2007). But there is a 
factual dissonance in that the realis analogy between real world facts and politically-
motivated worldviews is not of the same epistemic quality. Intentionality in discourse 
about doing politics primarily relies on pragmatic motives, sentiment and speculative 
(un)certainties. The realis-irrealis dissonance also reflects in the semi-realis nature of 
social facts (Searle 2010) such as the realis of democracy as a civil national organisation 
and the neo-liberal realis of supra-national economic stakeholders in the financial world. 
These types of realis only hold as long as they are upheld by their epistemic community.  

In the 2010 manifestos, the increased attention to world perspective (WP), at the 
expense of positive future scenarios, is a significant change in the ground rationale of the 
genre. Although the WP-ID balance in the 2006 and 2010 manifestos – more positive ID 
in 2006 and more WP in 2010 – suggests a shift from irrealis to ‘realis’. The results can 
be interpreted in different ways. They may indicate a change towards a more pragmatic, 
populist, argument strategy, or it indicates a lack of vision. They may also be a result of 
an ongoing epistemic shift in which irrealis is normalised into a ‘realis’ of social facts. In 
that case, the critical question is: what has become more realis and whose realis is 
upheld at whose expense? Answers to these questions can be sought at content and 
linguistic levels of analysis of worldview constructions.  
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moment in a single brush stroke. When titles include Time and Space references this 
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only been annotated superficially for Worldview (WP, ID, MR). The titles for the 2006 
and 2010 elections are given in Table 7.3 (below). 

 
 
Table 7.3 Dutch EM-Titles 2006, 2010 (translations mine). Bold = space; underlining = time. Type of 
content: world perspective (W -here and now), Ideal (I-future) and/or measures (M). 
 2006 WP 2010 WP 
CDA Trust in the Netherlands, Trust in Each Other 

Vertrouwen in Nederland, Vertrouwen in Elkaar 
W Decisive and Together 

Slagvaardig en Samen 
I M  

CU A Matter of Trust 
Een Kwestie van Vertrouwen 

W Looking Ahead: Christian-Social Perspective 
Vooruitzien: Christelijk-Sociaal Perspectief 

W 

D66 It’s All About People 
Het Gaat om Mensen 

W Different Yes. We want things to be different 
Anders Ja. We willen het Anders 

M 

GL Grow Together 
Groei Mee 

W  Ready for the Future 
Klaar voor de Toekomst 

M 

PvdA The Netherlands of Tomorrow 
Het Nederland van Morgen 

I Everyone Counts: The power of The Netherlands 
Iedereen Telt Mee: De kracht van Nederland 

W  
M 

PvdD 220 x kinder: For Mankind, Animals and the 
Environment56 
220 x Liever: Voor Mens, Dier, Natuur en Milieu 

I M Recipes for Compassion and Sustainability 
Recepten voor Mededogen en Duurzaamheid 

W  
I M 

PVV  Election Pamphlet based on documents: 
(previous, non-election, party manifestos): ‘A 
New Golden Age’, ‘Clear Wine’, ‘New Realism’, 
and ‘The Declaration of Independence’  
Verkiezingspamflet op basis van documenten:  
Een Nieuwe Gouden Eeuw, Klare Wijn, Een 
Nieuwe Realistische Visie en de 
Onafhankelijkheidsverklaring 

 
 
(W) 

The Agenda of Hope and Optimism 
De Agenda van Hoop en Optimisme 

I M 

SGP In Good Faith 
Naar Eer en Geweten 

W I The deed to The Word: The SGP stands for it 
Daad bij het Woord: De SGP staat ervoor 

W  
I M 

SP A Better Netherlands for the same Price 
Een Beter Nederland voor Hetzelfde Geld 

I A Better Netherlands for Less Money 
Een Beter Nederland voor Minder Geld 

I 

VVD For a Society with Ambition (pamphlet) 
Voor een Samenleving met Ambitie (pamflet) 

I Getting things in Order57 
Orde op Zaken 

I M 

 
 
7.4.1 STA results of Titles and Intros 
 
Space: In most titles, The Netherlands was presumed (15/20) or explicitly stated (5/20) 
as the default geopolitical space. Exceptions are the PvdD 2006 that referred to its global 
attention space (“mankind, the animals, nature and the environment”).  
Time: The future perspective is what manifestos are really about in the political 
narrative (Heywood (2007). The goal is a ‘better’ future that requires a worldview that 
gives direction to intentionality. Future is expressed explicitly in: 
 
CU 2010 is  “looking ahead” 
D66 2010 wants things “different” (different from now) 
GL 2010 is “ready for the future” 

                                                        
56 220 is the number of solutions offered by the PvdD. ‘Liever’ connotes kindness as well as preference. 
57 The VVD 2010 title is hard to translate because it lacks a predicate. “Orderly” suggests a desired state of 
affairs. The word ‘zaken’ connotes ‘affairs’ in general or, more specifically, business and financial affairs, 
which would reflect on VVD’s economic priorities. 
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PvdA 2006 focuses on “tomorrow”  
PVV 2006 “Pamphlet”, indirectly referring to Far-Past mentioned in the underlying document 

titles; PVV 2010 proposes a future oriented “agenda of hope and optimism” 
SP 2006, 2010 wants a “better” society (better than now) 
VVD 2010 looks to the future and to “getting things in order”  
 
Timespace: The PvdA 2006 title is the only one that explicitly refers to its focal timespace 
(NL/future). The other titles presume a main attention field that is moral (e.g. 
compassion) or a precondition of party ideology (e,g, equality, trust). These are abstract 
moral and affective timespaces that represent desired premises of mental spaces that 
direct attitude.  
Attitude: All titles hold a positive/progressive attitude (better, good, trust, hope, 
optimism, ambition, growth), except for the neutral PvdA 2006 title, “The Netherlands of 
Tomorrow”. Some titles refer explicitly to intentions-for-action, for example: the PvdD 
announces ‘220 measures’ (2006) and ‘recipes’ (2010), and the CDA’s ‘decisive’ title 
(2010) announces an action-oriented programme. 
 These STA-informed, qualitative interpretations of manifesto titles were found to 
be quantitatively inconsistent with STA results on the EM-Intro corpus (Appendix 6.1). 
The Average scores on NL (positive and negative) were 40 for 2006  (Figure 7.9 above) 
and 50 for 2010 (Figure 7.10 above). CDA, PvdA and SP titles explicitly refer to The 
Netherlands and this does not correlate with low NL frequencies in their EM-Intros. 
PvdA scores relatively low on NL in both 2006 and 2010 (2/40 and 37/50 respectively). 
PVV and VVD do not mention The Netherlands in their titles while PVV ranks highest on 
NL in its EM Intros (89/40 and 90/50), and the VVD follows in second place (52/40 and 
70/50). However, consistency was found in the connotations of the titles and intros of 
CU and SGP (Christian), and PvdD, SGP and PvdD (secular) and their low scores on NL in 
EM-Intro. 
 Considering the typical future direction of political discourse (Dunmire 2011), a 
comparison of secular and Christian parties’ Future references can be drawn from 
Figures 7.19 and 7.20 that show Future F>10 years and EternalFt (indefinite future 
time) scores on EM-Intro. In 2006, only PvdA referred to Future (“tomorrow”) in its title, 
but not in its Intro. In 2010, titles that refer to the Future are CU (“looking ahead”), GL 
(“ready for the future”), and VVD (“getting things in order”). This is clearly consistent 
with the STA frames of the EM-Intros of CU and GL, and less with VVD.  
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56 220 is the number of solutions offered by the PvdD. ‘Liever’ connotes kindness as well as preference. 
57 The VVD 2010 title is hard to translate because it lacks a predicate. “Orderly” suggests a desired state of 
affairs. The word ‘zaken’ connotes ‘affairs’ in general or, more specifically, business and financial affairs, 
which would reflect on VVD’s economic priorities. 
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PvdA 2006 focuses on “tomorrow”  
PVV 2006 “Pamphlet”, indirectly referring to Far-Past mentioned in the underlying document 

titles; PVV 2010 proposes a future oriented “agenda of hope and optimism” 
SP 2006, 2010 wants a “better” society (better than now) 
VVD 2010 looks to the future and to “getting things in order”  
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Figure 7.19. Time-future>10 years, EM2006-Intro. Normalised and weighted x 1000. Average score 11. 
 
 

 
Figure 7.20. Time-future>10 years, EM2010-Intro, normalised and weighted x 1000. years. Average score 18. 
 
  
 A qualitative analysis of EM-Titles for world perspectives, ideals and measures 
(WIM, see Table 7.3, 2nd column) can be compared with the quantitative WP/ID/MR 
annotation (sections 7.1.1 and 7.1.2). We see that all twenty titles explicitly or implicitly 
address moral/spiritual premises of worldview (W) and future ideal states (I) and 
Measures (M) that might achieve a ‘better society’ (Table 7.3). Table 7.4 shows WP, ID 
and MR results in the Titles. 58 
 
 

                                                        
58 Annotation units for ‘Measures’ consisted of verbs and verbal nouns, adjectives of intentions-for-action 
(as in ‘getting things in order’), and types of motivation-for-action (‘trust’, ‘faith’, ‘determination’), as 
found in the manifesto titles. 
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Table 7.4. Worldview, Ideal and Measures in EM titles (2006, 2010). 
 CDA CU GL D66 PvdA PvdD PVV SGP SP VVD Total 
W 2006 Trust Trust Together People  Life  Faith   6 
W 2010  Belief    Everyone compassion  Word   4 
I 2006   grow   220x Past Christian Better ambition 6 
I 2010      sustainable optimism Christian Better results 5 
M 2006      Proposals     1 
M2010 decisive  ready different  recipes agenda deed  order 7 
W=Worldview perspective (presupposed morality; everywhere, now, always); I=Ideals (necessity, 
desirability; future); M=Measures, or types of action (future; goal oriented).  
 
Titles with an Ideal indicate a dynamist intentionality to take action, with the exception 
of parties referring to eternal trust and faith as a statist ideal state of mind. World 
perspective, Ideal and Measures in EM-titles gave these results: 
 

2006: W 6/10;  I 6/10;  M 1/10 
2010: W 4/10;  I 5/10;  M 7/10 

 
In 2006, measures were not popular in manifesto titles, except for the new PvdD who 
presented its 220 proposals. However, in 2010 seven out of ten parties refer to action 
(M), with the exception of CU, GL and SP. Compared to EM-Intros (Figure 7.16 and 7.17), 
Worldperspectives (WP) shifted from positive Ideal in 2006 (ID average 23 vs WP 
average 11) to positive WP in 2010 (ID average 20 vs WP average 23). This could be 
interpreted as complementary, i.e. increased attention to action (M) in the 2010 titles 
correlates with increase in attention to WP (the current state of affairs) in 2010 Intros. 
In a broader perspective, the increase in attention to M asserts government agency 
(2010 – decisive, different, recipes, agenda, deed, getting things done) over morality 
(2006 – faith, trust, equality and setting goals). The shift could be interpreted as a trend 
from familiar and reflective moral politics to pragmatic politics. 
 Although there is inconsistency between STA in Titles and quantitative results on 
Intros, they are not contradictory and actually complement each other in terms of 
building text worlds up from the title. I suggest that Space references in titles have a 
stronger cognitive effect on coherence than Time references do because of the higher 
epistemic value of space over time due to the primacy of spatial cognition. In politics, 
Time Future connotes perspective, which is a strong factor in directing intentional 
states. 
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In a broader perspective, the increase in attention to M asserts government agency 
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(2006 – faith, trust, equality and setting goals). The shift could be interpreted as a trend 
from familiar and reflective moral politics to pragmatic politics. 
 Although there is inconsistency between STA in Titles and quantitative results on 
Intros, they are not contradictory and actually complement each other in terms of 
building text worlds up from the title. I suggest that Space references in titles have a 
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Chapter 8 
 

Discourse-Space Analysis, Worldviews and Party Positions 
 
 
 
 
 
8.1 STA results and party positioning: An evaluation 
 
 
8.1.1. STA worldview analysis and VAAs 
 
The comparison of Kieskompas (political) and Nieuwsmonitor (media) party positioning 
(see Ch. 5, Figure 5.1) shows a discrepancy in the spread of parties on the diagonal Left-
Progressive (GL, PvdA, PvdD, SP) and Right-Conservative (CDA, PVV) axis. However, the 
two methods are more consistent on the Progressive-Conservative dimension, GALTAN 
(Hooghe et al. 2002) than on Left-Right. These dimensions clearly leave room for 
variation in interpretations of their analysis and positioning parties. I argue that the on 
going epistemic shift in political rationale requires a reconsideration of the premises of 
political dimensions with every election in The Netherlands. The continuum of epistemic 
shifts in political reasoning puts limitations on the reliability of Gold Standards that rely 
expressed content and lexical semantics of previous elections. Kieskompas adjusts the 
definitions of the two dimensions to each election year’s context by checking with 
experts, public surveys and party representatives whether they agree with KK 
positioning (Krouwel and Van Elfrinkhof 2014; Krouwel and Wall 2014). The KK and 
Nieuwsmonitor results (Figure 5.1) show radical position shifts from Left to Right, 
particularly the GL, PvdA and CU. However, the focus of discourse-space analysis on the 
construction of worldviews may give a different perspective on party positions because 
spatial cognition is a stable factor. It is the ground on which variation in issue, actor and 
action relations can be constructed. The problem is to link party-cultural spatial 
worldview construction in linguistic and content analysis. This problem cannot be 
solved here, but I would like to contribute to making that possible by offering a model 
for the discourse-space layer of worldview construction. 
 
 
8.1.2 Rhetorical affordances of spatial context and content construction in EM-Intro 
 
As discussed in Chapter 7, qualitative STA features of manifesto titles do not correlate 
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directly with STA results on EM-Intro. This can be ascribed to the different function of 
Titles and Intros in text-world construction. The title is an eye-catcher, whereas the 
actual narrative begins with setting the scene in the Intros. The relationship between 
Title and Intro is complementary and supports the principle of a layered narrative 
construction. The Intros give an outline of a party’s worldview that sets the scene for 
logical or presumed causal relations in issue-specific events involving content relations 
between actors, issues, attitudes and actions  
 The examples of the relationship between Titles and Intros show STA results do 
not give evidence of political attitude or intentions as such, but STA frames are 
evidential in that they constrain and direct the intentionality of worldviews, ideals and 
measures (cf. section 4.2 on socio-cognitive aspects of discourse cohesion and 
Gärdenfors [2014: 24-25]). Spatial cohesion presupposes the communicative validity of 
a text genre in a particular context, but it does not prescribe its status function. STA 
frames can therefore not be used to position parties, but they can inform party 
positioning from a cultural-cognitive perspective. 
 Variation in STA worldview frames can reveal variation in rhetorical structures 
and styles in terms the epistemic relationship between real- and abstract coordinate 
systems that give direction to intentions for action. Rhetorical aspects of political 
discourse are particularly bound up with the presumptive epistemic quality of space- 
and time frames, whereas attitude provides force-directions of fit. The STA frames 
generated from the EM-Intros therefore give an abstract visualisation of ten parties’ 
main attention field and another six levels of attention. The graphic representations 
given in Appendix 7.2 (fold-out sheet) represent the ground-floor frames of political 
intentionality and diachronic shifts in positions and points of view that motivate 
intentions-for-action. To illustrate the relevance of comparative STA analysis for party 
positioning, the next section addresses variation in STA frames in relation to the issue of  
‘Security’ that was used in one of the pilot studies discussed in Chapter 6.  
 
 
8.2 Cross-validating the relationship between discourse-spaces, worldviews and 
political dimensions: The case of Security 
 
Security was used to find relations between the general worldview and how security’s 
intrinsic spatial premise reflects political dimensions. Security is typically a progressive-
conservative dimension (Baldwin 1997 and section 4.2.1), relating to Traditional, 
Authoritarian and Nationalistic (TAN) attitude and restrictive measures.  Interesting 
examples of STA variation emerged from comparing secular and Christian worldviews in 
the context of ‘Security’. These examples will illustrate how STA frames constitute 
parties’ coherent worldviews that logically direct politically-motivated intentions-for-
action. Further to the discussion on Security (section 6.3.1), STA results are also 
compared with content-analytic party positioning to explore how they might 
complement each other on existing dimensions or to suggest ways to adapt political 
dimensions to include spatial aspects of party positioning. 
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Security is the ultimate political valence issue.59 As Baldwin (1997) points out, it 
is a typical overarching issue on which parties should be compared and positioned, 
particularly because: “No social science concept has been more abused and misused 
than national security” (Baldwin 1997: 26). It is an evolutionary fact that humans want 
to feel secure, so the issue presides over Left/Right ideology but may well relate to 
Progressive/Conservative. When threat is perceived, it does not require much 
elaboration to trigger a neuro-cognitive response that instinctively triggers the need to 
know ‘where’ and ‘when’ to be able to evaluate its impact. Other valence issues, 
however, such as freedom and liberty, need more elaboration to trigger a neural 
reaction to seek cognition, prior to action. ‘Security’ automatically implies the possibility 
of threat that we instinctively want to prevent, avoid or combat. The basic choice in 
Security measures is between fostering resilience and defence against threats.  
 Security relates to geographic space as well as to temporal, spiritual and social 
spaces. Paradoxically, security measures will always benefit some (beneficiaries, 
insiders) while excluding others (perpetrators, outsiders). Laclau and Mouffe (1985) 
would call Security a ‘floating signifier’ (cf. section 4.2.1 on discourse stylistics) that 
signifies possibilities of threat without defining them (Baldwin 1997). The power of 
floating signifiers is that they can “synthesize related  […] concepts” (Entman 1993: 51) 
in an intentional frame, such as a timespace. “Security” indexes the possibility of threat 
(Baldwin 1997) and threat instinctively triggers a sense of fear and emergency. 
Therefore security is a powerful issue in political discourse that can distract attention 
from further deliberation while legitimating policies that may otherwise seem 
inappropriate, such as the U.S. claim of the necessity to attack Iraq, allegedly because of 
the presence of WMDs.  

Religious belief and spiritualism operate at a different level of consciousness, but 
also relies on an intuitive, pre-conscious moral predisposition that presides over 
evaluation and agency. The SGP and CU Intros presuppose an eternal-infinite timespace 
frames as their frame of reference (Appendix 7.2). Security is also an issue for these 
parties, for example: in the SGP-Intro 2010 the Islam is a threat (negative NWW) that 
challenges their spirituality in: “… clashing values between Christian belief and the 
doctrine and horrendous practices of radical Islam[…] the upcoming militant Islam 
poses a great threat” (SGP-Intro 2010, translation mine). CU does not bring such threats 
to the foreground. It is also generally more progressive than the SGP. Where SGP is 
explicitly negative about the Non Western World, the CU is not (cf. Appendix 7.2, SGP 
2006, 2010 and CU 2006, 2010). This suggests that proposing security measures 
requires tension, which is established by a party’s positive and negative space and time 
frames-of-reference.  

To illustrate how STA analysis might contribute to party positioning, three 
parties were selected that were representative of a range of attention spaces to security 
issues: PvdD, VVD and SGP. The average score on security across all parties was 38% of 
the EM-2006 full text (cf. Chapter 6, Figure 6.2). 
                                                        
59 A valence issue is a political issue about which the public will generally have a preference, such as 
prosperity, safety and security 
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59 A valence issue is a political issue about which the public will generally have a preference, such as 
prosperity, safety and security 
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1. PvdD: 75% 
2. VVD just above average at 43%  
3. SGP at the low end at 24% 
 
Content analysis involved issues, actors and measures, whereas discourse-space analysis 
involved Worldview, Identity and Measures/goals related to Security. 
  Issues involved five sub-issue categories of Security in EM-2006 full (Figure 8.1):  
a. Human rights 
b. Norms and education 
c. Crime, fraud and terrorism 
d. Health and environment 
e. Social-economic security 

 

 
Figure 8.1. Security issue-clusters EM 2006 PvdD, SGP and VVD, relative percentages. 
 
 
The PvdD manifesto was almost exclusively about the environment and health (animal 
rights were coded in this category), aligning with their main issue: the protection of life 
as presented in their manifesto title. The SGP was relatively strong on human rights and 
(surprisingly) also on crime in relation to violations of The Word. The VVD scored 
relatively high on social-economic security, with emphasis on economic. 
Actors. Three types of actors were distinguished: perpetrators (causers of unsafety), 
protectors (those responsible) and victims (who or what needs to be protected) (Figure 
8.2). The PvdD held the Government responsible for the safety of animals (protector) 
and at the same time the Government was seen as a cause of “un-safety” for animals 
(perpetrator). Specific reference to perpetrators was made in the VVD EM2006 when 
they were classified as ‘criminals’ for 100% (VVD) and their relatively strong attention 
to protectors reflected their law and order politics. SGP was also relatively strong on 
protectors, respecting the government’s role in providing security. It held the most 
abstract concept of perpetrators and it refrained altogether from causal relations as to 
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who or what was causing un-safety. The SGP’s one-directional message was that piety is 
and must be the core of trust and security and may not be violated. 
 
 

 
Figure 8.2. Actors EM 2006 PvdD, SGP and VVD: Perpetrators, Victims and Protectors. Relative percentages. 
 

 
Figure 8.3. EM 2006 Measures: Stimulating (s), Regulating (r) and Other (o).
 
 
Measures involved definitions for Stimulation and Regulation (Figure 8.3). Regulating 
measures related to top-down control and were categorised as Conservative. Left and 
Right-Left ranking depended on whether measures were taken for social regulation or 
economic regulation. Stimulating measures (incentives) are characterised by a reverse 
relationship that relies on government measures to facilitate and foster security. They 
were categorised as Progressive and left or right. Some observations are that the VVD 
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Figure 8.1. Security issue-clusters EM 2006 PvdD, SGP and VVD, relative percentages. 
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who or what was causing un-safety. The SGP’s one-directional message was that piety is 
and must be the core of trust and security and may not be violated. 
 
 

 
Figure 8.2. Actors EM 2006 PvdD, SGP and VVD: Perpetrators, Victims and Protectors. Relative percentages. 
 

 
Figure 8.3. EM 2006 Measures: Stimulating (s), Regulating (r) and Other (o).
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 Figure 8.4 (below) confirms the assumption that Security was played out on a 
Progressive-Conservative, stative-dynamist dimension, either way with the intention to 
offer security. We see the PVV and VVD on the positive scale, proclaiming the Ideal of a 
secure society; whereas the PvdD scored high at the negative end, strongly claiming a 
lack of (environmental and animal) security.  
 
 

 
 

  GL SP CDA PvdA CU PvdD D66 SGP PVV VVD 

X Left-Right -0.34 -0.28 -0.23 -0.2 -0.2 -0.1 -0.06 -0.05 0.05 0.1 

Y Prog-Conser -0.27 -0.07 0.15 0 0.24 -0.72 -0.58 0.21 0.67 0.16 

 
Figure 8.4. EM2006 Security pilot. Ranking parties on stimulating (Progressive) -- regulating (Conservative) 
attitude (source: Van Elfrinkhof). 
 
 As discussed in Chapter 6, STA analysis intends to reveal the background rationale 
for intentions for action. Figures 8.5 and 8.6 show STA results from EM-2006 Intro. The 
nodes in the tagset were reduced to security-relevant space- and time-clusters (Table 
8.1) and were normalised and weighted for Attitude.  
 
Table 8.1. Space and Time clusters for Security analysis. 
Space Time 
NL (Local+NL) 
NLBorder60 
WW = (EU+WW) 
NWW  
Rest of the World (ROW) = (Global+Infinite) 

Far Past = (EternalPst + FarPast) 
Present = (NearPast+Present)61 
NearFuture 
Far Future = (FarFuture + EternalFt )T 

 

                                                        
60 NLBorder is kept separate as the traffic zone between the nation and the world beyond. 
61 Near-past and Present represent the epistemic certainty of common experience. 
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The PvdD considered the lost balance in the eco-system to be the source of social, 
political and economic tensions in society (PvdD EM-Intro 2006). People are seen as the 
cause and the solution for the environmental problems with respect for life. The party 
calls for “a civilisation offensive similar to that against the repression of women, 
children and slaves” (een beschavingsoffensief vergelijkbaar met de strijd…tegen de 
onderdrukking van vrouwen, kinderen en slaven). In that light, the party accounts for its 
restrictive measures and active government intervention. It is not quite clear what kinds 
of measures it favours, but the goal is clear: to secure welfare of humans, animals and 
nature. On the other hand, the PvdD attention-space is nuanced: it is future-oriented, 
and places The Netherlands in a Global context and its positive-negative attitude is fairly 
balanced.  

The SGP’s worldview is unique in terms of its space and time frame. God and ‘His 
commandments’ are annotated as infinite and eternal (positive). In this abstract world, 
SGP holds an exceptional attention for infinity and eternity (higher than CU), and its 
geographic attention space is The Netherlands and Infinity, with nothing in between. 
The party’s worldview is that ‘we’ (NL) live in a restless place: “society is under a lot of 
pressure and needs guidance”. Furthermore, its Ideal is “Fear of God and upholding His 
commandments is befitting of mankind” (Vrees God en houd Zijn geboden, want die 
betaamt alle mensen, Ecclesiastes 12:13. SGP EM-Intro 2006, translation mine). It is only 
God who “in Christ is able and willing to provide us in peace, security and welfare” (“ons 
in Christus echte vrede, geborgenheid en welzijn kan en wil geven). The SGP time-frame is 
positively set in eternal Faith and obedience.  

 
 

    
Figure 8.5. EM-Intro 2006, Space, PvdD, SGP and VVD normalised and weighted (x 1000). 
Clusters: (Local+NL), NLBorder, (EU+WW), NWW, (Global+Infinite), Rest of the World (ROW). 
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Figure 8.6. EM-Intro 2006, Time, PvdD, SGP and VVD normalised and weighted (x 1000), (n-=negative). 
Clusters: (EternalPst + FarPast), (NearPast+Present),  NearFuture, (FarFuture + EternalFt).
 
 
 The VVD’s 2006 manifesto was not a traditional full manifesto but a 4-page 
tabloid listing main points without a separate Introduction. However, the general 
attitude in the tabloid was positive: individuals should have access to the whole world to 
freely develop their ambitions. The role of the government is practically absent from the 
manifesto and it is unclear who is responsible for security. The word ‘criminals’ occurs 
consistently – perpetrators are 100% ‘criminal’ – which suggests that in their view 
restrictive intervention is called for, but it remains unclear by whom. 
 The term Security runs through the manifestos of all three parties as a meta-
frame for restrictive vs. stimulating attitude. A comparison of STA frames in these three 
manifestos reveals a significant difference in the worldviews of libertarian (VVD), 
authoritarian (PvdD, SGP), green (PvdD), and Christian (SGP) in relation to Security. 
Figure 8.7 shows STA results for PvdD, SGP and VVD. 
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Figure 8.7.  STA results EM 2006-Intro, PvdD, SGP and VVD (Full size, see Appendix 7.2). Blue is Space and 
orange is Time. 
 
 
The blue bars represent Space and the orange bars represent Time. Space and Time 
annotations were normalised and weighted for positive and negative attitude on the 5-
point Attitude scale. A 7-point colour saturation scale was used to indicate their 
weighting. The deictic centre is NL+ and NL- (Here) and Near-Past to Near-Future 
(Now). The x-axis also divides positive (above the x-axis) and negative stance (below the 
x-axis).  Variation in attention spaces shown in the full set of STA results reveals the 
spatial, cognitive grounding of politically-motivated intentionality in Dutch EM-Intro 
2006 and 2010. STA-triples provide patterns of spatial reasoning that should translate 
onto political (intentional) dimensions, as shown in the example given in Chapter 7 
(Figures 7.15, 7.16) of the differences between the 2006 and 2010 coalition parties and 
the main opposition party. The graphics in Appendix 7.2 present STA results for all 
parties in both election years, providing a visual overview of similarities and differences 
in how parties’ worldviews are framed in space and time and their positive and negative 
attitude to attention fields. 
 
 
 
8.3. STA results and political dimensions 
 
The purpose of designing the STA model was to find an explanation for how parties can 
have such very different views on the same geographic space in the world and draw 
such very different conclusions about how to manage it. The example of ‘Security’ shows 
how worldviews are constructed spatially in EM-Intros and how they construct 
worldviews, attitudes and future projections that warrant parties’ intentions-for-action. 
However, to project these interpretations onto political dimensions requires a layered 
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approach to account for how linguistic and content units are framed in relational 
networks, i.e. in what frame (scope) and by what kind of coordinate system. Content-
based dimensions are “generally characterised by instability” (Budge 1994: 456; cf. 
section 5.1.1), which reduces the diachronic validity of content analysis and the function 
of gold standards. The current political landscape requires an adaptable system because 
established ideologies are no longer valid measures for party positioning (cf. section 
5.3). Potentially, variation in coordinate systems relates to the political, i.e. intentional, 
progressive-conservative dimension and adds a party-specific cultural dimension to 
content-analytic methods for party positioning.  

As for political dimensions, Progressive is understood here as favouring a future-
oriented worldview and change, adaptability and innovation, as in Postrel’s dynamism 
and the Green, Alternative and Libertarian (GAL) end of the GALTAN dimension 
(Hooghe et al. 2002). A strong past-present-here grounding correlates with 
Conservative attitude and corresponds with Postrel’s stativism and Tradition, Authority 
and Nationalism (TAN). (See Table 8.2.) 
 
 
Table 8.2. Temporal and spatial correlations with the GALTAN dimensios. 

Dimension Hooghe Postrel Direction Deictic place 
Progressive GAL Dynamist Present   Future Here   There 
Conservative TAN Statist Past   Present    Future Here  

 
 

The GALTAN dimension relates best to the statist-dynamist distinction between 
parties’ motivation for action in view of perceived tension between security (restrictive 
measures) and progress (stimulating measures) (Postrel 1998). In Searle’s (2010) terms 
‘making the social world’ relies on the intention to satisfy a need, either for adaptation 
and innovation (dynamist) or for security (statist). The tension is between the intention 
for change with a degree of uncertainty and stability with a degree of familiarity. This is 
an important observation when we consider Security to be the valence issue-of-all-
issues in political discourse. Security is always a good reason for actions, giving them a 
sense of temporal urgency and spatial proximity that triggers intentionality: a need for 
cognition for action. In view of the primacy of spatial cognition, I hold that Space, Time 
and Attitude relate most to the intentional dimension of Progressive-Conservative as it 
must cognitively preside over the more pragmatic Left-Right dimension. I consider Left-
Right to be mainly content related in that a government can choose to invest in 
facilitating social welfare or economic welfare. The statist-dynamist dimension also 
relates to restrictive or facilitating policy proposals if we consider the inclusive, one-
directional character of statist attitude and the open character of dynamist attitude. This 
seems to be confirmed by a growing emphasis on the issue of Security in Dutch politics, 
which distracts from the economic situation the country finds its self in. Instead of 
finding their identity in ideology, parties resort to competition on valence issues (Budge 
1982; cf. section 5.1.2) and profiling themselves on issue-ownership. As the comfort of 
familiar ideological ground dispersed, competition is becoming more primitive and 
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parties avoid direct confrontations on nuanced issues such as human rights and 
refugees. This development marks the rise of populism. 

However, STA analysis shows on what ground and in which directions parties 
construct their future projections, preferences and intentions-for-action and does not 
project one-on-one onto GAL or TAN issue clusters. Van Elfrinkhof et al. (2014) explores 
the relationship between GALTAN and STA and how STA can inform party positioning 
on specific issues. We chose the coalition parties of the 2010 election to find an 
explanation for this unusual cabinet of Liberal VVD, Christian CDA and the ‘tolerating’ 
populist PVV that was unpopular with the establishment in The Hague. We compared 
words-as-data, words-as-meaningful-data and words-in-context against KK 2010. 
Words-in-context represents the STA approach to address intentional affordances of 
worldview construction: the grounding of political rationale.  

Applying a gold standard, based on previous years, was problematic because 
discourse-space analysis is an inductive approach, starting from the data, which are 
unique in each election year. The point was not to lose flexibility and to do justice to 
interparty variance and changes over time in parties’ epistemic grounding of new issues, 
semantic and normative shifts and pragmatic shifts in the functionality of, e.g. the 
manifesto genre, style and lexis. Rather than weighting against a gold standard, the focus 
of STA is on basic types of ‘how’ change is constructed, as Apostel (Vidal 2008: 4) 
suggests, beginning with the ground rationale from which events unfold. In this light, 
Van Elfrinkhof et al. (2014) tested whether there were differences in the outcome of 
analytic approaches at various levels of meaning construction. We experimented on 
issue specific text segments of the three 2010 coalition parties, applying qualitative 
words-as-data (WD), quantitative and qualitative words-as-meaningful-data (lexical-
semantic, WMD), and qualitative discourse-space analysis for words-in-context (WC). 
The hybrid KK results for the 2010 election served as the gold standard (Krouwel and 
Wall 2014) in the comparison with GALTAN positioning.62   

This cross-validation resulted in differences in ranking on GALTAN, as shown in 
Table 8.3.63 A graphic representation (Figure 8.8) shows that plain WD and lexical WMD 
stay fairly consistent other across the three parties.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                        
62 Naturally each method will yield different results, but the challenge was to see how the levels of analysis 
could be combined in a more nuanced formula for party positioning. 
63 GALTAN is a more nuanced progressive-conservative dimension (Hooghe et al. 2010 and section 5.1.1)  
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62 Naturally each method will yield different results, but the challenge was to see how the levels of analysis 
could be combined in a more nuanced formula for party positioning. 
63 GALTAN is a more nuanced progressive-conservative dimension (Hooghe et al. 2010 and section 5.1.1)  
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Table 8.3. GALTAN positioning of three coalition parties (EM2010) on a 10-point scale ranging from 
progressive (1) to conservative (10) (Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014: 318). 

GALTAN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
KK        VVD PVV/ CDA   
WD    VVD/ PVV  CDA     
WMD   PVV VVD  CDA     
WC     VVD CDA    PVV 

 
 

 
 
 

Legend: 
KK =hybrid content analysis 
WD = Words-as-Data
WMD = Words as meaningful data (lexical-
semantic networks). 0-10 = GAL-TAN 
WC =Words-in-context (discourse analysis) 
 

Figure 8.8. Graphic representation of GALTAN positioning of three coalition parties (EM2010) on a 10-point 
scale ranging from progressive GAL (1) to conservative TAN (10) (Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014: 318).  
 
 

The CDA appears to be the least sensitive to variation in the Words methods. 
Words-in-context analysis shifts VVD and CDA towards a more progressive (GAL) 
position, whereas the PVV shifts to the conservative (TAN) end, though not as much as 
Words as Meaningful Data. Discourse-space, Words-in-Context, analysis (WC) comes 
closest to the Kieskompas gold standard (KK), presumably because it mediates between 
words and context.  The VVD and PVV positions are significantly more conservative than 
those claimed by KK. Results from EM2010-Intro STA analysis suggest an explanation 
(Figure 8.9). In the case of the PVV this could be ascribed to its dominant attention to 
positive far-past and NL. Its negative attitude to the non- Western World contributes to 
a sense of threat from outside. The VVD is positive in its main attention to the 
Netherlands and its future, taking a liberal positivist view on NL. 
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Figure 8.9. EM2010-Intro PVV and VVD Space and Time frames. 
 
 
Table 8.4. From Space and positive-negative Attitude to Statist/Dynamist positions.  
SPACE Attitude Dynamist Statist 
Local/NL/Border + Pragmatic Trad/Authoritarian/Nat. 
  Libertarian/Oppositional Realism 
EU/WW/NWW/Global + Cosmopolitan  
   Traditional/Nationalistic 
Infinity + Green Religion, Belief 
(not found)    
 
 
Table 8.5.  1 From Time and positive-negative Attitude to Statist/Dynamist positions. 
TIME Attitude Dynamist Statist 
Past > 10 years +  Traditional/Nationalistic 
  Progressive  
Past<10-Present-
Future<10 

+ Pragmatic Traditional 

  Alternative/Progressive Realism 
Future >10  + Progressive  
   Authoritarian 
Eternity + Green/Alternative Religious 
(not found)    
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These differences suggest a viable connection between discourse-space and the 
progressive-conservative dimension. The assumption is that the progressive-
conservative dimension, and particularly the way it pertains to Postrel’s (1998) statist-
dynamist dimension, reflects the moral side of worldview ontology. Whereas the PVV’s 
premise is the familiar past, the VVD’s premise is the future of opportunities, while both 
focus on the nation (NL). The spatial construct directs the intentional state of a party, 
e.g. on its policies on security that are weighted by attitude and construct commitment 
to certain intentions (Searle 2010: 81-87).  Tables 8.4 and 8.5 sketch how STA results 
might be projected on a GALTAN-like dimension (Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014: 317), 
inspired by Postrel’s statist-dynamist intentionality dimension. (See section 7.1 for 
details of the annotation schema used.) 
 Following Heywood’s (2007) political narrative scenario, a positive worldview 
attitude with a preference for stimulating actions relates to dynamist intentionality, 
whereas statist relates to maintaining/protecting the epistemic quality of the country in 
a past-present frame, so as to secure the frame for the future. In that sense they inscribe 
opposite directions-of-fit: dynamist intentionality holds the irrealis future as its ideal, 
whereas statist intentionality holds the realis past-present as its ideal. However, 
mapping directions-of-fit onto political dimensions is not a one-on-one projection 
because the two are complementary in a dynamic conceptual co-construction. 
 
 
8.4. Complementation of methods: From discourse-space analysis to party 
positioning 
 
The statist-dynamist dimension addresses the origin of political rationale and 
intentionality on issues, whether they are considered Left or Right. It connects with 
discourse space analysis that is based in the spatial principle of human reasoning and 
communication with intentionality for action (Levinson’s [2003] variation in coordinate 
systems; Searle’s [2010] pragmatics of directions-of-fit and social cognition; and in 
speech acts and it connects with Duranti’s [2015] intentionality, as discussed in section 
4. 2.1). The contribution of STA analysis to political text analysis is that it can distill 
frames of reference, layered attention fields, points of view and deictic directions of fit 
that build intentional worldviews.  
 
Directions of Fit  

 = word-to-world: intrinsic truth, prior perception, memory, beliefs (statist) 
 = world-to-word:  intention for action, desire (dynamist).  

(After Searle 2010: 28) 
 
Conservative, statist intentionality is linked with the downward direction of word-to-
world fit by which worldview is guided by prior knowledge and values as the standard, 
i.e. holding on to the ‘known’ episteme. Progressive, dynamist intentionality has upward 
direction of fit, i.e., worldview construction is a dynamic process of evaluation, directed 
by spatial cognition before stance is taken from which intentions for action can emerge. 
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The epistemic dichotomy is in the choice between certainty and risk. For example, 
concerning the refugee ‘crisis’ the rationale could be that: 
 
a. Refugees should be avoided because their presence gives uncertainties and potential 
threat (statist intentionality). 
b. Refugees should not be avoided because we are global citizens and morally obliged to 

give them shelter (statist morale with dynamist intentionality). 
c. Refugees should be welcomed because we believe that they will contribute to a new 

future (presumed morale and dynamist intentionality). 
 
The difference is in the Figure-Ground relationship that is also the basis of Levinson’s 
theory of spatial cognition and its socio-cognitive, spatial inscriptions. Apparently, there 
is a parallel between Searle’s word-to-world and world-to-word directions of fit and 
Levinson’s theory and empirical evidence on intrinsic, relative and absolute frames of 
reference and coordinate systems (cf. Chapter 4.2.2.6; Levinson 2003: 34) that 
constitute and are constitutive of worldviews from which intentions-for-action unfold.  

For these reasons I think the comparative political-text analysis can be enhanced 
to include the spatial grounding of manifestos from which content relations and 
linguistic formulations derive their social meaning and impact on intentionality.  The 
grounding of political attitude and motivation-for-action in discourse space answers 
Apostel’s meta question: “where to begin?” (see section 4.4). 
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Chapter 9 
 

Making Sense of Social Practice 
 Reflections on discourse-space analysis and worldview construction 

 
 
 
 
 
9.1. Reflections on a discourse-space perspective on political text analysis: 
Affordances and constraints 
 
Chapters 1 through 5 posed many questions about the spatial nature of intentionality 
and how discourse constitutes and is constitutive of the deictic (epistemic, deontic and 
affective) ground for intentionality. To answer these questions, the starting point was 
the innate constant of “the primacy of spatial cognition” and the spatial coordinate 
systems that brings order to thought and language. The affordances of discourse-space 
building are fundamental to people’s need of cognition of the world they live in (Kamoen 
et al. 2015: 4). Therefore, discourse-space analysis is not a stand-alone method, but 
rather, it is a higher-level approach to identifying cultural discursive constructions and 
their variations that can be explanatory of differences in worldview and intentionality in 
the same physical context. Discourse-space reflects and consolidates a shared 
worldview that facilitates grounding in communities of practice. It affords an ontological 
systematicity to co-construct a sense of community in a continuum of internal and 
external social change. These abstract constructions can trigger (collective) intentions 
for action (Chapter 3). As we are “so good at thinking spatially”, as Levinson notes 
(2003: 16), discourse-space analysis addresses the human nature of worldview 
construction in that it seeks out the deictic centre, layers of attention and directions-of-
fit on which societies are structured.   

The corpus of ten Dutch parties in two consecutive election years has served as 
the basis for a corpus-assisted framework to investigate variation in the spatial 
grounding of parties’ rationales in a causal scenario of worldview, future projections and 
actions (Heywood 2007). The presupposition in the proposition that: “Holland is full. 
The problems with integration are immense…”, and claims like “the streets are still 
unsafe” (PVV 2005, Declaration of Independence: 13), would support the egocentric 
intentionality to close borders to immigrants. In comparison, the VVD proposes a 
conditional variation to the same effect:  
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(1) The past decades have shown that the great influx of chanceless (sic) migrants has a 

disruptive effect on society. The VVD therefore wants to reduce this influx to zero. 
(VVD EM2010: 7, translation mine) 
De voorbije decennia hebben laten zien dat een grote toestroom van kansarme 
migranten ontwrichtend kan werken op de samenleving. De VVD wil deze toestroom 
daarom tot nul terugdringen. 

 
In both cases the main attention field is internal (The Netherlands) in the deictic past-
present and the near future. The logical direction-of-fit of this worldview is to put an end 
to disruption with the intentionality that immigration should then be reduced (to zero, 
according to the VVD). STA manifesto analysis shows how scope and point of view can 
be connected with party positions, particularly with regard to stative-dynamist stance. 
The presentations of the PVV 2006, 2010 and VVD 2010 worldviews provided in 
Appendix 7.2 reveal this similarity, where both parties have focus on national space in 
both a positive and negative sense. They also refer to negative present. Their timespace 
suggests that the country needs action now (see Appendix II, 7.2 for PVV 2006, 2010 and 
VVD 2010 STA results).  

Manifestos are written to connect and engage people in party politics. Parties 
present their programme propositionally, with the rhetorical presumption of a common 
ground. At the same time manifestos consolidate party-political identities that are 
grounded in a spatial episteme that makes sense of their intentions-for-action. A 
discourse-space analysis abducts the presumptive background coordinate system that is 
explanatory of the ontological construction of a text and discourse world.  Parties are 
seen as ideological cultures that can be distinguished by their frames and coordinate 
systems. I have investigated the ground floor of parties’ rationale to show how point of 
view, scope and directions of fit satisfy the cognitive need to connect concepts, issues, 
actors, attitudes and actions. This can be achieved by building reduced worlds in the 
certainty of its origin in natural-world ontology. For example, if it is believed to be true 
that “the streets are still unsafe” and this observation is problematised, it seems causally 
logical that more security is desired (even though this may restrict freedom). As Baldwin 
(1997) warned, the valence issue ‘security’ is the most primitive valence issue because it 
is human nature to prioritise security. Moreover, security comes in the company of 
threat and fear, triggering negative sentiments on specific issues that require action. The 
point of view determines whose values should be secured, where and when. The many 
ways in which ‘Security’ is framed result in more than semantic ambiguity when its 
affective phenomenology is indeterminate because it is not grounded in a physical 
origin. However, security can be explicated through empirical inquiry (Baldwin 1997: 7). 
In worldview analysis the concept of Security can be compressed into an Ideal, like 
freedom and equality that is defined by (freedom of) fear and threat. And as fear and 
threat trigger primitive survival instincts, the connection with the need for action 
requires little deliberation.  Security is a good example of how research can follow up on 
Baldwin’s observation that political text analysis needs an empirical approach to get to 
these kinds of mythical “semantic and conceptual vacuums” (Laclau 1996) and “floating 
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signifiers” (Laclau and Mouffe 1985: 113) whose semantic affordances depend on their 
context. Political stance on other salient issues follows a similar pattern, such as the 
Ideal of ‘sustainability’. Sustainability connects with a multitude of political issues, from 
individual to economic, social, and deontic secular and Christian stance on life-on-earth 
threats. Discourse-space analysis offers a way to get to the ground floor of the cognitive 
framework on which attitudes are built from which intentions for action emerge 
(Duranti 2015; Searle 2010).  
 Baldwin’s call for a more abstract approach to political text analysis connects 
with the cognitive discourse approach to tease out layers of meaning construction and to 
uncover how words and concepts connect with the cognitions involved in the way 
people name processes and make sense of social phenomena. Chunking the world into 
attention frames is a human activity that suits the limited attention span of the human 
mind. Reducing world ontology to social world ontologies makes effective 
communication possible, despite the impossibility of communicating everything about 
everything in every instance of communication. For communication to be effective it 
must rely on implicit common sense by way of which the dots can be connected (Oakley 
and Coulson 2008). I think the essence of human rationality and adaptability is the (1) 
the need for social cognition, (2) the ability to reduce complexity by compressing it and 
(3) to form like-minded communities that provide a sense of security/identity. People 
can communicate these abstract worlds by using rhetorical and linguistic features to 
reify processes into concepts (the crisis), objects into agents (money) and agents into 
objects (refugees) that have  ‘truth’ value on the presumption that their spatial 
grounding is analogical to that of the real world.  

The focus on cognitive processes raises the black-box question of what goes on in 
the mind. The theory of “the primacy of spatial cognition” in perception, thought and 
language (Levinson 2003) gives a grip on discursive frames of reference and coordinate 
systems by way of which the black box operates. People would have a hard time 
communicating with each other and interacting if there were no overall organising 
principle of human thought. The basic question for discourse-space analysis is not ‘what 
goes on in the mind’, nor about what people do with words, but it is about how patterns 
of perception are translated into imaginary worldviews, and how those subjective 
worldviews are then perceived as social realities in which people and objects have 
status functions, agency and power. In other words, the “how” of my main research 
question connects with the phenomenological nature of common worldview 
construction and the factuality of social worlds (Chapter 1). 

With respect to politically-motivated worldview constructions, the main question 
should then also apply to political discourse, by analogy with the cognitive-
communicative processes noted above. Chapter 2 posed the question of how discourse 
and the need for a common episteme are connected; how do we get from “electrons to 
elections and from protons to presidents”, as per Searle (2010: 3).  The analogy between 
basic facts and social facts is a leap of the imagination but cognitive evidence shows that: 
“We are indeed so good at thinking spatially that converting non-spatial problems into 
spatial ones seems to be one of the fundamental tricks of human cognition” (Levinson 
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worldviews are then perceived as social realities in which people and objects have 
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With respect to politically-motivated worldview constructions, the main question 
should then also apply to political discourse, by analogy with the cognitive-
communicative processes noted above. Chapter 2 posed the question of how discourse 
and the need for a common episteme are connected; how do we get from “electrons to 
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2003: 16). By applying this ability, social worlds are made to seem real in language use 
by cultural, communicative conventions of constructing non-physical phenomena. Searle 
(2010) clearly makes this connection from a logical point of view and cognitive 
linguistics and discourse anthropology (Duranti 2015) provide evidence for the spatial 
origin of human cognition. Translating perception of the real world into understandings 
of social phenomena is intentional and persuasive in principle. It is therefore political, 
particularly at election time when parties declare their worldviews, future projections 
and intentions persuasively. The principles of cognitive grounding should answer how 
discourse constitutes the possibility of presumption (knowledge and values) and how 
coordinate systems constitute worldviews in Dutch party manifestos. 
 The Dutch multi-party landscape provided a suitable data source to develop a 
discourse-space model that could complement content and linguistic methods for party 
positioning (Chapter 5). The STA model for text analysis that emerged from the data 
reveals the spatial premises of parties’ narrative rationales and the genre-specific 
intentionality of manifestos as they intend to articulate and promote specific 
worldviews (Chapter 6). STA analysis aims to complement content analysis with 
variation in party-specific rationales that can support politically informed 
interpretations of party worldviews, goals and intentions-for-action. In a dynamic 
society, the political issues that constitute dimensions for party positioning are unstable 
as hypes come and go with every election. Moreover, the fierce competition between 
parties maintains instability in the meaning of issues. It therefore makes sense to 
differentiate parties on the cognitive ground of their rationales so as to reveal how 
parties see the same world in such very different ways, prior to persuasive or 
manipulative effects of manifestos. However, the cognitive principle of the STA triple is a 
stable factor, albeit a varied one, that is constitutive of ideology as an episteme (Chapter 
3). In that sense, a discourse-space approach is critical by definition because it 
investigates the nature of the schematic construction of worldview ontology, prior to 
facts, words, issues and deeds. I would like to think that political discourse is not always 
deliberately manipulative, but that stance and intentions for action unfold organically 
and often naively from coordinate systems. 
 STA analysis proposes an open model for annotating space and time as discursive 
markers of coordinate systems (Appendix 7.2), in order to show how time and space 
frames of reference construct coordinate systems (Chapter 3). It did not come as a 
surprise that almost all parties focus on The Netherlands, but it is telling that some do so 
more than others, and what is more telling of party variation are the peripheral 
attention fields, such as the non-Western World, Global, Infinity, Eternity and the Far-
Past. For example, the Animal Rights party’s (PvdD) main attention field is the world 
(Global) while the Christian SGP divides its attention between the country and eternity 
and infinity. PVV scores highest on The Netherlands in both election years, which could 
be interpreted as nationalism. Showing timespace frames in this way decompresses the 
“overwhelming sense of compression of our spatial and temporal worlds” (Harvey 1989: 
240), or at least provides some transparency for understanding parties’ worldviews in 
relation to their intentions for action (Chapter 4) as a distinguishing feature.  
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 This brings us to how these frames relate to political dimensions. As argued in 
Chapter 5, traditional ideology-based dimensions began to destabilise with the 
depillarisation of the Dutch political. Only the environmental PvdD and the small 
Christian parties are consistent in their moral visions for a sustainable world into the 
Far-Future. Surprisingly, in 2010, the GreenLeft turned the environment into an 
economic commodity, making a turn from centralising their ideological their goal to 
protect the environment (in Grow Together, EM2006) to centralising the goal of 
economic growth through protection the environment (ECOnomy, in Ready for the 
Future, EM2010). Their focus changed from natural space to economic space. In this 
case, the epistemic shift challenges the ‘truth value’ of grounding one social-space in 
another social-space (Aritsotle’s species with species analogy, see Chapter 3). In general, 
Foucault’s epistemic shift challenges the foundation of political dimensions because they 
are based on the presumptive reality of social facts (and their ownership). There are 
three basic points of view in Dutch manifestos: the world belongs to people (D66, 
GL2010, PvdA, PVV, SP, VVD); it belongs to all life on earth (GL2006, PvdD); or it belongs 
to God (CU, SGP, CDA2006). In all cases people are held responsible, which is the essence 
of democracy. The next question is then what the roles (agency) and responsibilities of 
the owners are supposed to be, and where ownership and responsibilities end (scope). 
Constitutional democracy presumes that a majority legitimates a government’s 
sovereignty over its mandatory space, but this is becoming more and more problematic 
as globalisation creates new a-political spaces that challenge democracy’s agency.  
 The epistemic shift in the natural world-social world experience of space and 
time gives a fundamental explanation to current examples of contestation through 
polarisation, as we see in Dutch politics, notably on the “moral-cultural” (Progressive-
Conservative) dimensions (Krouwel and Rodrigues Pereira 2015: 11).64 The missing link 
is visionary goal setting. The goal is an important argumentational factor, because if the 
goal is understood as a “floating signifier” (e.g. Security) measures hardly need further 
explanation. The deliberative problem is that if the Ideal goal is not named explicitly, it 
cannot be challenged. The success of populism in contemporary Western democracies 
relies on a weak natural world-social world analogy that fails to trigger evaluation and 
the will to seek alternatives. If the natural world and the social world are experienced as 
equally ‘true’, it is no longer possible to relativise one against the other. There would be 
no gold standard for certainty. When people should no longer experience realis as ‘true’, 
the coordinate system loses its function to satisfy the human need for cognition.  
The lack of solid grounding and explicit goal setting would explain the rise of populist 
parties in modern democracies, and the disappearance of sustainable ideologies. In that 
respect, STA results show the Christian SGP as the most consistent and straightforward 
party in its explicit worldview beliefs in both 2006 and 2010 manifestos: The Word is 
their anchor, change what may. The liberal reform party, D66 is also stable in its future, 
global perspective (however, it has no explicit ideology on Left-Right). Knowledge and 

                                                        
64 Political contestation and polarisation are not particular to The Netherlands, for example, the UK’s 
Brexit referendum, European populism (Wodak 2015), and current personified battle between Trump and 
Clinton in the U.S.A. 
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values are adrift but somehow, the spatial principle of human reasoning must hold the 
world together. In his poem “The Second Coming”, Yeats illustrated this polarisation 
poignantly a century ago, in the middle of the industrial revolution:  
 

Turning and turning in the widening gyre 
The falcon cannot hear the falconer; 
Things fall apart; the centre cannot hold 
Mere anarchy is loosed upon the world, 
… and everywhere 
The ceremony of innocence is drowned; 
The best lack all conviction, while the worst 
Are full of passionate intensity.   
(W.B. Yeats, 1919) 
 

 
9.2. Discussion: Discourse-space analysis and comparative politics 
 
Although STA analysis does not have a direct connection with political dimensions, the 
results suggest a correlate in the progressive-conservative, statist-dynamist dimension 
suggested by Postrel (1998). The STA method requires further development into 
comparative politics to make a direct connection with political dimensions. This could 
be particularly fruitful for a diachronic analysis and for predictive studies, as I hope 
some of the given examples reveal. The annotation, extraction and interpretation of 
attitude could be enhanced with cognitive-linguistic, semantic and stylistic analysis and 
possibly modelled for computational discursive-semantic text analysis. I also believe 
that directions-of-fit should yield more information than just modifying space and time 
and that it can inform content, and types of action associated with stance on specific 
issues, as suggested in the immigration pilot (Chapter 6.3.1). Although the data selection 
consisted only of the introductory paragraphs for narrative reasons, the results can help 
to interpret intentional and consequential affordances (or lack thereof) of proposed 
issue-specific policies in relation to party positioning on the two dimensions.  

The quantification of Space and Time referents should not be taken too strictly. It 
serves to support the theory of variation in coordinate systems and their relevance to 
party positions. In the “From Text to Political Positions” project (Van Elfrinkhof et al. 
2014: 316-318), we managed to get a ranking of parties (see Chapter 8, Figure 8.8) on 
the progressive-conservative dimension and to relate it to Kieskompas dimensions, but 
this would need further refinement by weighting the three levels of sec words-as-data, 
lexical-semantic words-as-meaningful data and discursive words-in-context. There is 
still the problem with the use of gold standards based on previous years for reliability, 
as explained in Chapter 8. My expectation is that if party positions were based on their 
spatial grounding and coordinate systems, they could serve as a higher-level, socio-
cultural gold standard that is adaptable to future paradigm shifts. Calibration of the 
levels of analysis (words as data, words as meaningful data and words in context) also 
needs further attention in relation to specific applications. However, the examples of 
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STA analysis in the Dutch political context show that parties can be distinguished by 
their attention fields and linked to variation in their worldviews and intentions for 
action. 
 Discourse-space analysis links cognition of the world with its presentation in the 
political context. The purpose is to account for parties’ implicit or explicit argumentation 
style, for their attention to certain issues over other issues, and the desirability, 
necessity and urgency of political action. Political discourse-space constructions relate 
to the political dimensions that distinguish progressive (dynamic) and conservative 
(stative) worldviews. Moreover, they relate to deeper, sub-conscious cultural epistemes, 
on which socio-cognitive coordinate systems shape common ground and identity.  
 
 
9.3. The vulnerability of democracy 
 
Public opinion can obviously be manipulated to such a degree that its democratic 
controlling and stabilising power becomes vulnerable. For this reason, both political and 
public opinion must always be subject to academic and public scrutiny (Kahnemann and 
Tversky 1984). Deliberative democratic discourse needs a frame that represents and 
builds a centre that can “hold”, in Yeats’ words, public commitment to the function and 
power of a democratically chosen government. Meanwhile, globalisation threatens 
national politics and the raison d’ètre of national sovereignty, while regional governance, 
such as the EU, is crumbling because the member states do not have sufficient common 
ground in times of internal and external crisis. Populist parties frame their political 
ambitions convincingly in firm national frames with vague deontic boundaries and by 
positing imaginary scenarios that foster fear. Psychologically perceived threats 
instinctively supersede pragma-dialectic strategies to negotiate alternative long-term 
views democratically, and rhetorically, fear reduces the scope of attention to the 
immediate here and now when. By gauging the boundaries of the primary attention 
space, political discourse needs ideas and vision to stimulate the public’s mental 
evaluative space to assess possibilities. However, reduction of the scope of attention to 
the immediate here and now tends to foster personification of political actors and short-
term event politics. Examples include: the recent introduction of Yes-No referenda in the 
EU member states on issues too complex for the general public to cast a well-informed 
vote, such as Brexit in the UK and the Dutch referendum on the Ukraine-EU trade 
agreement. These referenda were characterised by spatial distancing from the EU. They 
were badly informed initiatives that led to an antagonistic, short-sighted reality, in 
which,: “The best lack all conviction, while the worst/Are full of passionate intensity” 
(W.B. Yeats, The Second Coming, 1919). The consequence is destabilisation of the 
Western World. Effectively, that is what happened in the Trump-Clinton battle (2016), 
as Michael Moore predicted: “this may be your last chance to vote”. How can Europe be 
reconstructed if countries revert to their island status? At the core, these are all space 
and time issues. 
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The friction between populist rhetoric and deliberative democracy is related to 
the presumptive nature of political discourse. This makes democracy vulnerable, 
especially in societies where individualism prevails. Kriesi et al. (2013) describe in 
detail how globalisation and mediatisation contribute to the demise of solid ground for 
collective intentionality. The EU in particular challenges its historically evolved national 
democracies by transferring executive power from national parliaments to the 
supranational level impatiently. According to Kriesi (2013: 207) this process is not 
sustained because the legitimacy of supranational territorial politics is a condition for 
effective democratic processes that need time to evolve. However, instead of seeking 
common ground, the EU reinforces its technocratic decision-making “to the detriment of 
democratically accountable representatives” at the national level (ibid.). In his political 
assessment, Kriesi shows that the problem with Europe and its member states is spatial 
and temporal. It takes time to allow the member states to find and adapt to a common 
European ground.  

Moreover, the demise of the epistemic analogy between real-world and social- 
world grounding takes the natural referent out of common sense. The shift is causing 
uncertainty and scepticism that is richly voiced on virtual communication platforms, 
increasing the volume of so many voices. Rather than the common vox populi that 
legitimates democracy, Bauman (2007) explains that we have landed in Liquid Times in 
which the “maneuvering space is drastically reduced”, resulting in a “democratic deficit”, 
marked by unfamiliar, pragmatic forms of management governance that “alienates 
citizens from the public process” (ibid.: 208, 214). Moreover, new identities and frames 
of reference are needed to sustain larger governing bodies, such as the European Union, 
that needs to fundamentally reinvent itself to legitimate its status function. The liquid 
Western world gives rise to a heightened desire for certainty in national identity and 
belief. The question is whether “the centre” will hold and whether there remains enough 
room to build intentions for a creative transformation.  

A deeper awareness of the current European territorial dissonance can be 
deduced by demystifying deontic and epistemic aspects of politically-motivated spaces 
and their (lack of) frames and directions-of-fit. For example, the discourse of ‘economic 
growth’ is not space-bound, and European immigration and refugee discourses lack 
solid grounding in real space and time. Naming the spatial dissonance as a sign of the 
vulnerability of democracy may help to shape alternatives to extreme nationalism, 
populism and technocratic austerity in a hostile world. Time will tell, but as Searle 
(2010: 4) writes, the basic fact is that: “We live in one world and perceive it as different 
worlds, on different terms. But it is one world with all of its diversity and dynamics”. 

As Europe is shaking, a discourse-space approach to European identity could 
shed light on how it is losing its coherence and how conflicting spatio-cultural 
perspectives divide it. The EU’s intentionality has always been economic while cultural 
variation has not had the attention it needed to conceptualise a European democracy 
that is not hostile to national democracies or in disrespect of cultural variation. Global 
financial discourse has put the culture of deliberative democracy under further 
pressure. STA analysis could be informative in a comparative analysis of EU election 
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events to find variation in how democracy is performed and valued in each country and 
what this can reveal about cultural differences and similarities that matter to Europe. 
The aim would be to find variables of political cultures and to find how citizens’ engage 
in and experience their national and EU democracy spatially and temporally. A thorough 
study of cultural aspects of European election events in all their diversity should show 
variation in European election cultures and how elections may or may not legitimise 
European politics. Balancing differences and similarities could reveal common spaces 
from which it would seem possible to initiate transformations. Another urgent project is 
a discourse space analysis of European perspectives on the refugee crisis, which seems 
to have been highjacked from its space of origin (Africa and the Middle East) and 
projected as first and foremost a European problem (Kaal, forthcoming c). As discussed 
in this thesis the rhetorical force of political discourse is based spatial worldview 
construction. The spatial organisation of thought and language is the “ligament” (Vico 
1711) of societies.  
 
 
9.4. Worldview and social practice: Comparative discourse-space analysis 
 
The cognitive approach to worldview analysis for Dutch party positioning presumes the 
human need for epistemic and deontic certainty prior to intentions for action. The Dutch 
manifesto analysis presented here reveals a dominant egocentric coordinate system that 
is sustained by its national culture, as Levinson has demonstrated (2003: 97). This is not 
a particularly political observation because human cooperation in general requires 
social epistemic grounding (Searle 2010). Rather, it relates to collective intentionality 
that is required for any kind of cooperation. Language use, and communication in 
general, has the affordance to construct shared intentions for action, and is therefore 
political in a broad sense. The issue is that knowledge and experience of real-world 
phenomena are the origin of social world phenomena by analogy and make them seem 
just as epistemically ‘true’ and experientially real. However, they are not of the same 
kind ad social reality also needs volition and affect. Despite variation in coordinate 
systems, the constant of the spatial principle makes it possible for people with different 
worldviews to (ex)change their perspectives. As Foucault, and Vico before him, all 
people are free to imagine ‘other’, alternative and new, worlds. By recognising the 
spatial principle of human cognition as a cognitive and cultural manifestation of 
worldview construction, coordinate systems can be regarded as a fundamental feature 
of cultural variation and social behaviour. 

Worldview constructions constitute, and are constitutive of, social realities. 
Differences in their construction afford variation in the experience of society. Layered 
attention fields frame abstract worlds such as the financial world and its practice, the 
courtroom, or an appointment with your GP. Variation in real and abstract spatial 
grounding is particularly interesting in interactions where there is some form of 
inequality between participants, e.g. in doctor-patient interaction, and teacher-student 
relations, to name but a few everyday situations. The question is whose worldview is 
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leading in the interaction, who sets the scene and gives direction to the event, how and 
why? And how does the dominant perspective affect intentions for action? STA can be 
adapted to specific social practices to support anthropological interpretations of how 
spatial orientation dominates an event.  

A pilot study on technological reporting on innovation in the automobile industry 
gives a glimpse of the extent to which future projections can propose new realities in 
their own right, oblivious to other realities. In an article in the MIT Technology Review on 
automatic cars, “Rebooting the Automobile” (Knight 2015),65 the epistemic timespace 
paradigm shift (May and Thrift 2001) comes full circle. STA analysis of Knight’s article 
reveals a point of view and frame of reference almost exclusively situated in the 
automobile industry (Kaal, Forthcoming b). In Knight’s article, the author creates a 
rational ontological timespace in which the present is at the service of ‘the’ automated 
future and in which cars are presumed to improve At present, humans are objectified as 
clumsy users, “fumbling” with seatbelts. By contrast, the focus is on high-tech labs where 
the car of the future is created, presuming a ‘better’ future for its users. The geographic 
attention area is Silicon Valley as a centre of innovation. The only human actor in the 
story is the journalist himself, the observer, happily driving hands free through this 
exciting new world from one centre of excellence to another. Knight creates a positivist 
industrial-innovation epistemology in its own right. Besides the space and time frame, 
the objectification of subjective processes, expressed in verb-phrases that substitute 
process-verbs (Biber and Gray 2013), leaves no room for critique because it fails to 
name the triad of the morality: subjective human actors, deontic goals and intentions for 
action. The agent in this article is the “creative” and “ambitious” car industry that is “on 
the verge of its biggest reinvention yet”. Its temporal narrative path starts in the Future 
(neutral) and moves first to the near past (positive developments), to past (negative: 
clumsy drivers), to the present of the industry (positive, all the ingredients are there), to 
near future (neutral, work to be done), and finally to an imaginary future in which self-
driving cars are possible, immanent and desirable. The attitude to moving forward is 
positive and the agent is the industry that is only a step away from making it possible. In 
this world there is no ground for morality and critique, except on the hermeneutic 
circular construction of the text. In this world, May and Thrift’s theory (2001) is 
becoming reality: time is a matter of smart work, and space is the place where 
innovation is realised.  

This example of the premises of technological discourse shows how its 
worldview is constructed towards change, using the spatial episteme and, moving real 
space into the background while disregarding possible social consequences. Rationality 
wins over morality in this case, because of the “fading distinction of epistemic ground 
between pure and applied science” (Toulmin 2001: 80). The MIT example demonstrates 
that the principles of the STA model can be applied to investigate agency, stakeholders 
and common ground in other discourse domains.  It can be adapted to any social 

                                                        
65 Knight, W. 2015. Rebooting the automobile industry.  MIT Technology Review 118(4), pp. 54-59. 
https://www.technologyreview.com/s/538446/rebooting-the-automobile/ 
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situation and practised as a means to stimulate tolerance and mutual understanding 
with an awareness of how people shape their opinions and actions. 

The advantage of the highly abstract level of analysis makes it possible to apply 
the STA model, not only across domains of social practice, but also across other spatially 
grounded modalities of communication, such as gesture, prosody, sound, visuals, etc. 
The model is adaptable because the anchors on the time-, space- and attitude-axes can 
be tailored to what the data yield. In mediation, for example, an awareness of different 
perspectives and scope of attention fields could be a basis to navigate around 
viewpoints towards co-constructing a common ground. In health care and counselling, 
the model could be applied to create awareness of alternative perspectives on life 
expectancy, as a basis for mindfulness. The STA model can be adapted to any interactive 
practice in any culture because it is based in the generic spatial-cognitive principle that 
affords variation in coordinate systems, rather than rules. It can support mediation, 
peace processes, innovation, adaptability, management, consultancy, and so forth 
towards informed mutual understanding and tolerance of diversity.  

Discourse-space analysis of texts does not aim to objectify processes, but takes a 
phenomenological turn. In the spirit of Toulmin’s Return to Reason (2001), I would like 
to argue that discourse-space analysis is fundamental to finding variation in the 
epistemic grounding of communities of practice. This affords a critical, fundamentally 
cognitive, analysis that addresses the presumptive nature of discourse in context and its 
role in social practice. Awareness of variation in spatial episteme stimulates critique, 
creativity and adaptability, and is, in principle, empowering.  
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GLOSSARY 
 
 
 
Some terms used in this thesis have their roots in various academic discourse domains and in 
common sense that pertains to, knowledge and sentiment and meaning. In transdisciplinary 
studies it is generally a challenge to find the right term to cover both specific properties and 
phenomenological and metaphysical affordances of language use in context. These terms require 
an explanation of their specific use in the context of this thesis that the investigation of variation 
in the spatial grounding of worldviews from which different intentions for action unfold.   
 
Abduction  
Peirce’s understanding of ‘abduction’ fits in his pragmatic approach that truth is determined by 
the relative likeliness of a claim. In Peirce’s words: “abduction is the process of forming 
explanatory hypotheses. It is the only logical operation which introduces any new idea” (ca. 
1870, CP 5.172, published 1932). It includes “all the operations by which theories and 
conceptions are engendered” (CP 5.590) without generalisation. In that sense, abduction is an 
exploratory activity towards inferring ‘the most likely’ understanding. Abductive reasoning 
yields the kind of non-generalised daily decision-making with the information at hand, which is 
often incomplete. However, abduction is guided by a logical schema 

that affords and constrains epistemic verifications between the observed 
unknown (surprise) against knowledge of the known (familiarity).66 The process of abduction is 
understood here as an intuitive and creative operationalisation of the overall organising 
principle of spatial cognition and its coordinate systems (Levinson 2003) that provide evidence 
for collective ‘knowing’ while such verified knowledge can shape intentionality (Searle 2010). 
An abductive approach therefore seems appropriate for the purpose of worldview analysis that 
allows the emergence of politically-motivated intentionality even when it is not explicit.
 
Affect 
‘Affect’ is considered to be the third pillar of desirability to the set of intentionality builders. 
Besides social episteme (knowledge) and social morality (deonticity), intentionality is directed 
by public sentiment, beliefs and desires, such as the desire for a sense of security. The difference 
is that sentiments are not truth conditional. To include the public sentiment factor in political 
discourse, I have labelled this third intentionality factor ‘affect’. Affect is not only expressed in 
lexical-semantic terms (need, want), but also unfolds from spatial relations in text worlds. For 
example, in the sense that spatially comfort is closeness, and temporally desire directs urgency. 
Affect represents the sense of having a liking or use for something, and a desire in the sense of 
having a strong want that wants satisfaction (cf. Searle 2010: 8-9 and Deonticity, below). 
 
Affordances 
Basically, ‘affordances’ refers to the possibilities of states and events within individual, social 
and physical contexts. They are “properties of the environment that favour certain behaviour 

                                                        
66 Cf. Tip Sheet: Deductive, Inductive, Abductive reasoning (Butte College, Oroville, CA, accessed 13-5-
2014) and  http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/abduction/peirce.html (accessed 24-6-2015).   
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over others” (Duranti 2015: 220-221), e.g. a footpath affords walking in a certain direction but 
the affordance can be constrained by individual circumstances (e.g. disability that prohibits the 
activity), social circumstances (it is thought to be unsafe or inappropriate), or by knowledge of 
the physical environment (there are obstacles). In a similar way, affordances of language use 
refer to possibilities of meaning construction and inference. These possibilities are directed by 
the physical, technological and social environment that includes: a preferred cultural coordinate 
system, common ground, and linguistic and textual conventions that are brought together in a 
discourse frame and communicated via a variety of modes. In that sense ‘affordances’ in 
discourse are sets of likely/possible inferences. 
 
Axiology 
The term ‘Axiology’ is found in theory of values (irrealis). It refers to ways of gauging ‘truth’ and 
“what is good and what is evil” on a modal scale (Apostel’s point 4, in Vidal 2008: 4). In critical 
discourse studies we find axiology in Cap’s theory of proximization and legitimation of 
ideological presuppositions (2010), in Kopytowska’s work on perspectivisation in verbal and 
visual media and its manipulative effects on readers (2015), and in Chilton’s (2011, 2014) 
deictic space theory that involves evaluative geometrical vectors between a point of view and 
objects within a delineated context. In this thesis I have refrained from the terms axiology and 
proximisation because potentially they may suggest a false mathematical exactitude that would 
not be appropriate in the case of irrealis epistemic and deontic processes of evaluation, inference 
and judgement towards taking stance. I have instead used the terms: gauging, directing, guiding, 
suggesting, and presupposing semantic affordances of language use. These affordances are 
scaled on a modality axis of force-direction, referring to the abstract spatial, deictic attribution of 
epistemic and deontic quality. (cf. Deixis) 
 
Communicative event 
The term ‘communicative event’ originates in ethnography (Hymes 1972) and was introduced in 
CDA by Fairclough (1995) and Van Dijk (1988). It refers to more than an utterance and captures 
the dynamics and direction of communication as social interaction, its intentionality and 
possible effects. As Van Dijk explains: discourse is “a complex communicative event that also 
embodies a social context, featuring participants (and their properties) as well as production 
and reception processes” (1988: 2). Fairclough distinguishes three focus areas in the analysis of 
any communicative event: text (e.g. a manifesto), discourse practice (e.g. production and 
reception), and sociocultural practice (e.g. cultural structures in which the communicative event 
has a status function) (cf. Fairclough 1995b: 57). Duranti and Searle (Duranti 2015) connect 
such communicative events with their ability to foster intentions for action. In that sense, 
elections and the production of election manifestos are recurrent communicative events that 
function to legitimise democracy, and the actions of its leaders, by public consent. In this thesis, 
manifestos and their production procedures are regarded as a specific communicative sub-event 
of an election that constitutes parties’ intentionality at election time.  
 
Deixis and Deictic  
A distinction should be made between (1) Deixis (noun) and (2) Deictic (adj/adv).  
1. Deixis is the process of relativisation between points of attention, and refers to the type of 
spatial (and temporal) anchoring. Following Levinson (2003), the primacy of spatial cognition 
presides over a variety of culturally inscribed mental coordinate systems that afford deixis. I 
take the view that relativisation is not only an egocentric activity because humans can also 
imagine worlds from other points of view, rather it is a form of evaluation. Linguistic deixis 
focuses on the deictic centre of the speaker’s situatedness (reality) and the activity is 
relativisation to and from the speakers’ point of view. However, discourse analysis also needs to 
include comparative and juxtaposing argumentational means of weighing point against 
counterpoint from various perspectives. I distinguish two types of deixis in the STA annotation, 
and a third type in which space and time conflate: 
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a) Space deixis is understood here as a relativising activity towards a main attention space.  
This ‘point’ can be the self, the community the speaker identifies with, or any other point, 
for example, the physical environment people depend on, as Levinson’s work has shown 
(2003), and Searle (2010) in his theory of directions of fit. Evaluation through other-centric 
deixis is an argumentational and evaluative vehicle.  

b) Time deixis has to do with the relation between point in time of a speech act and other 
points in time (Fillmore 1997[1971]: 28). Here too, I think that ‘other’ points in time can 
also function as a deictic centre by drawing attention to them -- e.g. from an actual past or 
imaginary future point of view, either here or somewhere unknown. 

c) Timespace deixis conflates space and time into a dynamic deictic centre, which can be a 
‘point’ or an attention field in any real or experiential timespace. (May and Thrift 2001).  
 

Such deictic fields of attention, or ‘index fields’, are not necessarily explicit and may function 
semantically as presumed chronotopes (Bakhtin, cf. Blommaert 2015). (Cf. Timespace.) 
 
2. Deictic (adj/adv) refers to the spatial evaluation of object’s relevance to the speaker position, 
or the speaker to the object position, as in Searle’s (2010: 28-29) egocentric, allocentric 
directions-of-fit and null-centric presupposed fit. As Searle argues, directions-of-fit are an 
essential argumentational feature of intentional discourse.  For example, in political discourse 
refugees may be seen to invade our country, or that refugees are forced out of their own country. 
These two directions–of-fit conduct political rationale and intentionality on the issue of 
immigration in logical, but different directions.   

Deixis affords layered fields of attention, situating a sense of relevance, in thought, 
language and discourse. Knowledge and beliefs rely on the analogy between realis-irrealis space 
and time frames. For discourse analysis, the ternary relationship -- between the frame, the 
dominant force-direction of fit and point of view -- indicates that identifying two of the three 
presumes the third. In the STA model the effects of positive and negative stance are regarded as 
markers of deictic direction and force and therefore markers of epistemic (factual) and deontic 
(counterfactual, normative) stance (Chilton 2014: 256) taken in election manifestos.  
 
Deontology 
The Greek definition of deontology is “that which is binding”, i.e. the science of duty and moral 
obligation, also defined as ‘ethics’ (Shorter OED). However, the importance of a sense of duty 
varies across cultures, for example in epistemic communities where intentionality is primarily 
knowledge based. In this thesis, ontology refers to cultural norms and values that direct 
intentions for action. Collective deonticity cannot be ignored because it is a condition for social 
cohesion that affects intentionality in the word-to-mind direction of fit (Searle 2010: 9, 28).  
However, if social norms and values are unstable, collective deonticity can be overruled by 

g intentions for action 
in the world-to-mind direction of fit (Searle 2010: 28). I have therefore added “affect” to the 
three pillars of intentionality, in the sense of having a liking or use for something and a desire in 
the sense of having a strong want; or affect. 
 
Directions-of-fit and Attitude 
The results of the pilot studies on STA analysis indicated that directions-of-fit and force-
direction are gauged on a scale of positive and negative stance, as shown in the Attitude axis of 
the STA model. They complement space and time references by attributing directions of 
movement (in factual time and space), while deontic modals add force to direction in non-factual 
terms (values, desires, necessity). However, 0-direction (in propositional declarations, Searle 
2010: 29) presuppose force by its factual form, but has no direction itself (cf. Searle 2010 on 
directions-of-fit and speech act theory; Chilton 2005 on modality).  

Direction-of-fit can be implicit, for example when logically guided by the dominant social 
coordinate system or by conventionalised narrative causality. The presumptive nature of the 
direction taken in a text- or discourse world lacks linguistic evidence to identify it. Discursive 
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over others” (Duranti 2015: 220-221), e.g. a footpath affords walking in a certain direction but 
the affordance can be constrained by individual circumstances (e.g. disability that prohibits the 
activity), social circumstances (it is thought to be unsafe or inappropriate), or by knowledge of 
the physical environment (there are obstacles). In a similar way, affordances of language use 
refer to possibilities of meaning construction and inference. These possibilities are directed by 
the physical, technological and social environment that includes: a preferred cultural coordinate 
system, common ground, and linguistic and textual conventions that are brought together in a 
discourse frame and communicated via a variety of modes. In that sense ‘affordances’ in 
discourse are sets of likely/possible inferences. 
 
Axiology 
The term ‘Axiology’ is found in theory of values (irrealis). It refers to ways of gauging ‘truth’ and 
“what is good and what is evil” on a modal scale (Apostel’s point 4, in Vidal 2008: 4). In critical 
discourse studies we find axiology in Cap’s theory of proximization and legitimation of 
ideological presuppositions (2010), in Kopytowska’s work on perspectivisation in verbal and 
visual media and its manipulative effects on readers (2015), and in Chilton’s (2011, 2014) 
deictic space theory that involves evaluative geometrical vectors between a point of view and 
objects within a delineated context. In this thesis I have refrained from the terms axiology and 
proximisation because potentially they may suggest a false mathematical exactitude that would 
not be appropriate in the case of irrealis epistemic and deontic processes of evaluation, inference 
and judgement towards taking stance. I have instead used the terms: gauging, directing, guiding, 
suggesting, and presupposing semantic affordances of language use. These affordances are 
scaled on a modality axis of force-direction, referring to the abstract spatial, deictic attribution of 
epistemic and deontic quality. (cf. Deixis) 
 
Communicative event 
The term ‘communicative event’ originates in ethnography (Hymes 1972) and was introduced in 
CDA by Fairclough (1995) and Van Dijk (1988). It refers to more than an utterance and captures 
the dynamics and direction of communication as social interaction, its intentionality and 
possible effects. As Van Dijk explains: discourse is “a complex communicative event that also 
embodies a social context, featuring participants (and their properties) as well as production 
and reception processes” (1988: 2). Fairclough distinguishes three focus areas in the analysis of 
any communicative event: text (e.g. a manifesto), discourse practice (e.g. production and 
reception), and sociocultural practice (e.g. cultural structures in which the communicative event 
has a status function) (cf. Fairclough 1995b: 57). Duranti and Searle (Duranti 2015) connect 
such communicative events with their ability to foster intentions for action. In that sense, 
elections and the production of election manifestos are recurrent communicative events that 
function to legitimise democracy, and the actions of its leaders, by public consent. In this thesis, 
manifestos and their production procedures are regarded as a specific communicative sub-event 
of an election that constitutes parties’ intentionality at election time.  
 
Deixis and Deictic  
A distinction should be made between (1) Deixis (noun) and (2) Deictic (adj/adv).  
1. Deixis is the process of relativisation between points of attention, and refers to the type of 
spatial (and temporal) anchoring. Following Levinson (2003), the primacy of spatial cognition 
presides over a variety of culturally inscribed mental coordinate systems that afford deixis. I 
take the view that relativisation is not only an egocentric activity because humans can also 
imagine worlds from other points of view, rather it is a form of evaluation. Linguistic deixis 
focuses on the deictic centre of the speaker’s situatedness (reality) and the activity is 
relativisation to and from the speakers’ point of view. However, discourse analysis also needs to 
include comparative and juxtaposing argumentational means of weighing point against 
counterpoint from various perspectives. I distinguish two types of deixis in the STA annotation, 
and a third type in which space and time conflate: 
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a) Space deixis is understood here as a relativising activity towards a main attention space.  
This ‘point’ can be the self, the community the speaker identifies with, or any other point, 
for example, the physical environment people depend on, as Levinson’s work has shown 
(2003), and Searle (2010) in his theory of directions of fit. Evaluation through other-centric 
deixis is an argumentational and evaluative vehicle.  

b) Time deixis has to do with the relation between point in time of a speech act and other 
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refugees may be seen to invade our country, or that refugees are forced out of their own country. 
These two directions–of-fit conduct political rationale and intentionality on the issue of 
immigration in logical, but different directions.   

Deixis affords layered fields of attention, situating a sense of relevance, in thought, 
language and discourse. Knowledge and beliefs rely on the analogy between realis-irrealis space 
and time frames. For discourse analysis, the ternary relationship -- between the frame, the 
dominant force-direction of fit and point of view -- indicates that identifying two of the three 
presumes the third. In the STA model the effects of positive and negative stance are regarded as 
markers of deictic direction and force and therefore markers of epistemic (factual) and deontic 
(counterfactual, normative) stance (Chilton 2014: 256) taken in election manifestos.  
 
Deontology 
The Greek definition of deontology is “that which is binding”, i.e. the science of duty and moral 
obligation, also defined as ‘ethics’ (Shorter OED). However, the importance of a sense of duty 
varies across cultures, for example in epistemic communities where intentionality is primarily 
knowledge based. In this thesis, ontology refers to cultural norms and values that direct 
intentions for action. Collective deonticity cannot be ignored because it is a condition for social 
cohesion that affects intentionality in the word-to-mind direction of fit (Searle 2010: 9, 28).  
However, if social norms and values are unstable, collective deonticity can be overruled by 

g intentions for action 
in the world-to-mind direction of fit (Searle 2010: 28). I have therefore added “affect” to the 
three pillars of intentionality, in the sense of having a liking or use for something and a desire in 
the sense of having a strong want; or affect. 
 
Directions-of-fit and Attitude 
The results of the pilot studies on STA analysis indicated that directions-of-fit and force-
direction are gauged on a scale of positive and negative stance, as shown in the Attitude axis of 
the STA model. They complement space and time references by attributing directions of 
movement (in factual time and space), while deontic modals add force to direction in non-factual 
terms (values, desires, necessity). However, 0-direction (in propositional declarations, Searle 
2010: 29) presuppose force by its factual form, but has no direction itself (cf. Searle 2010 on 
directions-of-fit and speech act theory; Chilton 2005 on modality).  

Direction-of-fit can be implicit, for example when logically guided by the dominant social 
coordinate system or by conventionalised narrative causality. The presumptive nature of the 
direction taken in a text- or discourse world lacks linguistic evidence to identify it. Discursive 
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directions-of-fit, however, may also relate to extra-linguistic affordances of sense making that 
are embedded in conventions, in the prevalence of the here and now, or the intrinsic logic of the 
text- and discourse structure in their common ground. In addition, cultural variation in default 
directions of fit, as studied by Levinson 2003), may also help to demystify implicit directionality. 
For example, the Dutch language prefers an intrinsic and relative frame of reference and is 
predominantly egocentric (Levinson 2013: 93).  

 A ranking of positive and negative attitude to space and time references should provide 
insight into the discursive construction of political intentions. Attitude expressions are 
considered, not as a third dimension, but rather as an indicator of the modality of 
(un)desirability and urgency from which force directions unfold towards what is considered 
desirable, e.g. security, equality, wealth, growth, identity. 
 
Discourse 
Discourse is a dialectical form of social practice that involves communication in all forms of 
symbolic representation. For a discourse to be coherent and meaningful, it needs to be set in a 
social frame to fit in frame-intrinsic worldview ontology. The notion of Fit relies on the scope of 
attention and a reasonably consistent coordinate system by which objects in that frame can be 
relativised or relocated. Coordinate systems are culturally inscribed and form a common-ground 
rationale (Levinson 2003) that resounds in the discourse typical of a community.  

Discursive events interact and their meaning can transform through interaction. In that 
way the meaning of a discursive event (e.g. the Second World War or 9/11) can transform over 
time or have different meanings in different spatial contexts.  In this way discourse “is socially 
constitutive as well as socially conditioned. […] It is constitutive both in the sense that it helps to 
sustain and reproduce social status quo, and in the sense that it contributes to transforming it. 
Since discourse is so socially consequential, it gives rise to important issues of power.” 
(Fairclough and Wodak 1997: 258) 
 
Discourse-space units 
In the STA framework to analyse the spatial ground of discourse rationales, discourse-space 
units are understood to be selective space, time and time-space referents that function to stack 
spaces in layers of proximate and distal attention. Subjective expressions function as modifiers 
in that they express deontic and epistemic attitude and regulate the distance/proximity to the 
centre. This is slightly different from Chilton’s Deictic Space theory in which linguistic discourse 
entities are the end and tail points of ‘vectors’ (2014: 43). But either way, they denote abstract, 
temporal and spatial ‘objects of attention’ that are labelled lexically in linguistic analysis and 
discursively in text analysis (cf. the STA codebook Appendix 6.4).  
 
Discourse worlds and text worlds 
Discourse worlds are communicative, ontological constructions of meaning that are based on 
socio-cognitive common ground. They integrate epistemic and deontic aspects in an ontological 
social frame. Text worlds are verbal expressions characterised by text-intrinsic coherence, like a 
novel, a poem, a speech, or a manifesto, or a thesis (cf. Gavins 2007, Werth 1999, Wodak and 
Meijer 2009: 6).  A discourse world comprises the entire social situation in which 
communication is practised. It constitutes conventional “common knowledge, social values, text 
worlds, and contextual situations” in a “Unified Field Theory” that “genuinely relates the 
domains of cognition and language in a practical way” (Werth 1999: xi). It is essential to make a 
distinction between text and discourse-coherence markers because they are interrelated but not 
equally explicit. Discursive markers are also less formal as they direct meaning rather than 
having a lexical-semantic function. 
 
Discursive markers and discourse markers 
In linguistic pragmatics, discourse markers are regarded as linguistic elements that mark 
discourse coherence and cohesion (e.g., Jucker and Ziv 1998). However, the elements that create 
the spatial framework of a discourse world are of a different nature as they may not be explicit 
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but presumed or presupposed. They are conceptual elements that form the common ground to 
give force and direction to how to connect the dots (Oakley and Coulson 2008) in a specific 
social context. (Cf. Implicature below.) 
 
Epistemology 
Epistemology refers to concepts of knowledge. In discourse epistemology concerns the socially 
binding properties of like-minded, epistemic, communities (Van Dijk 2012: 479). They are 
constituted by and constitutive of a discourse domain. Discourse analysis needs a dynamic, 
pragmatic concept of episteme as a social and cultural variable. The theoretical and 
methodological question for discourse analysis is how texts can be analysed for their epistemic 
grounding when it is often not explicit but presupposed or presumed by its context. A cognitive 
approach is needed to address cultural aspects of coordinate systems and the need human for 
certainty to account for epistemic properties from which to abduct presupposition, such as 
coherence principles (frames of reference, points of view and directions of fit), layered attention 
fields, and event structures (sequentiality and causality patterns), and ways in which 
(presumed) prior knowledge and values make a discourse sound familiar and coherent. 
 
Episteme 
Episteme refers to Foucault’s (1966) system of understanding that “defines the conditions of 
possibility” of all common knowledge “whether expressed in a theory or silently invested in a 
practice” (English translation 1970: 168). 
 
Epistemic Community 
Van Dijk’s definition of ‘epistemic community’ is used in this thesis: “each group or culture has a 
Common Ground of generally shared, undisputed knowledge that is un-ideological or pre-
ideological within that epistemic community.” Van Dijk (1998: 6). In addition, I follow Searle in 
acknowledging that apart from the certainty of knowledge, human intentionality also needs a 
deontic common ground (norms, values and a common sense of likelihood/possibility). 
 
Epistemic shift  
In The Order of Things (Les Mots et les choses: Une archéologie des sciences humaines, 1966), 
Foucault proposes a way to investigate phenomena ‘the other way round’, that is, he proposes an 
‘epistemic shift’ that is effected by considering ‘other’ epistemic points of view, rather than by 
reshuffling information around an a priori point of view. He aimed for an abductive typology of 
the ‘formative social powers’ of discourses. It offers an alternative approach to what he called  
“logophobia” that stops at the description of existing powers (Foucault 1966, 1969, 1970), 
rather than addressing the conditions of possibility. Foucault’s “epistemic shift” introduced a 
“constructive critique” that recognises the relativity of certainty that is always epistemically 
context dependent. Facts are not true or false, but they are more or less possible in a social 
context. Questioning and relativising epistemic grounding will provide answers to why social 
phenomena are experienced as facts by some and not by others.  
 
Framing 
The concept of framing is fragmented across disciplines, as Entman describes (1993). In my 
view framing occurs at all levels of conceptualisation, using different elements. The type of 
framing used to distinguish ideological aspects of worldviews is primarily based on Levinson’s 
cognitive model of variation in coordinate systems that consist of an attention frame and a point 
of view. Searle’s (2010) theory of directions-of-fit adds a dynamic, attitudinal aspect to these 
frames. Framing is understood as an abstract evaluative process in which concepts are 
recontextualised, refocused and redefined on a spatial scale of attention and force direction to 
give it meaning in a context. 
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directions-of-fit, however, may also relate to extra-linguistic affordances of sense making that 
are embedded in conventions, in the prevalence of the here and now, or the intrinsic logic of the 
text- and discourse structure in their common ground. In addition, cultural variation in default 
directions of fit, as studied by Levinson 2003), may also help to demystify implicit directionality. 
For example, the Dutch language prefers an intrinsic and relative frame of reference and is 
predominantly egocentric (Levinson 2013: 93).  

 A ranking of positive and negative attitude to space and time references should provide 
insight into the discursive construction of political intentions. Attitude expressions are 
considered, not as a third dimension, but rather as an indicator of the modality of 
(un)desirability and urgency from which force directions unfold towards what is considered 
desirable, e.g. security, equality, wealth, growth, identity. 
 
Discourse 
Discourse is a dialectical form of social practice that involves communication in all forms of 
symbolic representation. For a discourse to be coherent and meaningful, it needs to be set in a 
social frame to fit in frame-intrinsic worldview ontology. The notion of Fit relies on the scope of 
attention and a reasonably consistent coordinate system by which objects in that frame can be 
relativised or relocated. Coordinate systems are culturally inscribed and form a common-ground 
rationale (Levinson 2003) that resounds in the discourse typical of a community.  

Discursive events interact and their meaning can transform through interaction. In that 
way the meaning of a discursive event (e.g. the Second World War or 9/11) can transform over 
time or have different meanings in different spatial contexts.  In this way discourse “is socially 
constitutive as well as socially conditioned. […] It is constitutive both in the sense that it helps to 
sustain and reproduce social status quo, and in the sense that it contributes to transforming it. 
Since discourse is so socially consequential, it gives rise to important issues of power.” 
(Fairclough and Wodak 1997: 258) 
 
Discourse-space units 
In the STA framework to analyse the spatial ground of discourse rationales, discourse-space 
units are understood to be selective space, time and time-space referents that function to stack 
spaces in layers of proximate and distal attention. Subjective expressions function as modifiers 
in that they express deontic and epistemic attitude and regulate the distance/proximity to the 
centre. This is slightly different from Chilton’s Deictic Space theory in which linguistic discourse 
entities are the end and tail points of ‘vectors’ (2014: 43). But either way, they denote abstract, 
temporal and spatial ‘objects of attention’ that are labelled lexically in linguistic analysis and 
discursively in text analysis (cf. the STA codebook Appendix 6.4).  
 
Discourse worlds and text worlds 
Discourse worlds are communicative, ontological constructions of meaning that are based on 
socio-cognitive common ground. They integrate epistemic and deontic aspects in an ontological 
social frame. Text worlds are verbal expressions characterised by text-intrinsic coherence, like a 
novel, a poem, a speech, or a manifesto, or a thesis (cf. Gavins 2007, Werth 1999, Wodak and 
Meijer 2009: 6).  A discourse world comprises the entire social situation in which 
communication is practised. It constitutes conventional “common knowledge, social values, text 
worlds, and contextual situations” in a “Unified Field Theory” that “genuinely relates the 
domains of cognition and language in a practical way” (Werth 1999: xi). It is essential to make a 
distinction between text and discourse-coherence markers because they are interrelated but not 
equally explicit. Discursive markers are also less formal as they direct meaning rather than 
having a lexical-semantic function. 
 
Discursive markers and discourse markers 
In linguistic pragmatics, discourse markers are regarded as linguistic elements that mark 
discourse coherence and cohesion (e.g., Jucker and Ziv 1998). However, the elements that create 
the spatial framework of a discourse world are of a different nature as they may not be explicit 
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but presumed or presupposed. They are conceptual elements that form the common ground to 
give force and direction to how to connect the dots (Oakley and Coulson 2008) in a specific 
social context. (Cf. Implicature below.) 
 
Epistemology 
Epistemology refers to concepts of knowledge. In discourse epistemology concerns the socially 
binding properties of like-minded, epistemic, communities (Van Dijk 2012: 479). They are 
constituted by and constitutive of a discourse domain. Discourse analysis needs a dynamic, 
pragmatic concept of episteme as a social and cultural variable. The theoretical and 
methodological question for discourse analysis is how texts can be analysed for their epistemic 
grounding when it is often not explicit but presupposed or presumed by its context. A cognitive 
approach is needed to address cultural aspects of coordinate systems and the need human for 
certainty to account for epistemic properties from which to abduct presupposition, such as 
coherence principles (frames of reference, points of view and directions of fit), layered attention 
fields, and event structures (sequentiality and causality patterns), and ways in which 
(presumed) prior knowledge and values make a discourse sound familiar and coherent. 
 
Episteme 
Episteme refers to Foucault’s (1966) system of understanding that “defines the conditions of 
possibility” of all common knowledge “whether expressed in a theory or silently invested in a 
practice” (English translation 1970: 168). 
 
Epistemic Community 
Van Dijk’s definition of ‘epistemic community’ is used in this thesis: “each group or culture has a 
Common Ground of generally shared, undisputed knowledge that is un-ideological or pre-
ideological within that epistemic community.” Van Dijk (1998: 6). In addition, I follow Searle in 
acknowledging that apart from the certainty of knowledge, human intentionality also needs a 
deontic common ground (norms, values and a common sense of likelihood/possibility). 
 
Epistemic shift  
In The Order of Things (Les Mots et les choses: Une archéologie des sciences humaines, 1966), 
Foucault proposes a way to investigate phenomena ‘the other way round’, that is, he proposes an 
‘epistemic shift’ that is effected by considering ‘other’ epistemic points of view, rather than by 
reshuffling information around an a priori point of view. He aimed for an abductive typology of 
the ‘formative social powers’ of discourses. It offers an alternative approach to what he called  
“logophobia” that stops at the description of existing powers (Foucault 1966, 1969, 1970), 
rather than addressing the conditions of possibility. Foucault’s “epistemic shift” introduced a 
“constructive critique” that recognises the relativity of certainty that is always epistemically 
context dependent. Facts are not true or false, but they are more or less possible in a social 
context. Questioning and relativising epistemic grounding will provide answers to why social 
phenomena are experienced as facts by some and not by others.  
 
Framing 
The concept of framing is fragmented across disciplines, as Entman describes (1993). In my 
view framing occurs at all levels of conceptualisation, using different elements. The type of 
framing used to distinguish ideological aspects of worldviews is primarily based on Levinson’s 
cognitive model of variation in coordinate systems that consist of an attention frame and a point 
of view. Searle’s (2010) theory of directions-of-fit adds a dynamic, attitudinal aspect to these 
frames. Framing is understood as an abstract evaluative process in which concepts are 
recontextualised, refocused and redefined on a spatial scale of attention and force direction to 
give it meaning in a context. 
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Gestalt  
“The Gestalt notion can be summarised as ‘a unit of organisation of units that collectively serve 
to identify a coordinate system with respect to which certain properties of objects, including the 
phenomenological self, are gauged.’” (Levinson 2003: 24, referring to Rock 1992: 404). A Gestalt 
can be a conceptualised worldview that constitutes all its details, its frame, properties, and 
actors and their functions. It gives a full picture at once of a complex phenomenon and fixates a 
sense of reality. Communicating the reduced complexity of a Gestalt requires a solid common 
ground. 
 
Hermeneutics  
In principle, hermeneutics concerns the theory and practice of interpreting and understanding 
texts. However it has also taken a humanistic and pragmatic direction beyond understanding 
texts (Gadamer 1967, Rorty 1979). Hermeneutics may refer to the interaction between language 
use and making sense of the social world as well as recognising language use as a conduit to 
build social realities.   
 

Appreciating hermeneutics […] is fundamentally a matter of perceiving a moving horizon, engaging a 
strand of dialogue that is an on-going re-articulation of the dynamically historical nature of all human 
thought. (Ramberg and Gjesdal 2014, Ch. 10) 

  
In this sense ‘text’ is understood to be the spectrum of human perception and co-construction of 
common realities. This spatial-cognitive turn has been taken up in Critical Discourse Studies and 
its take on pragma-dialectics in the construction of meaning and social reality  (Fairclough 
2001). (Cf. phenomenology.) 
 
Ideational  
Based in conceptions and ideas, ‘ideational’ is imaginary. Ideation is the means by which human 
experience can be construed to make sense of “reality”. The act of ideational thinking affords 
imaginary systems (e.g. Halliday’s systemic-functional linguistics) or Gestalts. 
 
Ideology 
Ideology is a truth perspective that indirectly controls mental representations. Ideology is the 
interpretive grounding and contextual embedding of discourse (Van Dijk 1995: 243). In view of 
recent developments in European and US elections, referenda and politics in general, the value 
of ideology for political analysis should be questioned (see Ch. 5 on the developments in Dutch 
politics). The pragmatic turn in the Dutch political arena seems to focus on hypes and issue-
ownership rather then any form of ideological consistency. The STA approach is an attempt to 
capture the spatial foundations of political intentionality, whether it is ideologically framed or 
purely pragmatic. 
 
Implicature 
Implicature is effective if there is common ground in terms of social deixis (Lyons 1968: 280) 
and coordinate systems (Levinson 2003). Implicature is possible because of the analogy 
between real spatial patterns and spatial cognition.  This approach was also taken up in Sperber 
and Wilson’s  (1995) relevance theory, turning it into a more fine-grained cognitive aspect of 
degrees of relevance. In their view, indeterminacy and under-specification can result in 
successful communication if shared knowledge, goals and the socio-cognitive 
environment allow it.  Asher (2012) argues for a unified theory that includes discursive 
implicature: “Implicatures, understood as defeasible implications, can arise from several 
sources: semantics, discourse structure or prosody together with the logical form of what is said. 
(Asher 2012: 36). Discourse implicatures [D-implicatures)] take scope underneath and across 
various syntactically realized operators” (ibid.: 13). In this thesis Asher’s notion of D-implicature 
refers to the unfolding of meaning from spatial coordinate systems that are socio-culturally 
inscribed. In this way, the term ‘implicature’ acknowledges variation in the cultural encoding of 
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social facts, such as status functions, national borders, beliefs and common knowledge. It refers 
to socially encoded, conventionalised, patterns of reasoning such as demonstrated across 
languages and cultures (e.g., Levinson 2003 and Levinson and Wilson 2006) and narrative 
implicature (Emmott 2003). 
 
Index field  
There are many terms for frames of reference but Bühler (1934 [2011])’s notion of Index Fields 
addresses the psychological relationship between mental frames and attention spaces. They 
include the deictic relationship between scope and a point of view, which he calls the ‘origo’. In 
this thesis I refer to attention fields and widening or narrowing layers of attention fields around 
an origo. (Cf. the entry for origo.) 
 
Intentionality in discourse  
Intentionality is not to be confused with intention, conscious guiding, manipulation or 
deliberateness. It does not signify a state of mind, but it concerns the affordances of any 
utterance to direct states of mind towards intentions for action. It refers to the power of 
language to move people from ideas to actions (Duranti 2015; Searle 2010). Intentional 
affordances of a discourse rely on the spatial nature of discursive constructions. 
 
Metaphor and Systematic Metaphor 
 I argue that time and space in discourse are not by definition a metaphoric source domain. 
Space and time dynamics are the tools for spatial cognition. In principle space and time do not 
stand for anything else, but rather they are form substance of the ability to imagine abstract 
worlds in terms of real-world factuality. I see space and time rather as a “trajectory”, as 
proposed in the systemic metaphor theory (SysMet, Cameron et al. 2009). This dynamic 
approach proposes a systematic approach to analyse text for the development of metaphoric 
meaning as a text proceeds. But spatial frames of reference do not stand for anything else, i.e. 
space and time are the source domains as well as the cognitive target domains because both rely 
on the same perceptive systematicity. I take the view that the human neural system dictates a 
preference for spatial and temporal relativisation and therefore it is not a metaphoric problem 
but a pre-conceptual cognitive phenomenon. Because of the visual and experiential nature of 
time and space, perhaps this relationship is more appropriately defined as schematically 
figurative.67 Cf. Cameron (2007) and Cameron et al. (2009). 
 
Ontogeny/Philogeny 
Ontogeny (also ontogenesis or morphogenesis) is the origination and development of an 
individual organism from its origin (fertilisation/egg) to its mature form (process and lifespan). 
It is distinct from Phylogeny, which refers to the evolutionary development of a species.  
Individual organisms develop (ontogeny), while species evolve (phylogeny). Metaphysically, an 
idea can also be a ‘species’ though. Ontogeny is therefore a useful notion in discourse studies in 
terms of developmental/historical studies to address "the process through which each of us 
embodies the history of our own making" (Toren 2002:  187). 
 
Ontology  
The trouble with the word "ontology" is that it is used in many different ways by different 
schools of thought. Instead of adopting the term as a discrete unit of knowledge, I take an old-
fashioned metaphysical approach to knowledge and the notion of the trajectory of evolving 
realities through constant fundamental ontological evaluation, or questioning as Heidegger put 
it (1971, Ch. 2, n. 8).  I follow the ontological plurality of the indeterminism of ‘becoming’ as a 
process, which fits with such notions as affordances and the emergence of meaning used in this 
thesis. The metaphysical approach avoids false exactitude in discourse analysis and suggestions 
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of deliberate or cardinal processes. 68 
 
Origo 
The term ‘origo’ and its relation to deixis was introduced by Bühler (1934 [2011]). The term 
originates in elementary Euclidian geometry, referring to the intersection of axes in coordinate 
systems (Chilton 2014), which is a deictic point, but not necessarily egocentric. From a 
psychologist’s point of view, Bühler understands Origo as the conceptual origin of a coordinate 
system that affords human subjectivity and self identity (ibid., p 102). The system allows the 
coordination of a personal, spatial, and temporal structure of utterances. Bühler (ibid., p. 117) 
assumes a single origo for all dimensions, whether spatial, and/or temporal deixis. However, in 
view of the human ability to consider ‘other’ points of view, this raises the philosophical 
question “whether the assumption of one origo is sufficient?” (Fricke 2002: 1).  This question is 
answered in the socio-cognitive perspective on cultural variation in coordinate systems 
(Levinson 2003) and directions of fit (Searle 2010). In this cultural perspective, Bühler’s notion 
of origo is relevant to political discourse that is guided by a particular politico-cultural 
motivation, common to its constituency. (Cf. deixis.) 
 
Phenomenology of language 
The phenomenology of language concerns conditions for the possibility of knowledge creation 
(Husserl’s Logical Investigations 1900-1901) and of the emergence of social knowledge of the 
world we exist in (Heidegger’s Dasein 1927). Phenomenology has moved philosophy of language 
into regarding language use as a form of meaning construction  (e.g. Wittgenstein). In 
Heidegger’s view phenomenology is based in a fundamental ontology of mind and language use. 
Taking a hermeneutic perspective, Ricœur (1976) focused on the abstract phenomenology of 
how reality is or might be interpreted. Phenomenology of language is about the possibility of 
understanding meanings of language use, but not about the deontic value of the object of 
meaning. What has been established is that there is a spatial analogy between the nature of 
phenomenology of mind, language and society. They can each be defined in dynamic ontologies 
in which meaning and reality are social constructs. The identification of phenomena needs to be 
accounted for as they can be delineated in different ways.  
 
Presumption and Presupposition 
In the context of text- and discourse-world analysis, I prefer to use the term ‘presumption’, 
rather than ’presupposition’ or ‘assumption’. The latter might be used to refer to explicit or prior 
knowledge and values. However, ‘presumption’ suggests a metaphysical aspect of language use 
and its unstated, underlying values that may (or may not) be induced from a text. In the 
framework of universal pragmatics (Habermas 1984), the validity of a claim always relies on the 
presupposition that the speaker’s status warrants his right to claim a sense of ‘truth’. However, 
this does not account for the conditional relationship between the speaker’s status and the 
validity of his/her claim (it must be recognised by others). The term ‘presumption’ combines the 
fuzzy relationship between a claim, its implicature and the intentionality that is afforded by the 
expression (rather than the speaker). Moreover, it avoids having to define phenomena that are 
non-representational and context-dependent, such as consciousness, intention, deliberateness, 
and presumption A presumption is an intuitive directive that is only effective on common 
ground. 
 
Realis-Irrealis 
By analogy, the realis of natural facts (Searle’s [2010] brute facts, and Levinson’s [2003] external 
facts, e.g. cardinal directions) provides an epistemic quality to the ‘realis’ of social facts that are 
‘exist’ in a community of like-minded people. Counterfactual irrealis is constructed at the next 
level of abstraction: the analogous spatial imagination that has a responsibility in establishing 
social facts.  
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Chilton (2005) considers the conceptual and spatial realis-irrealis relationship in terms of 
linguistic modality of mood that is morphologically marked in some languages:  
 

The terms realis and irrealis refer, respectively, to proximal modal space that corresponds to what is 
most real for the speaker, where ‘most unreal’ is understood as equivalent to what is expressed 
linguistically through negative particles and the like.  (Chilton 2005: 90) 

 
Semantically, it is “a unidirectional conceptual scale from realis to irrealis”, but “the semantic 
entailment relations in each half of the scale are mirror images of one another. For example: 
necessary(x) > likely(x) > possible(x) uncertain(x) < unlikely(x) < impossible(x)” (ibid, p. 90). 
Linguistic evidence shows a mid-point on a symmetrical positive and negative evaluative scale 
(ibid.), similar to Searle’s (2010) and Searle and Vanderveken’s (1985) directions-of-fit and 0-
direction. For meta-linguistic discourse analysis I propose that the analogous realis-irrealis 
relationship applies to discourse in three phases: natural realis, social ‘realis’ and imaginary 
irrealis. The coordinating affordances of spatial schemas in thought, language, text and 
discourse, give a sense of reality and certainty to social constructs of the known here and now 
(worldview) and of unknown future projections in ‘other’ time spaces. 
 
Relatum 
The term ‘relatum’, as used by Petöfi and Sozer (1985) is similar to Bühler’s ‘index field’ 
(2011[1934]). It refers to a deictic anchor that can be presented as a point or a primary 
attention field. Petöfi and Sozer draw attention to the deictic nature of worldview that 
constitutes a state of affairs and directs the narrative structure of a text (Text Structure Relatum 
Structure Theory, TeSReST).  
 

 The term relatum (and, accordingly, also the term relatum universe) indicates the state-of-affairs 
configuration which has in earlier papers been called world / text world (cf. the last time in Petöfi 
1983b) […] The term relatum appeared to be [more] appropriate… (Petöfi and Sozer 1985:297) 

 
With respect to the spatial analogy between thought, language, text and discourse construction, I 
generally refer to worldviews (rather than text worlds) to include the layered composition of 
discourses. I use the term relatum to make the point that the analysed texts (election manifesto 
introductions) presume a deictic state-of-affairs -- from a specific point of view -- that forms the 
ground of a party’s rationale. However, the scope of a frame of reference and its directions-of-fit 
are equally important in discourse-space analysis. 
 
Statist-Dynamist 
This distinction is taken from Postrel’s (1998) theory of political dimensions. She proposes to 
give a sense of creativity, enterprise and progress to political text analysis in order to get a grip 
on the background rationale of political motivation. This seems an appropriate distinction for 
STA analysis that also addresses non-content and non-referential epistemic and deontic 
rationales. 
 
Stative/Non-Stative 
Linguistic analysis is concerned with stative and non-stative verb categories (Chilton 2011), e.g. 
Langacker’s perfective-imperfective (ex. Mary believes in ghosts is stative and Mary is believing in 
ghosts at the moment is dynamic). Linguistic constructions of Aktionsart, conceptualise events 
and involve two cognitive operations (selection and stabilisation) to denote stative states and 
non-stative processes that are “induced by the linguistic tense forms” (Chilton 2011: 244). 
In discourse, the geometric space and time frame for stative event types provides a basis for 
setting up a model of instancing operators. A discourse-space can form a frame that 
accommodates stative predicates as a set of parallel vectors filling a space, any one of which is 
linearly dependent on the others. When linguistic form and frame align, the effect of stative or 
non-stative attribution will be enhanced. I often refer to non-stative as ‘dynamic’.  
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Ternary 
A network composed of three variables. In physics, a ternary complex is formed by the 
interaction of three molecules. Time, space and attitude are the ternary complex of a presumed 
viewpoint that is the origin (ground) of the coordinate system that makes texts, discourses and 
worldviews coherent (Levinson 2003: 37).  
 
Text worlds and discourse worlds 
Text- and discourse worlds have a structural coherence characterised by a coordinate system, 
involving a vantage point, scope and directions of fit. A text world is a unit that has text-intrinsic 
coherence. A discourse world consists of text worlds and other forms of communication that are 
characterised by alignment in their coordinate systems. (Cf. Worldview, and Aerts et al. 
2007[1994], Croft and Cruse 2004: 46; Gavins 2007; Searle 2010, Werth 1999) 
 
Timespace 
The notion of timespace in discourse relates to Minkowski and Einstein’s relativity theory in 
quantum physics and the fourth dimension to physical phenomenology: duration. Time and 
space co-construct the dynamics of an attention field as well as their directions of fit. They 
account for movement, direction and variations in speed and intensity (force) within the 
borders of their timespace scope (context). By analogy, Abstract timespace frames events from 
start to finish (e.g. the Second World War), or until now (e.g. the current economic crisis). Cf. for 
example, Blommaert (2015) on chronotopes; Harvey (1989) on compression of complexity; May 
and Thrift (2001) and Nuñez and Cooperrider (2013), on entangled time and space. 
 
Worldview 
Worldview is the ground for building deictic text- and discourse worlds and provides a sense of 
coherence, common ground and identity (cf. Aerts et al. 2007[1994]). Worldview provides a 
ground rationale for intentionality.  
In the context of political text analysis, I have distinguished three types of worldview as they 
emerged from the data: 

a) When referring to ‘Real world’ I refer to physical, absolute facts that exist value free. 
b) ‘Social world’ refers to abstract human social constructs of social facts, such as the value 

of money, the role and power of the president. These can all be experienced as ‘real’ but 
the difference with ‘real world’ phenomena is that they are not value-free but subject to 
human intentionality and agency.  

c) Religious world is ‘real’ in the sense that it is constituted in unconditional belief in a 
transcendental power. 

Religious- and social worlds are religiously- and/or cultural worldviews. Social- and religious 
‘facts’ rely on consensus on common ground, which requires evaluative interaction through 
language and other symbolic forms of communication. And these forms of communication can 
equally challenge the consensus and articulate alternatives. The social world is thus an 
interactive playground of human communication, agency and power relations.  
Worldview ontology is a cognitive, discursive construction, held together by a spatial coordinate 
system. Cognitively, the spatial analogy between perception of the real world and of abstract 
worlds affords real experience of abstract realities. The analogy of the spatial principle is 
facilitated by the “overall organising principle” (Hörnig et al. 2000) of the “primacy of spatial 
cognition” (Levinson 2003) that manifests itself in culturally inscribed coordinate systems. (Cf. 
realis-irrealis.)
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b) ‘Social world’ refers to abstract human social constructs of social facts, such as the value 

of money, the role and power of the president. These can all be experienced as ‘real’ but 
the difference with ‘real world’ phenomena is that they are not value-free but subject to 
human intentionality and agency.  

c) Religious world is ‘real’ in the sense that it is constituted in unconditional belief in a 
transcendental power. 

Religious- and social worlds are religiously- and/or cultural worldviews. Social- and religious 
‘facts’ rely on consensus on common ground, which requires evaluative interaction through 
language and other symbolic forms of communication. And these forms of communication can 
equally challenge the consensus and articulate alternatives. The social world is thus an 
interactive playground of human communication, agency and power relations.  
Worldview ontology is a cognitive, discursive construction, held together by a spatial coordinate 
system. Cognitively, the spatial analogy between perception of the real world and of abstract 
worlds affords real experience of abstract realities. The analogy of the spatial principle is 
facilitated by the “overall organising principle” (Hörnig et al. 2000) of the “primacy of spatial 
cognition” (Levinson 2003) that manifests itself in culturally inscribed coordinate systems. (Cf. 
realis-irrealis.)
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Data sources 
 
Dutch politics 
Compendium van Politiek en Samenleving 
 https://www.politiekcompendium.nl/id/vh4vakmdqwzx/de_politieke_verhoudingen_van_de  
Debatbureau: http://www.hetdebatbureau.nl/verkiezingsprogrammas/ (accessed 23-09-2016) 
Derde Kamer: https://www.derdekamer.nl/geschiedenis-van-de-nederlandse-democratie (accessed 23-
09-2016) 
Politiek en Parlement http://www.parlement.com/id/vh8lnhrpfxub/verzuiling (accessed June 2016) 
 
Dutch election manifestos 2006 
http://pubnpp.eldoc.ub.rug.nl/?Search=&SortBy=authors&SearchIns[]=&Title=Verkiezingsprogramma%
27s%20Tweede%20Kamerverkiezingen%2022%20november%202006&pQuery=Metadata_Election_plat
form.date_election=%272006-11-
22%27%20AND%20Metadata_Election_platform.purpose=%27parliamentary%20elections%27 
 
Dutch Election manifestos 2010 
http://pubnpp.eldoc.ub.rug.nl/?Search=&SortBy=authors&SearchIns[]=&Title=Verkiezingsprogramma%
27s%20Tweede%20Kamerverkiezingen%209%20juni%202010&pQuery=Metadata_Election_platform.da
te_election=%272010-06-
09%27%20AND%20Metadata_Election_platform.purpose=%27parliamentary%20elections%27 
 
 
Software 
Alpino Parser: http://www.let.rug.nl/vannoord/alp/Alpino 
Atlas-ti: http://atlasti.com 
CAT: http://dh.fbk.eu/resources/cat-content-annotation-tool  
Kieskompas: https://home.kieskompas.nl/en/ 
Kyoto Annotation Format (KAF): http://weblab.iit.cnr.it/kyoto/xmlgroup.iit.cnr.it/kyoto/index.html; 
Newsreader: http://www.newsreader-project.eu/ 
Stemwijzer: http://www.stemwijzer.nl/ 
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APPENDIX I: A6.1  
Corpus of Dutch manifesto introductions 2006, 2010 
Text files for EM-Intro 2006 and 2010 corpus are available from the author by request.  
The official full manifestos are available as PDFs from http://pubnpp.eldoc.ub.rug.nl/ 
 
 
APPENDIX I: A6.2  
Quantification of EM Full and EM Intro 2006, 2010  
Table 1. Number of words of each full manifesto relative (%) to the entire EM corpus.   
Table 2. Number of words of the selected text segments (EM-Intro) and the percentage 
of the segments relative to each full manifesto. These percentages were used to 
relativise N in by per cent difference (see Chapter 6).  
 
Table A6.2.1. EM-Full (EMF) per party per year (N) and percentage of total per year (%EMF), 2006, 2010. 
Election 
Manifestos N/% 

EM2006 Full %EMF EM2010 Full %EMF 

CDA 34.656 15.97 28.627 11.73 

CU 33.04 15.23 44.067 18.05 

D66 25.425 11.72 43.263 17.72 

GL 15.84 7.3 19.2 7.86 

PvdA 33.035 15.23 20.051 8.21 

PvdD 16.726 7.71 22.945 9.4 

PVV 1.466 6.76 8.74 3.58 

SGP 20.358 9.38 30.43 12.47 

SP 29.907 13.78 12.452 5.1 

VVD 6.48 2.98 23.073 9.45 

Total 216.933 105.1 244.108 103.5 

Average 21.693,30 11.26 24.410,80 7.95 

 
Table A6.2.2. Party EM-Intro (N) and % of Party EM-Full (PEMF), 2006 and 2010. 
EM-Intro N Intro 2006 % EMP N2010 %EMP 

CDA 650 1.86 2452 8.56 

CU 1.556 4.71 1574 3.57 

D66 3.014 11.85 2808 6.49 

GL 2.153 13.59 1233 6.42 

PvdA 1.576 4.77 4832 24.09 

PvdD 2.802 16.75 377 1.64 

PVV 405 27.63 1326 15.17 

SGP 378 1.86 3719 12,22 

SP 872 2.91 686 7 

VVD 1.73 26.7 1520 6.58 

Total EM Intro 15.136 99.98 20527 100 

Average 1.513,6 10 2.052.7 10 
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APPENDIX I: A6.3 and A6.4 
STA and WP CODEBOOK (NL and EN)69 

 
 
 
 
 
A6.3 TSA Codeerinstructie  (NL) 
 
Wereldbeelden in Tijd en Ruimte in verkiezingsprogramma’s: Ruimte, Tijd en Attitude 
Bertie Kaal, Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam, Taal & Communicatie 
 
Doel van het onderzoek:  Tijd en ruimte frames identificeren die de ruimte en tijd duiden van het 
wereldbeeld waarin partijen hun politieke overtuiging plaatsen, de urgentie van maatregelen 
verantwoorden en hun ideaalbeeld schetsen. In tijd en ruimte wordt een subjectieve  ‘realiteit’ 
afgebakend, die als een continuum doorloopt vanuit het bekende verleden, het bekende heden, 
naar een onbekend toekomstbeeld met verwachtingen en idealen. Een vergelijking van tijd en 
ruimte positionering kan inzicht geven in verschillen tussen de uitganspunten van partijen. Dit 
‘wereldbeeld’ wordt vooral in Inleidingen redelijk expliciet geschetst en wordt vaak 
voorondersteld als het gaat om maatregelen voor een betere toekomst. Daarom is het belangrijk 
om te weten wat er achter maatregelen en idealen schuilt. 
 
Je gaat inleiding van verkiezingsprogramma’s uit 2006 en 2010 coderen op 4 aspecten: (1) Tijd, 
(2) Ruimte (3) Attitude, en (4) Wereldperspectief, Ideaalbeeld of Maatregel. Omdat we zoeken 
naar beeldvorming worden zowel concrete als abstracte verwijzingen naar tijd en ruimte 
gecodeerd, b.v. het vierde kabinet Balkenende verwijst naar een recente Nederlandse 
regeerperiode (Ruimte: A-NL; Tijd: A verleden<10 jaar). In tagset (1) en (2) kun je aangeven of 
het een concreet (C) of abstract (A) begrip betreft. Ook willen we graag de Attitude weten om de 
sterkte van de relevantie voor de partij te kunnen wegen op een 5-punts schaal. 
Tenslotte willen we ook weten of zinsdelen of zinnen een Wereldbeeld (zoals de partij nu denkt 
over de samenleving) en Ideaalbeeld (zoals de partij denkt dat de toekomst eruit gaat zien. Dit is 
nodig omdat vaak een tijdsbepaling ontbreekt in de zin en zo kunnen we dus zien of er verwezen 
wordt naar verleden-heden of naar de toekomst. 
 
Codeerinstructie 
1. Lees de codeerinstructie aandachtig. Er staan veel voorbeelden bij om je een gevoel te geven 
voor de te coderen tijd, ruimte en attitude bepalingen. 
 
2. De codering gebeurt in het Kyoto Annotation Format.  
Open het KAF programma 
File: Open KAF file uit VK2010 [partijafkorting].kaf 
Open TagSet: Uit KAF Resources: TSA Tagset(4)WPMRID_13-07-2013 
Begin te coderen bij het begin van de Inleiding, zoals aangegeven op de uitdraai.  
 
Opslaan: Sla de tagging op met Save as Tagging en type dan een bestandsnaam in:  
VVD_2010_[datum] dd-mm-20xx_[jou initialen].tag

                                                        
69 Please note that these instructions were made before the thesis was written so there may be some 
discrepancy in the terminology.  
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Tijd, Ruimte en Attitude Codeerinstructie  
Codeer de teksten op Ruimte- en Tijdsbepalingen en de sterkte van positieve of negatieve 
attitude van zinsdelen of zinnen waarin die bepalingen voorkomen. Daarnaast codeer je, alleen 
als je ook tijd en/of ruimte hebt gecodeerd, de hele zin als wereldperspectief (WP: verleden, 
heden of altijd), ideaalbeeld (ID: toekomst), Maatregel (MR), of Anders. 
Tekstsegmenten die je codeert kunnen bestaan uit één woord, woordgroepen, zinsdelen, hele 
zinnen of gerelateerde woorden over meer zinnen heen (bv. ‘immigranten’ in een zin en in de 
volgende alleen ‘ze’). Link die combinaties onder dezelfde id met de Ctr button.  
Kies op Tijd en Ruimte alleen die woorden die uitdrukking geven aan de categorie. 
Tijd en Ruimte krijgen altijd een Attitude code toegekend, meestal op zinsniveau, maar kan ook 
per clausule (bv. In als-dan zinnen). De attitude kan ook buiten de zin voorkomen in een groter 
tekstsegment. In dat geval codeer je over het zinsniveau heen. 
Neem versterkende of verzwakkende woorden en zinsdelen mee in de annotatie, b.v. zeer 
onwaarschijnlijk (-2) is sterker dan alleen onwaarschijnlijk (-1). Annoteer positieve/negatieve 
attributie: Tijd: niet lang geleden (Past<10 jaar); Ruimte: heel dichtbij (Ruimte: NL, of als het om 
tijd gaat: Future<10 jaar); Attitude (niet onwaarschijnlijk (+1).    
 
 

 
 
Figuur 1. STA dimensies. Tijd/Duur, Ruimte/Plaats (afstand) en Attitude (naar Chilton 200x,  aangepast voor het 
identificeren van tijd-ruimte referentiekaders (Levinson 2003) in EM2006Intro en EM2010Intro. 

 

Figuur 2. Attitude: 5-puntsschaal van zeer zeker/positief naar neutraal, naar negatie en negatieve attitude. 
(Modaliteit van Attitude is gecodeerd op een 5-puntsschaal van deontische en epistemische (feiten en zekerheden) 
waarden (naar Chilton 2005: 89 [Werth 1999]), met toevoeging uitdrukkingen van verlangen/wenselijkheid).  
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TSA Tagsets voor Time-Space-Attitude-Worldview analyse 
File: TSAtagset(4)_ WPIDMR_13-07-22.txt 
 
Time and Space onderscheiden zich in Conrete (C) en Abstracte (A) verwijzingen. 
 
TAG 1: Time 
1;Very past#C Very past 
1;Very past#A very past 
1;Past#C Past >10y 
1;Past#A Past >10y 
1;Near Past <10y#C Near past <10y 
1;Near Past <10y#A Near past >10y 
1;Present#C Present 
1;Present#A Present 
1;Near future#C Near future <10y 
1;Near future#A Near future <10y 
1;Future > 10y#C Future >10y 
1;Future > 10y#A Future >10y 
1;For ever#C For ever 
1;For ever#A For ever 
 
 

TAG 2: Space 
2;Local#C Local 
2;Local#A Local 
2;NL#C NL 
2;NL#A NL 
2;NL border#C NL border 
2;NL border#A NL border 
2;EU#C EU 
2;EU#A EU 
2;WesternWorld#C WW 
2;WesternWorld#A WW 
2;Global#C Global 
2;Global#A Global 
2;Infinite#C Infinite 
2;Infinite#A Infinite 
2;Non-Western#C NWW 
2;Non-Western#A NWW 

 
 
TAG 3: Scale of Attitude 
3;+2 absolute certainty, necessity 
3;+1 likely, desirable 
3;0   acceptable, naturally possible, other 
(things that (can) happen beyond control) 
3;-1 unlikely, undesirable 
3;-2 absolutely not, impossible, 
unacceptable 

 
 
TAG 4: Worldperspective, Ideal, 
Measures and Other type of expression. 
4;WP 
4;ID 
4;MR 
4;Anders (Other)
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Tijd, Ruimte en Attitude Codeerinstructie  
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TAG 1. T-TIJD/DUUR  
Concreet: Uitdrukkingen van werkelijke tijd (bv. 10 jaar geleden) en van tijdsduur (binnen 5 
jaar).  
Abstract: Historische momenten en periodes, regeerperiodes, toekomstige periodes, 
duurzaamheid en werkwoorden als stimuleren (verwijzend naar een lange termijn visie) 
Tijdsbepalingen kunnen ook ruimtelijk zijn (bv. De vier kabinetten Balkende T=Abstract<10 en 
S=Abstract NL; De crisis kan verwijzen naar NL of een algemener fenomeen WW of Global in het 
heden, of als het verwijst naar een vorige crisis, dan  A-Past > 10. Zie Tabel 1 voor voorbeelden. 
Codeereenheid (als Ruimte): woorden of woordgroepen in de zin, en verwijzende woorden in 
andere zinnen (b.v. toen). 
 
T-TIJD/DUUR (7-punt schaal) 
Very Past = Heel ver verleden, tijdloos/transcendentaal verleden 
P>10 = Verleden > 10 jaar 
Near past<10  = Nabij verleden <10 jaar 
Present  = Heden (nu), in deze tijd 
Near Future <10 = Nabije toekomst <10 jaar (Abstract: de komende kabintsperiodes, Concreet: de 
komende 10 jaar) 
Future = Toekomst >10 jaar (de komende decennia, in de toekomst) 
For ever = Tijdloze toekomst, eeuwigheid, transcendentale (religieuze) tijd  
 
Zie Tabel 1 voor voorbeelden van sleutelwoorden, grammaticale eenheden, woordcombinaties 
en voorbeelden, en wat je niet moet coderen. 
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Tabel 1. Voorbeelden van sleutelwoorden/woordcombinaties in Tijd en tijdsduurbepalingen. 

POS Type Voorbeelden TAG NIET CODEREN 
Zelfst. 
Naamwoorden 
woordgroepen en 
zinsdelen 

Concreet 
Abstract 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Tijdgebonden 
maatregelen en 
processen 
 
 
Actoren 

De jaren’ 80, 
generaties 
De crisis 
De Bijbel/het Woord 
 
De Slavernij 
Balkenende I-IV 
 
Investering, Stimu-
lans, Innovatie 
Behoud 
Verduurzaming 
 
Dit kabinet, de crisis 
God 

A P >10 
A F>10y 
A Present 
A Very past 
of For ever 
A P>10y 
A P<10y 
 
A F<10y 
 
A Present 
A Future>10 
 
A Present 
A For ever 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tijd en duur -
bepalende 
toevoegingen 

 Hedendaags 
Toekomstige 
Middeleeuws 
Duurzaam 
Eeuwig/Christelijk 

C Present 
C F>10y 
A Very past 
A F>10y 
C/A For 
ever 

Cyclische adjectieven: 
jaarlijks, dagelijks. 
Sequentie wanneer 
onduidelijke tijd: vorige 

Tijd bepalende 
Bijwoorden 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Temporiserende 
bw. 

Gisteren, morgen, nu 
Immer, altijd 
Nooit meer 
Weer 
Vroeger,middeleeuws 
 
Groene, duurzame 
Eindig 

C Present 
C Forever 
A Very F 
A Past> <10 
A Past>10 
 
A Future<10 
C Future>10 

Cyclisch vaak, dagelijks 
Onbepaalde tijdsduur 
lang, kort 
Sequentie: daarna, 
uiteindelijk 
Kwalificaties die niet 
verleden-heden-
toekomst gerelateerd: 
langzaam, snel  

Voorzetsels 
 

Zinsdelen met 
temporiserende 
voorzetsels 

Over een jaar 
sinds de 30’er jaren 

C Future<10 
C Future>10 

Interne tijdsbepaling van 
een gebeurtenis die al 
genoemd is: tijdens het 
debat 

Temporiserende- en 
proceswerkwoorden 

Richting en 
tijdsperspectief  

Behouden, 
Terugdraaien, 
Beëindigen 
Duurt nog twee jaar 
snel uit de crisis 
komen 
Verduurzamen, sti-
muleren/bevorderen, 
hervormen,aanpassen 

A Present 
A Past> <10 
A Future<10 
C Future<10 
 
 
A Future>10 
 

Tijdsvormen van het 
werkwoord (vt, ovt, tt , 
etc.) 

Historische periodes Gebeurtenissen 
 
Ideoligische, 
politieke, culturele, 
religieuze ijkpunten 

WWII, 9/11, jaren 30  
 
de VOC tijd, de 
middeleeuwen 
Het woord Gods 
De Gouden Eeuw 

C Past>10 
 
A Past>10 
 
A Very past 
C Past >10 
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TAG 2. S-RUIMTE/PLAATS  
Codeer woorden, woordgroepen en zinsdelen van concrete en abstracte ruimtelijke 
plaatsbepalingen. Geef aan of je het concreet of abstract vindt. 
Concreet: naar fysieke (geografische/politieke) ruimte verwijzend (vb. in de provincies = C-
Lokaal).  
Abstract: verwijzingen naar sociale, institutionele of culturele zaken die gerelateerd zijn aan 
geografische en/of politieke gebieden (vb. Abstract: de Tweede Kamer = NL; islamisering = Niet 
Westerse Wereld). Gebruik daarbij dus ook je wereldkennis. 
Codeereenheid: woorden of woordgroepen per zin en direct verwijzende woorden in andere 
zinnen (b.v. daar).  
Woorden die terug refereren naar een ander woord koppelen, b.v. “Immigranten moeten snel 
Nederlands leren. Zij kunnen zo beter integreren in onze samenleving.” 
 
S-Ruimte/Plaats (Space) (8-punt schaal) 
L = Lokaal (Concreet: de gemeente, de straat, de provincie; Abstract: het Gemeentebestuur, de 
Provinciale Staten) 
NL = Concreet: In en om Nederland; Abstract: het Nederlandse politieke landschap, de Tweede 
Kamer 
NL-Grens = rond de NL-grens (voornamelijk Abstract: met betrekking tot migratie, 
internationale handel en nationale veiligheid) 
EU = Abstract: De Europese Gemeenschap, Brussel, de EU, maar Concreet:  in de Europese landen 
WW = Concreet: refererend aan de Westerse Wereld als geo-ruimte; Abstract: ref. aan de 
Westerse cultuur/economie/handel/welvaart 
Non-WW = Regio en landen buiten de Westerse cultuur/economie 
Global = Concreet: de aarde/de wereld; Abstract: internationale organisaties; Generiek: mensen 
Infinite = Onbeperkte ruimte, het universum;  Abstract: transcendentale, religieuze ruimte 
 
Zie Tabel 2 voor voorbeelden.
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Tabel 2. Voorbeelden van sleutelwoorden/woordcombinaties in Plaats- en Ruimtebepalingen. 

POS Type Voorbeelden TAG NIET Coderen 
Ruimtelijke 
zelfstandig- 
naamwoorden en 
woordgroepen 

Geo-ruimte en 
landen  
 
 
 
Politieke ruimte 
 
 
Religieuze ruimte  
 
 
 
Groep met een 
ruimtelijke/culturele 
identiteit 
 
 
Generieke groepen 
 
 
Instituten met 
ruimtelijk mandaat  
 
 
 
 
Issues met een 
politiek-ruimtelijke 
dimensie 
 
 
Generieke issues 
 
 
 
 
 
Processen 

Ons land 
Turkije 
Amerika 
 
De EU 
De NAVO 
 
De Islam 
Het Christendom 
Gods Woord 
 
Vreemdelingen, het 
vreemdelingenbeleid, 
asielzoekers, 
kennismigranten 
 
Wereldburgers, 
mensen, vrouwen 
 
De gemeentes 
De 2e Kamer 
De overheid 
De VN 
 
 
Migratie 
Internationale 
handel 
De crisis, Het milieu 
 
 
Mensenrechten, de 
menselijkheid, 
mensen, dieren, alle 
levende wezens, de 
natuur, het klimaat 
 
Islamisering 

C NL 
C NWW 
C WW 
 
A Europa 
A Global 
 
A NWW 
A WW 
A Infinite 
 
A NL-
border 
 
 
 
 
A Global 
 
 
A Local 
A NL 
A NL 
A Global 
 
 
A NL-
border 
A Global 
A NL, WW, 
of Global 
 
A Global 
 
 
 
 
 
A NWW 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Niet-ruimtelijke politieke 
issues: ‘de zorg’, 
‘onderwijs’, etc. 

Ruimtelijke toe-
voegingen 
(Bijvoeglijk 
naamwoorden) 

 Buitenlandse handel 
 
Brusselse bemoeienis 
Christelijke waarden 
Islamitische 
organisaties 

A EU, WW, 
of Global 
A EU 
A WW 
A NWW 

Niet-ruimtelijke 
kwalitatieve 
toevoegingen: Lange man 

Ruimtelijke 
bijwoorden 

Richting, relatieve 
positie 

Hier 
Daar 
weg 

C NL 
C NWW 
C NL-
border 

Niet-specifieke 
ruimtelijke toevoegingen: 
overal 

Zinsdelen met 
ruimtelijke 
voorzetsels  

Container begrip In de samenleving 
Over de hele wereld 
In de stad 
uit andere landen 

A NL 
C Global 
C Local 
C WW of 
NWW 

Abstracte toevoegingen: 
op de schop, door slechte 
omstandigheden 

Ruimtelijke 
werkwoorden 

Richting Komen uit/in 
uitzetten  
vluchten 

C NL-
border 
C NL-
border 
A NWW 

Werkwoorden m.b.t. 
abstracte ruimte: groeien, 
wegparkeren, reduceren 

Verwijzende 
woorden 
(Anaphora):  

Verwijzend naar  
eerder genoemde 
ruimte 

Wij, zij, men, u, 
allemaal, iedereen 

A NL, EU, 
WW, of 
Global 

Wij als het om de partij 
zelf gaat 
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TAG 3. ATTITUDE t.o.v. tijd en ruimte bepalingen (5-punt schaal) 
Betreft de sterkte van positieve tot negatieve stelligheid van een bewering: zekerheid (kennis), 
gevoel (normen) en wenselijkheid of noodzaak.  
Codeereenheid: Hele zinnen en zinsdelen die attitude uitdrukken, wanner er ook Tijd en Ruimte 
coderingen zijn. 
 
+2 Zeker/Absoluut: is/noodzakelijk/onvermijdelijk 
+ 1 Mogelijk/wenselijk  moet kunnen, willen 
   0 Neutraal: zou mogelijk kunnen zijn/is acceptabel, zou kunnen 
- 1 Onwaarschijnlijk/Onwenselijk/Ondenkbaar het kan niet zo zijn 
- 2 Absoluut NIET: zeker niet, absoluut niet/onmogelijk/onacceptabel, ongewenst 
 
Codeerinstructie: Deze codering vereist meer interpretatie dan tags (1) en (2) omdat de attitude 
op verschillende tekstniveaus wordt uitgedrukt en in verschillende manieren van taalgebruik. Ze 
staan niet altijd meteen voor of achter de T- en S-bepalingen. Uitdrukkingen van attitude kunnen 
ook rhetorsich zijn, zoals tegenstellingen, vragen, metaforen, ironie of connotaties met 
betrekking tot het issue of topic waar het over gaat. Attitude kan dus ook buiten de T- en S-
coderingsrange voorkomen, en zelfs buiten de zin. 
Alle zinnen met een T- en S-codering krijgen een Attitudecode toegekend op een schaal van +2 
(zeer positief) tot -2 (zeer negatief).  
 
Voorbeeldzin 
[CDA 2010, 154.2] “Wel zal de samenstelling van de bevolking de komende jaren ingrijpend 
veranderen door de voortschrijdende vergrijzing.” 
 
Tijd:  (1) De samenstelling van de bevolking (NL A) zal de komende jaren (F<10 C) ingrijpend 

veranderen Attitude -2 
 (2) de voortschrijdende vergrijzing F>10 A; Attitude: 0 
 
De attitude woorden die samen een onbestendig (en daarom niet positief) klimaat creeëren zijn 
hier een combinatie van ‘de komende jaren’, ‘ingrijpend veranderen’, en ‘voortschrijdend’. Het is 
zeer negatief omdat de partij het proces typeert als een voldongen feit. 
 
Ruimte:  (3) de bevolking (NL A); Attitude: 0 
 (4) Nederlanders (NL A) hebben meer bescherming nodig Attitude: -1  
 
De attitude is matig omdat bescherming niet ‘moet’. De partij constateert een behoefte (of 
eigenlijk een gebrek), maar committeert zich met deze propositie niet aan een doelstelling om 
dat probleem op te lossen. 
 
Zie Tabel 3 voor voorbeelden. 

Worldview and Social Practice 205 
 

 

 
Tabel 3. Voorbeelden van sleutelwoorden/woordcombinaties van Attitude op Tijd- en 

Ruimtebepalingen. 
POS Type Voorbeelden TAG NIET CODEREN 
 Werkwoorden Absolute zekerheid/ 

positiviteit 
 
 
 
Gematigde 
zekerheid 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Neutraliteit 
 
 
Onzekerheid  
(vaak door negatie 
met niet) 
 
Absolute 
negativiteit/negatie 

Zijn (as in X=Y), weten,  
moeten, dienen, willen, 
zullen, vaststellen, eisen, 
aannemen, verplichten 
 
Is mogelijk, zou moeten 
willen/kunnen, denken, 
vinden, begrijpen, 
verlangen, hopen, 
stimuleren, geloven, 
wensen, missen, 
verkiezen 
 
zou kunnen/mogen, 
genoeg hebben aan 
 
Twijfelen, zou niet zijn, 
kan niet zo zijn dat, niet 
hopen, bezinnen op 
 
de plank misslaan, 
zijn ...niet, geen...is, mag 
niet, kan niet, verbieden 

+2 
 
 
 
 
+1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
0 
 
 
-1 
 
 
-2 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Zelfst. Nw.  De noodzaak, 
verplichting 
De wens 
De vergrijzing 
De dreiging 

+2 
+1 
0 
-1 

 

Toevoegingen 
(adj.) 

Zie ook Bijw. Zekere, noodzakelijke, 
verplichte 
 
wenselijke, acceptabele 
 
mogelijke 
 
Onzekere, onnodige, 
onwaarschijnlijke 
 
Onmogelijke 

+2 
 
 
+1 
 
0 
 
-1 
 
-2 

 

Bijwoordelijke 
bepalingen 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Absolute negatie 
(niet of on-)  

Nodig, Noodzakelijk, 
Onontkoombaar, Zeker 
 
Waarschijnlijk, wenselijk, 
wel, graag 
 
mogelijk, aanvaardbaar, 
acceptabel,vermoedelijk, 
open staan voor, 
misschien, houdbaar 
 
onzeker, onbepaald, 
veranderlijk, 
onbestendig, 
onwaarschijnlijk, 
onaannemelijk 
onwenselijk 
 
onmogelijk, ongewenst, 
onaanvaardbaar, 
ondenkbaar, 
onacceptabel, 
onhoudbaar, 
uitgesloten, 
niet nodig, beslist niet 

+2 
 
+1 
 
 
 
0 
 
 
 
-1 
 
 
 
 
 
-2 
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TAG 4. WERELDPERSPECTIEF, IDEAALBEELD, MAATREGELEN (WP, ID, MR) en Anders (Other) 
Om onderscheid te kunnen maken tussen de causale relatie tussen wat bekend is, hoe het eigenlijk zou 
moeten zijn en wat er gedaan moet worden om dat doel te bereiken onderscheiden we Wereldperspectief, 
Ideaalbeeld en Maatregelen.  
WP: Het Wereldperspectief is de beschrijving en de interpretatie van de partij vanuit een historisch 

perspectief (Past) en een beeld van de huidige situatie (Present). Omdat het al gebeurd is, of aan het 
gebeuren is heeft een WP impliciet een sterker waarheidsgehalte (het is zo). Bij Christelijke partijen 
komt een transcendentaal WP voor waarin Het Woord uit overtuiging altijd waarheid is. Dat wordt 
als WP gecodeerd en niet als ID want het is geen subjectieve wens waar maatregelen voor moeten 
komen, maar het is een werkelijkheid op zich. (Heywood’s fase (A)). 

ID:  Het Ideaalbeeld is hoe de partij in principe wil of denkt  dat de samenleving er in de toekomst uit ziet 
(Future). Het gaat om een imaginaire verbeelding van een toekomst. Een ID kan positief zijn (de mate 
van wenselijkheid van een betere situatie), of negatief (de mate van onwenselijkheid van een 
voorspelbare ontwikkeling). (Heywood’s fase (C)) 

MR: Maatregelen zijn voorstellen voor concrete stappen om de huidige samenleving te veranderen. Het is 
het middel om van WP- naar ID+ te komen, of om WP+ te behouden als ID+ 

ANDERS:  wordt toegepast als er een tijd of ruimte bepaling staat, maar niet duidelijk sprake is van een 
WP, ID of MR, bijvoorbeeld als het gaat om een retorische vraag, een kopje, over het handelen van de 
partij of het agenderen van issues in de vorm van een algemene vraag (b.v. “vraagstukken van 
internationale gerechtigheid” (CU 2006). 

 
Codeerinstructie: Hele zinnen die al een tijd en/of ruimte codering hebben. Voor iedere zin codeer je of het 
een Wereldperspectief, een Ideaalbeeld, een Maatregel of Anders is.   
Gebruik bij de ‘TAG Sentence’ functie om complete zinnen snel te coderen. Uitzondering: bijvoorbeeld in 
een conditionele  ‘als … dan’ zin kan het eerste deel een WP zijn en het tweede een ID, in dat geval codeer 
je de zinsdelen apart. 
 
Voorbeelden: 
Wereldperspectief:  

Vb. 1: Ons land heeft al zestig jaar op eigen bodem geen oorlog meer gekend, we leven langer en gezonder dan 
onze overgrootouders, er is een behoorlijk systeem van vrij en toegankelijk onderwijs, als je ziek bent word je 
behandeld en er is een oudedagvoorziening. 
 

Ideaalbeeld: 
Vb. 2: Wij (partij) willen dat mensen de kracht hebben om zelf verantwoordelijkheid te dragen voor hun leven en 
toekomst. 
 

Maatregelen: 
Vb. 3: Daarom wordt aangehaakt bij inburgering en opvoedingsondersteuning, daar horen taallessen en 
alfabetiseringstrajecten bij. 
(Daarom verwijst hier naar een vorige zin over sociale achterstand) 

 
Anders: 

Als er niet duidelijk sprake is van een WP, ID of MR, bijvoorbeeld als het gaat over het handelen van de partij of 
het agenderen van issues in d vorm van een algemene vraag waar geen WP, ID of MR in voorkomt. 
 
v.b. “Wat zijn de taken die het CDA de komende jaren wil uitvoeren?”  

Of bij metatekst, zoals kopjes. 
 
Een voorbeeld van de samenhang tussen Ideaalbeeld, Wereldperspectief en Maatregelen: 

Issue: Kinderopvang 
WP: Kinderopvang is nu voor veel mensen veel te duur. 
ID: De PvdA wil kinderopvang als basisvoorziening voor alle kinderen van 0-12 jaar. 
MR: Daarom wordt aangehaakt bij inburgering en opvoedingsondersteuning, daar horen taallessen en 
alfabetiseringstrajecten bij. 
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A6.4 TSA Codebook (EN) 
 
 
Worldviews in Dutch Election manifestos: Space, Time and Attitude 
 
Research goal: To identify Time and Space frames of reference in which worldviews are 
contextualised to form the ground for political convictions, urgency of measures and ideals. 
Time and space function to frame an attention field in both concrete (physical) and abstract 
(ideational, social) spaces. Concrete and abstract spaces flow into one another as a continuum to 
form constructions with both epistemic and deontic qualities. Likewise, time frames are 
constructed in continua of causal patterns from the known and experienced past and present 
into unknown perspectives on future ideals and expectations.  
A comparison of such time and space positioning across parties can shed light on the premises of 
a party’s logic in terms their point of view and scope of attention. This schematic ‘worldview’ is 
generally sketched in the introductory paragraphs of Dutch party manifestos and functions as a 
presumed premise for party attitudes, policies, and ideals that justify the force and nature of 
policy proposals for a better world.   
 
Annotation 
You will annotate manifesto introductions for 10 parties in two election years (EM 2006 en 2010 
Intro) to be coded for 4 aspects: Time, Space, Attitude, and Worldview. Worldviews can be either 
concrete (real space and time references), or abstract (experiential, social). Time and Space 
coding therefore includes this concrete-abstract distinction: e.g., the fourth Balkenende 
government refers to a recent Dutch government period (A Past<10 years) in The Netherlands 
(A NL). Because both are socio-political units both are considered Abstract.  We also seek to find 
the force of Attitude on a 5-point scale. 
Finally we also want to know whether sentences express a Worldview (based on past-present 
knowledge), a Measure (policy), or an Ideal (Future perspective) 
 
Coding Instructions 
1. Read the coding instructions carefully before commencing. 
2. Make yourself familiar with the Kyoto Annotation Format instructions document. 
Open the KAF programme 
File: Open the kaf file in vk2010 and select the file [party].kaf 
Open Tagset: From KAF resources file: TSA Tagset(4)WPMRID_13-07-2013. 
Begin coding from the beginning of the Introduction, as indicated on the printed copy. 
3. Save tagging: Save the tag file on a regular basis as: [party]_2010_[your initials]_[yy-mm-
dd].tag (don’t forget to add the extension .tag) 
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Time, Space Attitude and Worldview coding procedure 
 
Code for Time and Space references and the degree of positive or negative Attitude. Then code 
the entire sentence for Worldview, Ideal, Measures (policies), or Other. In principle, you are 
coding text segments within sentences, but if relevant references are made outside the sentence, 
you should link them to the same id, using the Ctr button (e.g., ‘immigrants’ and ‘they’).  
Text segments can consist of single word, word combinations, clauses or the entire sentence. For 
Time and Space, please select only those words that express these categories. 
Time and Space are always accompanied by an Attitude code that can be allocated, mainly at 
sentence level, or at the clause level (e.g. in if-then constructions).  
Include modifying and enforcing expressions of attitude, e.g. very unlikely (-2) is stronger than 
unlikely (-1). Annotate positive and negative attitude, e.g. Time: not long ago (A Past<10y); Space 
very close (NL, or if it concerns time: F<10y); Attitude not impossible (+1). 
 

 
 
Figure 1. TSA dimensions. Time/Duration, Space/Distance and Attitude. Adaptation of Chilton (2004: xx) for time- space 
frames of reference (Levinson 2003) in Dutch  party manifestos. Origo = point of view: Here (S-Local); Now (T), and 
Certain, Absolute (A). 
 

 
Figure 2. Attitude: 5-point scale from certain to neutral, negation and negative attitude . (Coding force and direction of 
Attitude on a deontic (values) and epistemic (facts, knowledge), after Chilton (2005: 89 [Werth 1999]), and desirability 
scale. 
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TSA Tagsets for Time-Space-Attitude-Worldview analysis  
(File: TSAtagset(4)_ WPIDMR_13-07-22.txt) 
 
Time and Space  
A = Abstract; C = Concrete 
 
TAG 1: Time  
1;Very past#C Very past 
1;Very past#A very past 
1;Past#C Past >10y 
1;Past#A Past >10y 
1;Near Past <10y#C Near past <10y 
1;Near Past <10y#A Near past >10y 
1;Present#C Present 
1;Present#A Present 
1;Near future#C Near future <10y 
1;Near future#A Near future <10y 
1;Future > 10y#C Future >10y 
1;Future > 10y#A Future >10y 
1;For ever#C For ever 
1;For ever#A For ever 
 
 

TAG 2: Space 
2;Local#C Local 
2;Local#A Local 
2;NL#C NL 
2;NL#A NL 
2;NL border#C NL border 
2;NL border#A NL border 
2;EU#C EU 
2;EU#A EU 
2;WesternWorld#C WW 
2;WesternWorld#A WW 
2;Global#C Global 
2;Global#A Global 
2;Infinite#C Infinite 
2;Infinite#A Infinite 
2;Non-Western#C NWW 
2;Non-Western#A NWW 

 
TAG 3: Scale of Attitude 
3;+2 absolute certainty, necessity 
3;+1 likely, desirable 
3;0  acceptable, naturally possible, other (things that (can) happen beyond control) 
3;-1 unlikely, undesirable 
3;-2 absolutely not, impossible, unacceptable 
 
TAG 4: Worldperspective, Ideal, Measures and Other type of expression. 
4;WP 
4;ID 
4;MR 
4;Anders (Other) 
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Time, Space Attitude and Worldview coding procedure 
 
Code for Time and Space references and the degree of positive or negative Attitude. Then code 
the entire sentence for Worldview, Ideal, Measures (policies), or Other. In principle, you are 
coding text segments within sentences, but if relevant references are made outside the sentence, 
you should link them to the same id, using the Ctr button (e.g., ‘immigrants’ and ‘they’).  
Text segments can consist of single word, word combinations, clauses or the entire sentence. For 
Time and Space, please select only those words that express these categories. 
Time and Space are always accompanied by an Attitude code that can be allocated, mainly at 
sentence level, or at the clause level (e.g. in if-then constructions).  
Include modifying and enforcing expressions of attitude, e.g. very unlikely (-2) is stronger than 
unlikely (-1). Annotate positive and negative attitude, e.g. Time: not long ago (A Past<10y); Space 
very close (NL, or if it concerns time: F<10y); Attitude not impossible (+1). 
 

 
 
Figure 1. TSA dimensions. Time/Duration, Space/Distance and Attitude. Adaptation of Chilton (2004: xx) for time- space 
frames of reference (Levinson 2003) in Dutch  party manifestos. Origo = point of view: Here (S-Local); Now (T), and 
Certain, Absolute (A). 
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Attitude on a deontic (values) and epistemic (facts, knowledge), after Chilton (2005: 89 [Werth 1999]), and desirability 
scale. 
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TSA Tagsets for Time-Space-Attitude-Worldview analysis  
(File: TSAtagset(4)_ WPIDMR_13-07-22.txt) 
 
Time and Space  
A = Abstract; C = Concrete 
 
TAG 1: Time  
1;Very past#C Very past 
1;Very past#A very past 
1;Past#C Past >10y 
1;Past#A Past >10y 
1;Near Past <10y#C Near past <10y 
1;Near Past <10y#A Near past >10y 
1;Present#C Present 
1;Present#A Present 
1;Near future#C Near future <10y 
1;Near future#A Near future <10y 
1;Future > 10y#C Future >10y 
1;Future > 10y#A Future >10y 
1;For ever#C For ever 
1;For ever#A For ever 
 
 

TAG 2: Space 
2;Local#C Local 
2;Local#A Local 
2;NL#C NL 
2;NL#A NL 
2;NL border#C NL border 
2;NL border#A NL border 
2;EU#C EU 
2;EU#A EU 
2;WesternWorld#C WW 
2;WesternWorld#A WW 
2;Global#C Global 
2;Global#A Global 
2;Infinite#C Infinite 
2;Infinite#A Infinite 
2;Non-Western#C NWW 
2;Non-Western#A NWW 

 
TAG 3: Scale of Attitude 
3;+2 absolute certainty, necessity 
3;+1 likely, desirable 
3;0  acceptable, naturally possible, other (things that (can) happen beyond control) 
3;-1 unlikely, undesirable 
3;-2 absolutely not, impossible, unacceptable 
 
TAG 4: Worldperspective, Ideal, Measures and Other type of expression. 
4;WP 
4;ID 
4;MR 
4;Anders (Other) 
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TAG 1. T-Time and Duration 
 
Code for Concrete and Abstract references. 
Concrete: Expressions of real time (10 years ago) and duration (soon, in five years from now). 
Abstract: Historical events/moments, periods, government periods, future periods/moments, 
sustainability and verbs referring to long-term vision (to stimulate). 
Time references can be spatial at the same time, e.g. “The four Balkenende governments” (T=A 
Past <10, S=A NL). General salient topics referring to the national or international situation, like 
“the crisis”, refer to the Present and may also refer to a region (NL, EU, Global). 
Coding units: word, word combinations in the sentence, clauses, and referents in same or across 
sentences (e.g. “At that time”… refers to a period mentioned before). 
 
T-TIME and DURATION (7-point scale) 
Very Past = The far past, timeless/transcendental past  
P>10 = Past > 10 years 
Near past<10  = Past <10 jaar 
Present  = Now, at this time  
Near Future <10 = Near future<10 jaar. Abstract: de komende kabintsperiodes [the coming 

government term]; Concrete: de komende 10 jaar [the coming 10 years]. 
Future = Future>10 jaar. Concrete: de komende decennia [The coming decennia]; Abstract: in de 

toekomst [In the future] 
For ever = has always been and will always be and Transcendental future, Eternity.  
 
See Table 1 for an overview of grammatical units, types and examples, and what to avoid. 
 
 
TAG 2. S-Space and Place 
Concrete: reference to physical space (geographic/geo-political). Ex. in de provincies = C-Local.  
Abstract: References to social, institutional and cultural phenomena that are bound to 
geographic/geo-poltical space. Ex. Parliament - de Tweede Kamer = A NL; the EU = A EU, 
islamisation = A Non-Western World. 
Coding units: word, word combinations in the sentence, clauses, and referents in same or other 
sentences (e.g. there, that) 
 
S-SPACE and PLACE (8-point scale) 
L = Local. Concrete: de gemeente, de straat, de provincie; Abstract: het Gemeentebestuur, de 

Provinciale Staten, de EU, de VN) 
NL = The Netherlands. Concrete: In en om Nederland; Abstract: het Nederlandse politieke 

landschap, de Tweede Kamer, de overheid, we if referring to the Dutch people (not we when 
refering to the party). 

NL-Border = concerning the Dutch border, mostly Abstract, referring to migration, national 
security or trade agreements. 

EU = Abstract: De Europese Gemeenschap, Brussel, de EU. Concrete:  in de Europese landen 
WW = the Western World. Concrete: referring to the Western Worlder as geo-space; Abstract: Ref. 

To Western people, culture, religions, economy and institutions 
Non-WW = Regions and countries outside the Western cultural sphere (Concrete: developing 

countries; Abstract: the Islam)  
Global = Concrete: de aarde/de wereld; Abstract: internationale organisaties; Generiek: mensen 
Infinite = Concrete: Onbeperkte ruimte, het universum; Abstract: religieuze ruimte, generic we 

referring to all human beings. 
 
See Table 2 for an overview of grammatical units, types and examples, and what to avoid. 
 
 
 

Worldview and Social Practice 211 
 

 

TAG 3. ATTITUDE with respect to Time and Space references (5-point scale) 
 
Concerns the degree of force of positive or negative attitude to certainty/belief 
(knowledge/nature), sentiment (values) and desirability/necessity.  
Coding units: whole sentence or clause only in sentences with time and/or space references.  
 
+2 Certain/Absolute: is/necessary/immanent 
+ 1 Likely/desirable kunnen [is possible], willen [to want] 
   0 Neutral: zou mogelijk kunnen zijn (could be possible); is acceptabel [is acceptable] 
- 1 Unlikely/undesirable het kan niet zo zijn [cannot be true] 
- 2 Absolutely NOT: zeker niet, absoluut niet [certainly not]; onmogelijk, onacceptabel 
[impossible, unacceptable]; ongewenst [not desirable/unwanted] 
 
Tag 3 requires more interpretation than tags (1) and (2) because attitude is expressed at various 
text levels across sentences or even paragraphs and occurs in many different types of 
expression, including rhetorical devices such as juxtaposition, questions, metaphor, irony, 
adjacency, and connotations invoked by topic or the construction. Attitude may also occur 
outside the T and S coding range, in preceding or following sentences.  
All T and S coded references need an Attitude code on a scale of +2 (positively certain) to -2 
(certainly not). Beware of double negatives, which may result in a + Attitude.  
Coding instruction: Code at the clause or sentence level only when there are T and/or S 
expressions. 
 
Examples of Attitude constructions 
 Wel zal de samenstelling van de bevolking de komende jaren ingrijpend veranderen door de 
voortschrijdende vergrijzing. [CDA 2010, 154.2] 
[But the composition of the population will change fundamentally because of progressive aging 

in the coming years.] 
Time:   (1) Wel zal de samenstelling van de bevolking (A NL) de komende jaren (C F<10) ingrijpend 

veranderen Attitude: -2 
(2) de voortschrijdende vergrijzing F>10 A; Attitude: 0 

 
Expression of attitude is constructed through a network of negative connotations that result in a 
full negative atmosphere in the combination of  ‘wel zal’, ‘de komende jaren’, ‘ingrijpend 
veranderen’, and ‘voortschrijdend’. This negative prediction is presented propositionally as an 
objective reality.  
 
Space:  (3) de bevolking (the population) (A NL) Attitude: 0 
 (4) Nederlanders (A NL) hebben meer bescherming nodig [The Dutch need more 

protection] Attitude: -1  
 
In (4) the attitude is moderate because ‘protection’ is not posited as a condition (‘need’, not 
‘must have’). Thus the observation is that there is a need (or a shortcoming) but not that a 
problem that the party commits itself to solving.  
 
See Table 3 for further examples. 
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TAG 1. T-Time and Duration 
 
Code for Concrete and Abstract references. 
Concrete: Expressions of real time (10 years ago) and duration (soon, in five years from now). 
Abstract: Historical events/moments, periods, government periods, future periods/moments, 
sustainability and verbs referring to long-term vision (to stimulate). 
Time references can be spatial at the same time, e.g. “The four Balkenende governments” (T=A 
Past <10, S=A NL). General salient topics referring to the national or international situation, like 
“the crisis”, refer to the Present and may also refer to a region (NL, EU, Global). 
Coding units: word, word combinations in the sentence, clauses, and referents in same or across 
sentences (e.g. “At that time”… refers to a period mentioned before). 
 
T-TIME and DURATION (7-point scale) 
Very Past = The far past, timeless/transcendental past  
P>10 = Past > 10 years 
Near past<10  = Past <10 jaar 
Present  = Now, at this time  
Near Future <10 = Near future<10 jaar. Abstract: de komende kabintsperiodes [the coming 

government term]; Concrete: de komende 10 jaar [the coming 10 years]. 
Future = Future>10 jaar. Concrete: de komende decennia [The coming decennia]; Abstract: in de 

toekomst [In the future] 
For ever = has always been and will always be and Transcendental future, Eternity.  
 
See Table 1 for an overview of grammatical units, types and examples, and what to avoid. 
 
 
TAG 2. S-Space and Place 
Concrete: reference to physical space (geographic/geo-political). Ex. in de provincies = C-Local.  
Abstract: References to social, institutional and cultural phenomena that are bound to 
geographic/geo-poltical space. Ex. Parliament - de Tweede Kamer = A NL; the EU = A EU, 
islamisation = A Non-Western World. 
Coding units: word, word combinations in the sentence, clauses, and referents in same or other 
sentences (e.g. there, that) 
 
S-SPACE and PLACE (8-point scale) 
L = Local. Concrete: de gemeente, de straat, de provincie; Abstract: het Gemeentebestuur, de 

Provinciale Staten, de EU, de VN) 
NL = The Netherlands. Concrete: In en om Nederland; Abstract: het Nederlandse politieke 

landschap, de Tweede Kamer, de overheid, we if referring to the Dutch people (not we when 
refering to the party). 

NL-Border = concerning the Dutch border, mostly Abstract, referring to migration, national 
security or trade agreements. 

EU = Abstract: De Europese Gemeenschap, Brussel, de EU. Concrete:  in de Europese landen 
WW = the Western World. Concrete: referring to the Western Worlder as geo-space; Abstract: Ref. 

To Western people, culture, religions, economy and institutions 
Non-WW = Regions and countries outside the Western cultural sphere (Concrete: developing 

countries; Abstract: the Islam)  
Global = Concrete: de aarde/de wereld; Abstract: internationale organisaties; Generiek: mensen 
Infinite = Concrete: Onbeperkte ruimte, het universum; Abstract: religieuze ruimte, generic we 

referring to all human beings. 
 
See Table 2 for an overview of grammatical units, types and examples, and what to avoid. 
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TAG 3. ATTITUDE with respect to Time and Space references (5-point scale) 
 
Concerns the degree of force of positive or negative attitude to certainty/belief 
(knowledge/nature), sentiment (values) and desirability/necessity.  
Coding units: whole sentence or clause only in sentences with time and/or space references.  
 
+2 Certain/Absolute: is/necessary/immanent 
+ 1 Likely/desirable kunnen [is possible], willen [to want] 
   0 Neutral: zou mogelijk kunnen zijn (could be possible); is acceptabel [is acceptable] 
- 1 Unlikely/undesirable het kan niet zo zijn [cannot be true] 
- 2 Absolutely NOT: zeker niet, absoluut niet [certainly not]; onmogelijk, onacceptabel 
[impossible, unacceptable]; ongewenst [not desirable/unwanted] 
 
Tag 3 requires more interpretation than tags (1) and (2) because attitude is expressed at various 
text levels across sentences or even paragraphs and occurs in many different types of 
expression, including rhetorical devices such as juxtaposition, questions, metaphor, irony, 
adjacency, and connotations invoked by topic or the construction. Attitude may also occur 
outside the T and S coding range, in preceding or following sentences.  
All T and S coded references need an Attitude code on a scale of +2 (positively certain) to -2 
(certainly not). Beware of double negatives, which may result in a + Attitude.  
Coding instruction: Code at the clause or sentence level only when there are T and/or S 
expressions. 
 
Examples of Attitude constructions 
 Wel zal de samenstelling van de bevolking de komende jaren ingrijpend veranderen door de 
voortschrijdende vergrijzing. [CDA 2010, 154.2] 
[But the composition of the population will change fundamentally because of progressive aging 

in the coming years.] 
Time:   (1) Wel zal de samenstelling van de bevolking (A NL) de komende jaren (C F<10) ingrijpend 

veranderen Attitude: -2 
(2) de voortschrijdende vergrijzing F>10 A; Attitude: 0 

 
Expression of attitude is constructed through a network of negative connotations that result in a 
full negative atmosphere in the combination of  ‘wel zal’, ‘de komende jaren’, ‘ingrijpend 
veranderen’, and ‘voortschrijdend’. This negative prediction is presented propositionally as an 
objective reality.  
 
Space:  (3) de bevolking (the population) (A NL) Attitude: 0 
 (4) Nederlanders (A NL) hebben meer bescherming nodig [The Dutch need more 

protection] Attitude: -1  
 
In (4) the attitude is moderate because ‘protection’ is not posited as a condition (‘need’, not 
‘must have’). Thus the observation is that there is a need (or a shortcoming) but not that a 
problem that the party commits itself to solving.  
 
See Table 3 for further examples. 
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TAG 4. WORLDVIEW, IDEAL, POLICY, OTHER (WP, ID, MR) 
Tag 4 enables us to distinguish the causal relations between what is known about the world (WP 
past and present and always), what it could be like, or should be like (ID Future), and the 
urgency of taking measures (MR Present or at some stage in the Future).   
WP: World Perspective, or worldview, is a description/interpretation of the current situation 

from a Past-Present/Here perspective that presumes an implicit episteme of shared 
experience (Heywood’s [2007] narrative phase A). 

ID:  Ideal worldview reflects the party’s view of a better society, as well as the party’s view on 
how prior developments will almost certainly lead to (un)wanted situations in the unknown 
Future, unless political action is taken. ID concerns imaginary views on the Future, which 
may be positive (the desire for a better world) or negative (the undesirability of uncertainty 
and negative future projections. (Heywood’s [2007] phase C) 

MR: Measures or Policies are proposed as concrete actions to control or change the present 
situation. Heywood’s [2007] phase B: how to get from A to C via B (from WP to ID positive).  

OTHER: When subjects that are not part of the narrative chain from A to C via B. For example: 
meta-textual references, incomplete sentences (such as headings) or sentences about party-
internal interests (to keep the party healthy, rather than society). ‘Other’ can be allocated in 
case of (rhetorical) questions when it is not clear what the question aims to establish. 

Coding instruction: Code entire sentences or clauses in which Time and Space elements have 
been identified. You can use the Tag Sentence function to tag the whole sentence.  
Exceptions: In conditional sentences with an  “If…then…” construction the clauses may 
juxtapose WP and ID. In such cases the clauses are coded independently.  

 
Examples of WP, ID, MR, Other 
Worldperspective (Worldview) 

(1) Ons land (A NL) heeft al zestig jaar (C P>10) op eigen bodem geen oorlog meer gekend, we leven 
langer en gezonder dan onze overgrootouders, er is een behoorlijk systeem van vrij en toegankelijk 
onderwijs, als je ziek bent word je behandeld en er is een oudedagvoorziening. (PvdA2010) WP +2  
[Our country has not known war on its own soil for sixty years, we live longer and healthier than our 
ancestors, we have quite good and accessible education, when you are sick you get treatment, and 
there is a pension scheme.] 

Ideal perspective: 
(2) Wij (party) willen dat mensen (A NL) de kracht hebben om zelf verantwoordelijkheid te dragen voor 
hun leven en toekomst. (PvdA2010) ID +1  
[We want people to have the strength to take control over their own lives and future.] 

Measures: 
(3) Daarom wordt aangehaakt bij inburgering en opvoedingsondersteuning, daar horen taallessen en 
alfabetiseringstrajecten voor ouders bij. (PvdA2010) MR +1  
[Therefore we propose to follow up on integration and child-care support; that requires language-
learning and literacy trajectories. (Daarom refers to the preceding sentence on social disadvantage in 
NL-negative)  

Other: 
(4) Wat zijn de taken die het CDA de komende jaren (C F<10) wil uitvoeren? (CDA2010) Other 0 
[What tasks does the CDA want to perform in the next few years?] 
(5) Met uw stem versterkt u het staatkundig gereformeerde geluid in de Tweede Kamer (A NL).  
(SGP2010) Other +1  
[Your vote will strengthen the Dutch Reformed voice in Parliament.] 

 
Example of the causal relation between WP, ID and MR 

(6) Issue: Kinderopvang (day care) 
WP: Kinderopvang is nu voor veel mensen veel te duur. 
ID: De PvdA wil kinderopvang als basisvoorziening voor alle kinderen van 0-12 jaar. 
MR: Daarom wordt aangehaakt bij inburgering en opvoedingsondersteuning, daar horen taallessen en 
alfabetiseringstrajecten voor ouders bij. 

[WP: Day care is too expensive for many families.  
ID: The PvdA wants day care to be a basic facility for all children between 0-12 years.  
MR: Therefore we support integration and family support involving language and literacy programmes 
for parents.]
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Table 1. TIME and TEMPORALITY: Examples of keywords/wordcombinations in Time references. 
 

POS Type Examples TAG DO NOT CODE 
Nouns, noun phrases 
and clauses  

Concrete 
Abstract 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Measures that are 
temporal/processes 
 
 
 
Actors 

De jaren’ 80 
Generaties 
De crisis 
De Bijbel/het Woord 
 
De Slavernij 
Balkenende I-IV 
 
Investering, Stimu-
lans 
Behoud 
Verduurzaming 
 
Dit Kabinet, de crisis 
God 

C P>10y 
A F>10y 
A Present 
A Very past 
or forever 
A P>10y 
A P<10y 
 
AFuture<10y 
 
A Present 
A Future>10 
 
A Present 
A For ever 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Adjectives  Hedendaags 
Toekomstige 
Middeleeuws 
Duurzaam 
Eeuwig/Christelijk 

C Present 
C Future>10y 
A Very past 
A Future>10y 
C/A For ever 

Cyclic adjectives: jaarlijks, 
dagelijks. 
Sequential when no time 
specified: vorige 

Adverbials  
 
 
 
 
 
Temporal Adv. 

Gisteren, morgen, nu 
Immer, altijd 
Nooit meer 
Weer 
Vroeger,middeleeuws 
 
Groene, duurzame 
Eindig 

C Present 
C Forever 
A Very future 
A Past>  <10 
A Past>10 
 
A Future<10 
C Future>10 

Cyclic vaak, dagelijks 
Unspecified duration: 
lang, kort 
Sequential: daarna, 
uiteindelijk 
Qualifications that are not 
past-present-future 
related: langzaam, snel  

Prepositions 
 

Text segments and 
temporizing preps.  

Over een jaar 
Sinds de 30’er jaren 

C Future<10 
C Future>10 

Time internal to a given 
event: tijdens het debat 

Verbs  (Temporising 
and Process verbs) 

Direction and time 
perspective  

Behouden, 
Terugdraaien 
Beëindigen 
Duurt nog twee jaar 
snel uit de crisis 
komen 
Verduurzamen, sti-
muleren, bevorderen, 
hervormen,aanpassen 

A Present 
A Past> <10 
A F<10 
C Future<10 
A Future<10 
 
A Future>10 
 

Tense  

Historical 
events/periods 

Events 
 
Periods 
Ideoligical, political, 
cultural, religious 
anchors 

WWII, 9/11, jaren 30 
  
de VOC tijd, de 
middeleeuwen 
Het woord Gods 
De Gouden Eeuw 

C Past>10 
 
A Past>10 
 
A Very past 
C Past >10 
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TAG 4. WORLDVIEW, IDEAL, POLICY, OTHER (WP, ID, MR) 
Tag 4 enables us to distinguish the causal relations between what is known about the world (WP 
past and present and always), what it could be like, or should be like (ID Future), and the 
urgency of taking measures (MR Present or at some stage in the Future).   
WP: World Perspective, or worldview, is a description/interpretation of the current situation 

from a Past-Present/Here perspective that presumes an implicit episteme of shared 
experience (Heywood’s [2007] narrative phase A). 

ID:  Ideal worldview reflects the party’s view of a better society, as well as the party’s view on 
how prior developments will almost certainly lead to (un)wanted situations in the unknown 
Future, unless political action is taken. ID concerns imaginary views on the Future, which 
may be positive (the desire for a better world) or negative (the undesirability of uncertainty 
and negative future projections. (Heywood’s [2007] phase C) 

MR: Measures or Policies are proposed as concrete actions to control or change the present 
situation. Heywood’s [2007] phase B: how to get from A to C via B (from WP to ID positive).  

OTHER: When subjects that are not part of the narrative chain from A to C via B. For example: 
meta-textual references, incomplete sentences (such as headings) or sentences about party-
internal interests (to keep the party healthy, rather than society). ‘Other’ can be allocated in 
case of (rhetorical) questions when it is not clear what the question aims to establish. 

Coding instruction: Code entire sentences or clauses in which Time and Space elements have 
been identified. You can use the Tag Sentence function to tag the whole sentence.  
Exceptions: In conditional sentences with an  “If…then…” construction the clauses may 
juxtapose WP and ID. In such cases the clauses are coded independently.  

 
Examples of WP, ID, MR, Other 
Worldperspective (Worldview) 

(1) Ons land (A NL) heeft al zestig jaar (C P>10) op eigen bodem geen oorlog meer gekend, we leven 
langer en gezonder dan onze overgrootouders, er is een behoorlijk systeem van vrij en toegankelijk 
onderwijs, als je ziek bent word je behandeld en er is een oudedagvoorziening. (PvdA2010) WP +2  
[Our country has not known war on its own soil for sixty years, we live longer and healthier than our 
ancestors, we have quite good and accessible education, when you are sick you get treatment, and 
there is a pension scheme.] 

Ideal perspective: 
(2) Wij (party) willen dat mensen (A NL) de kracht hebben om zelf verantwoordelijkheid te dragen voor 
hun leven en toekomst. (PvdA2010) ID +1  
[We want people to have the strength to take control over their own lives and future.] 

Measures: 
(3) Daarom wordt aangehaakt bij inburgering en opvoedingsondersteuning, daar horen taallessen en 
alfabetiseringstrajecten voor ouders bij. (PvdA2010) MR +1  
[Therefore we propose to follow up on integration and child-care support; that requires language-
learning and literacy trajectories. (Daarom refers to the preceding sentence on social disadvantage in 
NL-negative)  

Other: 
(4) Wat zijn de taken die het CDA de komende jaren (C F<10) wil uitvoeren? (CDA2010) Other 0 
[What tasks does the CDA want to perform in the next few years?] 
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Example of the causal relation between WP, ID and MR 

(6) Issue: Kinderopvang (day care) 
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ID: De PvdA wil kinderopvang als basisvoorziening voor alle kinderen van 0-12 jaar. 
MR: Daarom wordt aangehaakt bij inburgering en opvoedingsondersteuning, daar horen taallessen en 
alfabetiseringstrajecten voor ouders bij. 

[WP: Day care is too expensive for many families.  
ID: The PvdA wants day care to be a basic facility for all children between 0-12 years.  
MR: Therefore we support integration and family support involving language and literacy programmes 
for parents.]
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Table 1. TIME and TEMPORALITY: Examples of keywords/wordcombinations in Time references. 
 

POS Type Examples TAG DO NOT CODE 
Nouns, noun phrases 
and clauses  

Concrete 
Abstract 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Measures that are 
temporal/processes 
 
 
 
Actors 

De jaren’ 80 
Generaties 
De crisis 
De Bijbel/het Woord 
 
De Slavernij 
Balkenende I-IV 
 
Investering, Stimu-
lans 
Behoud 
Verduurzaming 
 
Dit Kabinet, de crisis 
God 

C P>10y 
A F>10y 
A Present 
A Very past 
or forever 
A P>10y 
A P<10y 
 
AFuture<10y 
 
A Present 
A Future>10 
 
A Present 
A For ever 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Adjectives  Hedendaags 
Toekomstige 
Middeleeuws 
Duurzaam 
Eeuwig/Christelijk 

C Present 
C Future>10y 
A Very past 
A Future>10y 
C/A For ever 

Cyclic adjectives: jaarlijks, 
dagelijks. 
Sequential when no time 
specified: vorige 

Adverbials  
 
 
 
 
 
Temporal Adv. 

Gisteren, morgen, nu 
Immer, altijd 
Nooit meer 
Weer 
Vroeger,middeleeuws 
 
Groene, duurzame 
Eindig 

C Present 
C Forever 
A Very future 
A Past>  <10 
A Past>10 
 
A Future<10 
C Future>10 

Cyclic vaak, dagelijks 
Unspecified duration: 
lang, kort 
Sequential: daarna, 
uiteindelijk 
Qualifications that are not 
past-present-future 
related: langzaam, snel  

Prepositions 
 

Text segments and 
temporizing preps.  

Over een jaar 
Sinds de 30’er jaren 

C Future<10 
C Future>10 

Time internal to a given 
event: tijdens het debat 

Verbs  (Temporising 
and Process verbs) 

Direction and time 
perspective  

Behouden, 
Terugdraaien 
Beëindigen 
Duurt nog twee jaar 
snel uit de crisis 
komen 
Verduurzamen, sti-
muleren, bevorderen, 
hervormen,aanpassen 

A Present 
A Past> <10 
A F<10 
C Future<10 
A Future<10 
 
A Future>10 
 

Tense  

Historical 
events/periods 

Events 
 
Periods 
Ideoligical, political, 
cultural, religious 
anchors 

WWII, 9/11, jaren 30 
  
de VOC tijd, de 
middeleeuwen 
Het woord Gods 
De Gouden Eeuw 

C Past>10 
 
A Past>10 
 
A Very past 
C Past >10 
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Table 2. SPACE and PLACE: Examples of keywords and word combinations of Space and Place.  
 

POS Type Examples TAG DO NOT CODE 
Nouns and noun 
phrases  

Geo-space, regions, 
countries 
 
 
Political space 
 
 
Religious space  
 
 
 
Group with a spatial-
cultural identity 
 
 
 
Generic group 
 
 
Institutions with a 
spatial mandate  
 
 
 
Issues with a political-
spatial dimension 
 
 
 
Generic spatial issues 
 
 
 
 
Process nouns 

Ons land 
Turkije 
Amerika 
 
De EU 
De NAVO landen 
 
De Islam 
Het Christendom 
Gods Woord 
 
Vreemdelingen, het 
vreemdelingenbeleid, 
asielzoekers, 
kennismigranten 
 
Wereldburgers, 
mensen, vrouwen 
 
De gemeentes 
De 2e Kamer 
De overheid 
De VN 
 
Migratie 
Internationale handel 
Het milieu, De crisis 
 
 
Mensenrechten, 
mensen, dieren, alle 
levende wezens, de 
natuur, het klimaat 
 
islamisering 

C NL 
C NWW 
C WW 
 
A Europa 
A Global 
 
A NWW 
A WW 
A Infinite 
 
A NLborder 
 
 
 
 
A Global 
 
 
A Local 
A NL 
A NL 
A Global 
 
A NLborder 
A Global 
A NL, WW, 
or Global 
 
A Global 
 
 
 
 
A NWW 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Non-spatial internal 
political issues: ‘de zorg’, 
‘onderwijs’, etc. 

Spatial  adjectives  Buitenlandse handel 
 
Brusselse bemoeienis 
Christelijke waarden 
Islamitische 
organisaties 

A EU, WW, 
or Global 
A EU 
A WW 
A NWW 

Non-spatial qualitative 
attributions: Lange man 

Spatial adverbs Direction, relative 
position 

Hier 
Daar 
Weg 

C NL 
C NWW 
C NL-border 

Non-specific spatial 
attribution: overal 

Prepositional 
phrases  

Container and 
directional 
prepositions 

In de samenleving 
Over de hele wereld 
In de stad 
uit andere landen 

A NL 
C Global 
C Local 
C WW of 
NWW 

Abstract expressions: op de 
schop, door slechte 
omstandigheden 

Spatial verbs Direction Komen uit/in 
uitzetten  
vluchten 

C NL-border 
C NL-border 
A NWW 

Verbs referring to abstract 
space: groeien, 
wegparkeren, reduceren 

Referents 
(Anaphora) 

Referents to spatial 
words and text 
segments  

Wij, zij, men, u (alle 
Nederlanders), 
iedereen, allemaal 

A NL, EU, 
WW, or 
Global 

Wij when referring to the 
Party itself. 
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Table 3. ATTITUDE: Key words and word combinations expressing Attitude to Time and Space.  
 

POS Type Voorbeelden TAG DO NOT CODE 
 Verbs Absolute 

certainty/positively 
true 
 
 
 
Moderate certainty  
 
 
 
 
 
Neutral 
 
 
Uncertainty  
(often by negation of 
moderate certainty) 
 
 
Absolutely 
negative/negation 

Zijn (as in X=Y), weten,  
moeten, dienen, willen, 
zullen, vaststellen, eisen, 
aannemen, verplichten 
 
Is mogelijk, zou moeten 
willen/kunnen, denken, 
vinden, begrijpen, 
verlangen, hopen, 
stimuleren, geloven, 
wensen, missen, verkiezen 
 
zou kunnen/mogen, 
genoeg hebben aan 
 
Twijfelen, zou niet zijn, 
kan niet zo zijn dat, niet 
hopen, bezinnen op 
 
 
de plank misslaan, 
zijn ...niet, geen...is, mag 
niet, kan niet, verbieden 

+2 
 
 
 
 
+1 
 
 
 
 
 
0 
 
 
-1 
 
 
 
-2 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Nouns and noun 
phrases 

 De noodzaak, verplichting 
De wens 
De vergrijzing 

+2 
+1 
0 

 

Adjectives See also Adverbials Zekere, noodzakelijke, 
verplichte 
wenselijke, acceptabele 
mogelijke 
Onzekere, onnodige, 
onwaarschijnlijke 
Onmogelijke 

+2 
 
+1 
0 
-1 
 
-2 

 

Adverbs  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Absolute negation 
(niet or on-)  

Nodig, Noodzakelijk, 
Onontkoombaar, Zeker 
 
Waarschijnlijk, wenselijk, 
wel, graag 
 
mogelijk, aanvaardbaar, 
acceptabel,vermoedelijk, 
open staan voor, 
misschien, houdbaar 
 
onzeker, onbepaald, 
veranderlijk, onbestendig, 
onwaarschijnlijk, 
onaannemelijk 
onwenselijk 
 
onmogelijk, ongewenst, 
onaanvaardbaar, 
ondenkbaar, 
onacceptabel, 
onhoudbaar, 
uitgesloten, 
niet nodig, beslist niet 

+2 
 
 
+1 
 
 
0 
 
 
 
 
-1 
 
 
 
 
 
-2 
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A6.5. STA and Worldview Agreement: Final Test 3 
 
Two annotators (a and b) 70 
 
Space 
Table 1. Space 

 Number of 
annotations 

 a vs b b vs a average71 

a+b 232 225 0.71656051 0.824175824 0.770368167 

a#b 89     

b+a 218     

b#a 48     

 
Time 
Time 2a: Time Clustered: Past, Present, Future, Forever. 

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 78 77 0.636363636 0.7 0.668181818 

a#b 44     

b+a 76     

b#a 33     

 
Table 2b. Time: Very past, Past >10, Present; Future >10y, For ever.  

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 68 67 0.475177305 0.609090909 0.542134107 

a#b 74     

b+a 66     

b#a 43     

 
Table 2c1. Time. if (hulpLine[5].contains("very past")); {hulpLine[5]="for ever";} 

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 65 64 0.533333333 0.576576577 0.554954955 

a#b 56     

b+a 63     

b#a 47     

 
Table 2c2. Time Clustered 

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 74 73 0.603305785 0.663636364 0.633471074 

a#b 48     

b+a 72     

b#a 37     

if (hulpLine[5].contains("past >10y")) {hulpLine[5]="verypast";} 
if (hulpLine[5].contains("very past")) {hulpLine[5]="verypast";} 
if (hulpLine[5].contains("for ever")) {hulpLine[5]="veryfuture";} 
if (hulpLine[5].contains("future >10y")) {hulpLine[5]="veryfuture";} 
 

                                                        
70 Annotations by Bertie Kaal and Annemarie van Elfrinkhof.  With thanks to Isa Maks for the calculations. 
71 Annotator measure agr  (Wiebe et al. 2015). 
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Table 2d. Time: Very Past; Past>10; Past<10; Present; Future <10; Future>10; For ever. 

Vvd/sgp2010      

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 65 64 0.52892562 0.581818182 0.555371901 

a#b 57     

b+a 63     

b#a 46     

vvd2010      

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 21 21 0.636363636 0.552631579 0.594497608 

a#b 12     

b+a 21     

b#a 17     

vvd2010      

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 44 43.5 0.491525424 0.6 0.545762712 

a#b 45     

b+a 43     

b#a 29     

 
 
Attitude 
Table 3. Attitude (Sentences/Clauses). 

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 193 187 0.727626459 0.861751152 0.794688806 

a#b 70     

b+a 181     

b#a 30     

   a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 125 122 0.469230769 0.570093458 0.519662114 

a#b 138     

b+a 119     

b#a 92     

 
 
Worldview 
Table 4. Worldview: WP/ID/MR/Other (Sentences/Clauses). 

  a vs b b vs a avg 

a+b 117* 0.693989071 0.610576923 0.65 

a#b 56    

b+a 137*    

b#a 81    

* Inconsistency 117 vs 137 because b split sentences into clauses. 
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A7.1 
Statistics: Space, Time and Attitude Annotation Results 
 
 
Table A7.1. Raw STA and WP-ID-MR annotations units (N) and EM-Intro 2006 and 2010 words (N). 

 Ann. (N) EM-Intro (N) 

Space   

2006 616 15136 

2010 1005 20527 

   

Time   

2006 284 15136 

2010 528 20527 

   

Attitude   

2006 504 15136 

2010 870 20527 

   

WP-ID-MR   

2006 495 15136 

2010 787 20527 

Total 6710 35663 

 
 
Weighting factor f 
0 neutral; 1/-1 moderately pos/neg; 2/-2 strongly pos/neg 
 
Strongly positive 2 = x 2 
Moderately positive 1 = x 1.5 
Neutral 0 = x 1 
Moderately negative -1 = x 1.5 
Strongly negative -2 = x 2 
 
Formula:  
 
N = Space and Time units (N); f = force of attitude; m = word count of party EM-Intro. 
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SPACE 
 
Table A7.1.1 Space EM 2006-Intro normalised and weighted x 1000. 
S-2006  cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

local 5.4 3.2 2.0 3.3 0.6 0.9 2.5 4.0 0.0 6.9 

NL 30.8 21.2 11.4 9.5 12.4 13.0 51.9 5.3 22.4 34.1 

NLborder 4.6 0.6 2.0 11.8 1.6 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.6 

EU 3.1 0.0 2.2 10.5 2.5 2.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.2 

WW 0.0 1.9 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 

NWW 0.0 1.0 0.0 5.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 

global 13.1 8.0 8.5 12.3 1.3 7.7 0.0 2.6 5.7 13.0 

infinite 0.0 8.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.5 0.0 0.0 

n-local -2.3 -2.9 -0.5 -0.7 -1.9 0.0 -11.1 0.0 0.0 -2.0 

n-NL -16.9 -12.5 -6.5 -2.3 -7.0 -2.3 -24.7 -11.9 -33.3 -4.3 

n-NLborder 0.0 0.0 -1.5 -0.7 -3.8 -0.5 0.0 0.0 -2.3 -0.9 

n-EU 0.0 -1.0 -1.2 0.0 -4.8 0.0 -3.7 0.0 -4.0 0.0 

n-WW -2.3 0.0 -2.5 -3.7 0.0 -0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

n-NWW -2.3 -2.2 -2.2 -6.0 -3.2 -0.5 -12.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 

n-global -20.8 -3.2 -2.2 -10.5 -4.1 -9.3 0.0 -7.9 -1.7 0.0 

n-infinite 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

 
 

 
Figure 7.5a. Space EM2006-Intro Space x Attitude Full range. 
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WW 0.0 1.9 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.9 

NWW 0.0 1.0 0.0 5.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 

global 13.1 8.0 8.5 12.3 1.3 7.7 0.0 2.6 5.7 13.0 

infinite 0.0 8.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.5 0.0 0.0 

n-local -2.3 -2.9 -0.5 -0.7 -1.9 0.0 -11.1 0.0 0.0 -2.0 

n-NL -16.9 -12.5 -6.5 -2.3 -7.0 -2.3 -24.7 -11.9 -33.3 -4.3 

n-NLborder 0.0 0.0 -1.5 -0.7 -3.8 -0.5 0.0 0.0 -2.3 -0.9 

n-EU 0.0 -1.0 -1.2 0.0 -4.8 0.0 -3.7 0.0 -4.0 0.0 

n-WW -2.3 0.0 -2.5 -3.7 0.0 -0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

n-NWW -2.3 -2.2 -2.2 -6.0 -3.2 -0.5 -12.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 

n-global -20.8 -3.2 -2.2 -10.5 -4.1 -9.3 0.0 -7.9 -1.7 0.0 

n-infinite 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

 
 

 
Figure 7.5a. Space EM2006-Intro Space x Attitude Full range. 
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Table A7.1.2 Space EM 2010-Intro normalised and weighted x 1000. 
S-2010  cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 
Local 4.5 8.3 2.8 6.1 1.7 0.0 3.8 1.5 0.0 3.6 
NL 43.0 38.1 21.4 26.8 27.4 8.0 45.6 17.6 29.2 41.1 
NLborder 1.6 2.2 5.2 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.3 
EU 0.0 0.0 0.7 3.6 2.6 0.0 1.5 1.3 0.0 3.6 
WW 0.4 0.0 0.5 0.0 1.6 0.0 0.0 3.9 0.0 0.0 
NWW 0.0 0.6 1.6 0.0 0.2 0.0 1.5 1.1 0.0 2.0 
global 5.1 6.4 7.5 4.5 9.0 47.7 1.5 7.0 6.6 1.0 
infinite 0.0 8.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 10.9 0.0 0.0
n-local -0.6 0.0 -0.5 0.0 -0.3 0.0 -10.9 -0.8 0.0 -4.9 
n-NL -7.3 -9.2 -8.9 -20.3 -8.5 -9.3 -26.8 -4.7 -21.1 -16.8 
n-NLborder 0.0 0.0 -1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 -8.7 0.0 0.0 -7.6 
n-EU 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -10.9 -1.2 0.0 0.0 
n-WW 0.0 -1.3 -1.8 0.0 -0.6 0.0 -6.4 -0.9 0.0 0.0 
n-NWW 0.0 0.0 -1.8 0.0 -0.3 0.0 -24.5 -9.8 0.0 0.0 
n-global -1.8 -1.9 -5.3 -11.4 -3.7 -9.3 -3.4 -5.2 -5.1 -1.3 
n-infinite 0.0 -1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.9 0.0 0.0 

 

 Figure 7.6a. Space EM2010-Intro Space x Attitude full range. 
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Space NL 2006 and 2010 
 
Table A7.1.3 Space EM2006-Intro. Spatial attention to The Netherlands. (NL = Local + NL + NLborder) 

0.0  cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

NL pos 40.8 25.1 15.4 24.6 14.6 15.0 54.3 9.3 22.4 47.7 

NL-neg -19.2 -15.4 -8.5 -3.7 -12.7 -2.9 -35.8 -11.9 -35.6 -7.2 

Total 60.0 40.5 23.9 28.3 27.3 17.9 90.1 21.2 58.0 54.9 

 

 
Figure 7.7. EM2006 EM-Intro Space x Attitude (pos-neg) to The Netherlands (NL = Local + NL + NLborder). 
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NL-neg -8.0 -9.2 -11.2 -20.3 -8.8 -9.3 -46.4 -5.5 -21.1 -29.3 

Total ± 57.1 57.8 40.6 53.1 38.8 17.3 95.8 24.6 50.3 80.3 

 

 
Figure 7.8.. EM2010 EM-Intro Space x Attitude(pos-neg) to The Netherlands (NL = Local + NL + NLborder).
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 Figure 7.6a. Space EM2010-Intro Space x Attitude full range. 
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Space NL 2006 and 2010 
 
Table A7.1.3 Space EM2006-Intro. Spatial attention to The Netherlands. (NL = Local + NL + NLborder) 
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Figure 7.7. EM2006 EM-Intro Space x Attitude (pos-neg) to The Netherlands (NL = Local + NL + NLborder). 
 
 
Table A7.1.4. Space EM2010-Intro Space. Spatial attenion to The Netherlands. (NL = Local + NL + NLborder) 

0.0  cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

NL-pos 49.1 48.6 29.4 32.8 30.0 8.0 49.4 19.1 29.2 51.0 

NL-neg -8.0 -9.2 -11.2 -20.3 -8.8 -9.3 -46.4 -5.5 -21.1 -29.3 

Total ± 57.1 57.8 40.6 53.1 38.8 17.3 95.8 24.6 50.3 80.3 

 

 
Figure 7.8.. EM2010 EM-Intro Space x Attitude(pos-neg) to The Netherlands (NL = Local + NL + NLborder).
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TIME 
 
 
Table A7.1.5. Time EM 2006-Intro normalised and weighted x 1000. 
T-2006 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

Past Eternal 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Far Past 3.1 0.0 0.8 0.7 3.8 1.4 13.6 0.0 2.3 0.9 

Near Past 0.0 1.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.7 3.7 2.6 0.0 0.0 

Present 17.7 5.1 1.3 1.4 1.0 2.5 0.0 2.6 2.3 1.2 

Near Future 22.3 3.9 5.0 1.4 6.3 7.0 17.3 2.6 6.9 2.6 

Far Future 14.6 8.4 4.6 3.3 1.3 10.2 0.0 0.0 6.3 9.0 

Ft Eternal 0.0 9.0 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 18.5 0.0 0.0 

n-Far Past 0.0 -2.9 -1.0 -0.9 -7.9 -0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

n-Near Past -2.3 -1.0 0.0 -0.7 -1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -9.7 0.0 

n-Present -13.1 -5.5 -1.5 -0.7 -1.9 -2.0 -8.6 0.0 -4.0 0.0 

n-Near Future -16.9 -2.9 -1.0 -0.9 -1.9 0.0 -3.7 0.0 -8.0 0.0 

n-Far Future 0.0 -1.9 -2.0 -1.4 -1.0 -6.8 0.0 0.0 -6.9 0.0 

n-Ft Eternal 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

 
 

 
Figure 7.11 Time EM2006-Intro Time x Attitude. 
Present = NearPast + Present + NearFuture; Past = Past > 10 years; Future = Future > 10 years. 
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Table A7.1.6. Time EM 2010-Intro normalised and weighted x 1000. 
T-2010 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

Pst Eternal 0.8 5.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 4.6 0.0 0.0 

Far Past 1.2 2.2 2.0 0.0 2.0 4.0 15.5 4.6 0.0 1.3 

Near Past 0.8 1.9 0.0 0.8 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.3 5.8 0.7 

Present 4.3 4.8 1.4 11.8 3.9 0.0 3.4 3.0 11.7 8.6 

Near Future 10.8 4.1 2.8 9.3 7.1 0.0 3.8 0.9 2.9 6.6 

Far Future 17.9 23.2 6.6 25.1 8.3 8.0 1.5 2.7 10.9 14.1 

Ft Eternal 1.2 10.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.3 0.0 9.3 0.0 0.0

n-Pst Eternal 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -1.6 0.0 0.0 

n-Far Past -1.6 0.0 -1.1 0.0 -1.1 0.0 -8.3 -1.5 -5.1 -1.0 

n-Near Past -1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.4 0.0 -1.5 -0.4 -2.2 -2.6 

n-Present -2.0 -3.8 -3.0 -12.2 -2.8 -5.3 -5.3 -3.1 -13.8 -7.9 

n-Near Future -2.7 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 -2.2 -4.0 -4.1 -0.4 0.0 -2.0 

n-Far Future -1.2 -1.0 -0.7 -5.3 -1.4 -14.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 -1.3 

n-Ft Eternal 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 -0.5 -5.8 0.0 

 
 

Figure 7.12. Time EM2010-Intro Time x Attitude.  
Present = NearPast + Present + NearFuture; Past = Past > 10 years; Future = Future > 10 years. 

-40

-20

0

20

40

60

cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd

n-EternityFt

n-Future

n-Present

n-Past

n-EternityPst

EternityFt

Future

Present

Past

EternityPst

A discourse-space approach to political text analysis224



224 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 

 

 
TIME 
 
 
Table A7.1.5. Time EM 2006-Intro normalised and weighted x 1000. 
T-2006 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 
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Near Past 0.0 1.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.7 3.7 2.6 0.0 0.0 

Present 17.7 5.1 1.3 1.4 1.0 2.5 0.0 2.6 2.3 1.2 
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Figure 7.11 Time EM2006-Intro Time x Attitude. 
Present = NearPast + Present + NearFuture; Past = Past > 10 years; Future = Future > 10 years. 
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Table A7.1.6. Time EM 2010-Intro normalised and weighted x 1000. 
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Figure 7.12. Time EM2010-Intro Time x Attitude.  
Present = NearPast + Present + NearFuture; Past = Past > 10 years; Future = Future > 10 years. 
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226 A discourse-space approach to political text analysis 
 

 

 
Attitude 
EM 2006 Intro N = 15,136 words; annotated text segments Attitude N = 504 
 
Table A7.1.7a.  Attitude EM 2006 Pos-Neg Raw (N). 
A 2006 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

+2 9 10 10 10 1 6 1 3 2 14 

+1 9 16 24 26 11 20 12 1 8 30 

0 4 14 10 22 10 21 2 5 5 20 

-1 11 17 19 19 25 13 7 4 12 7 

-2 3 5 3 5 2 7 2 0 6 1 

total 36 62 66 82 49 67 24 13 33 72 

 
 
Table A7.1.7b. Attitude EM 2006-Intro Normalised. 

A 2006 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

-2 -9.2 -6.4 -2.0 -4.6 -2.5 -5.0 -9.9 0.0 -13.8 -1.2 

-1 -25.4 -16.4 -9.5 -13.2 -23.8 -7.0 -25.9 -15.9 -20.6 -6.1 

0 6.2 9.0 3.3 10.2 6.3 7.5 4.9 13.2 5.7 11.6 

+1 20.8 15.4 11.9 18.1 10.5 10.7 44.4 4.0 13.8 26.0 

+2 27.7 12.9 6.6 9.3 1.3 4.3 4.9 15.9 4.6 16.2 

 

 
Figure 7.3. Attitude EM 2006-Intro normalised. 
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Table A7.1.8a. Attitude EM 2010-Intro raw. 

A 2010 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

+2 23 5 12 6 29 3 10 25 3 14 

+1 32 40 29 23 55 7 14 45 9 25 

0 34 24 37 8 43 4 16 31 9 13 

-1 13 9 21 12 29 3 29 18 5 13 

-2 3 4 9 9 13 3 11 22 7 9 

total 105 82 108 58 169 20 80 141 33 74 

 
Table A7.1.8b. Attitude EM 2010-Intro Normalised. 

A2010 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

-2 -2.4 -5.1 -6.4 -14.6 -5.4 -15.9 -16.6 -11.8 -20.4 -11.8 

-1 -8.0 -8.6 -11.2 -14.6 -9.0 -11.9 -32.8 -7.3 -10.9 -12.8 

0 13.9 15.2 13.2 6.5 8.9 10.6 12.1 8.3 13.1 8.6 

1 19.6 38.1 15.5 28.0 17.1 27.9 15.8 18.2 19.7 24.7 

2 18.8 6.4 8.5 9.7 12.0 15.9 15.1 13.4 8.7 18.4

 
 

 
Figure 7.4.. EM2010-Intro Attitude Normalised. 
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Attitude 
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Figure 7.3. Attitude EM 2006-Intro normalised. 
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Table A7.1.8a. Attitude EM 2010-Intro raw. 
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Figure 7.4.. EM2010-Intro Attitude Normalised. 
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Worldview x Attitude EM-Intro 2006 and 2010 
 
WP = World perspective: past-present grounding of party’s view on the state of affairs, and 

currently held ‘truths’;  
ID = Ideal: future oriented - how things should, or will be in the future;  
‘Other’ = Possible causalities.  
MR = Measures: intended policy measures. 
 
 
Table A7.1.9. EM 2006-Intro Worldview normalised and weighted. 
W-2006 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 
wp 26.2 11.9 7.1 10.7 7.0 5.9 7.4 7.9 4.0 18.5 
id 52.3 21.2 15.3 24.8 8.2 17.3 42.0 0.0 17.8 34.4
mr 3.8 1.3 0.0 2.1 1.0 2.0 4.9 4.0 2.3 0.9 
other 1.5 11.9 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 21.2 0.0 0.6 
n-wp -22.3 -18.6 -10.9 -17.0 -26.3 -11.2 -24.7 -15.9 -34.4 -7.2 
n-id -12.3 -2.2 -0.5 0.0 0.0 -1.8 -7.4 0.0 -1.7 0.0 
n-mr 0.0 0.0 0.0 -1.6 0.0 -0.7 -3.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 
n-other 0.0 -1.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

 

 
Figure 7.17. Worldview. EM2006-Intro: world perspective (now), ideal (future), measures and other. 
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Table A7.1.10. Worldview EM 2010-Intro. Worldview normalised and weighted. 
W-2010 cda cu d66 gl pvda pvdd pvv sgp sp vvd 

wp 19.8 22.6 13.5 19.5 21.7 41.1 32.1 27.2 5.8 26.0 

id 23.9 28.6 16.7 19.9 14.3 19.9 15.8 16.0 19.0 23.7 

mr 4.5 5.7 3.7 5.7 2.3 8.0 0.8 3.4 5.8 5.9 

other 3.1 4.4 5.5 3.2 2.8 0.0 8.7 1.7 9.5 1.3 

n-wp -8.0 -11.4 -13.4 -21.9 -13.5 -22.5 -40.0 -16.1 -31.3 -23.7 

n-id -1.2 -1.3 -2.3 -7.3 -0.9 -5.3 -1.5 -1.9 0.0 0.0 

n-mr 0.0 -1.0 -0.7 -1.2 0.0 0.0 -2.3 -0.4 0.0 -1.0 

n-other 0.0 0.0 -1.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 -6.0 -0.5 0.0 0.0 
 

 
Figure 7.18. Worldview EM2010-Intro: world perspective (now), ideal (future), measures and other. 
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Figure 7.17. Worldview. EM2006-Intro: world perspective (now), ideal (future), measures and other. 
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Figure 7.18. Worldview EM2010-Intro: world perspective (now), ideal (future), measures and other. 
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Summary 
 
  
“Worldview and Social Practice: A discourse-space approach to political text analysis” 
explores variation in worldviews of Dutch political parties. In Western democracies, 
such as The Netherlands, political discourse has been, and still is, going through 
fundamental changes that are parallel to the experience of ‘our’ society, the economy 
and the way we communicate. That also applies to politics that should strive towards 
reasonable stability. Analysis for party positioning requires new approaches to account 
for the change from ideological politics to pragmatic politics so as to inform the public 
better. Therefore this thesis is about the development of a fundamental approach to 
elucidate the structure of parties’ worldviews on which future projections are made and 
attitudes and intentions are built. The focus is on the spatial analogy between thought, 
language and intentions for action. Space and time are the basic coordinating elements 
of cognition that function to give a sense of reality that warrants attitudes and actions. 
For example, the declaration “Holland is full” triggers a deontic evaluation as to whether 
that is good or bad and for whom? From an egocentric point of view, a negative 
evaluation makes it possible to warrant spatial anti-immigration measures by 
implicature. Moreover, if migration is pictured as a ‘tsunami’ this gives a time dimension 
of urgency. For these reasons, the research focuses on variables in the core of political 
argumentation, namely, space, time and attitude (STA). 

The thesis is about political intentionality and how intentions unfold from 
worldviews. Research questions include: what constitutes political worldviews and how 
do they vary structurally? What can variations in the STA structure of worldviews tell us 
about political positions? I argue that social practice – as we find in politics – is directed 
by worldview constructions and that coordinate systems are a distinguishing feature of 
political motivation. The spatial approach intends to complement linguistic and content-
based political text analyses. 

Presentations of worldviews are considered rhetorical by nature because they 
are shaped on cultural patterns of thought. The building blocks are space and time, 
which have no intrinsic meaning but that function as a directive in their social context. 
STA analysis relies on “the primacy of spatial cognition” and cultural variation in 
coordinate systems: intrinsic, relative and/or absolute (Levinson 2003). The three types 
characterise narrative, worldview and text- and discourse-world cohesion. They also 
affect the way people view and experience their environment and give meaning to it 
prior to setting goals and taking action (Searle 2010). In that sense, a discourse has an 
inherent intentionality in that it gives direction to intentions and the possibility and 
desirability of actions (Duranti 2015). 

With this approach, discourse-space analysis has made a contribution to the 
transdisciplinary research project “From Text to Political Positions: From sentiments 
and opinions to party positions” (henceforth T2PP).72 It provided a third dimension to 

                                                        
72 The research project “From Text to Political Positions: From sentiments and opinions to party 
positioning” was funded by the VU Centre for Advanced Media Research Amsterdam (CAMeRA), that later 
became part of The Network Institute. The project involved collaboration with the voting advice 
application Kieskompas to find ways to better position parties. 
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content and linguistic analysis (Van Elfrinkhof and Maks) that connected them. We 
analysed Dutch election manifestos on the relationship between words and content in 
order to include the dynamics of fundamental changes in public communication and 
ideological shifts in the Netherlands (Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014). 73 Voters might benefit 
from a meta-approach because it can enhance public information platforms, as 
developed by Kieskompas and Stemwijzer, by tailoring them to changes in context and 
needs. While parties and the media compete fiercely to reach the electorate and viewers, 
there is an increase in the percentage of floating voters. They can no longer rely on 
familiar ideological differences. This epistemic vacuum that makes it hard to reason 
about what is wanted or needed or why parties should be trusted. Attention to variation 
in the coordinates of words, content and intentions fosters a dynamic, evaluative 
heuristic prior to the pragmatics of setting goals and actions.  

The STA method was inspired by text- and discourse-world theory (Chilton 2014; 
Werth 1999) to account for the affordances of a discourse-space approach to worldview 
analysis. Apart from the types of human cognition mentioned above (Levinson 2003), 
socio-pragmatic theory of “directions-of-fit” was explored to distinguish types of 
egocentric, allocentric and neutral perspectivisation that characterise the dynamics of 
building up to intentionality (Searle 2010). Moreover, the evolutionary analogy between 
spatial cognition in thought and language warrants the communicative function of 
language use to evaluate and establish common sense for cooperation, because 
cooperation is a survival strategy (Tomasello 2009). Applying these diverse, but 
analogy-based, theories makes a contribution to developments in Critical Discourse 
Studies and its cognitive turn towards discourse-space analysis.  

The STA method is very suitable for political-narrative analysis for sequentiality 
and location that are inherently spatial and temporal. A good story gains effect from its 
familiar causal direction in time and space.  The persuasive nature of political discourse 
lies in its sequentiality from worldview of the known here and now to an imaginary 
better world in the unknown future. According to Heywood (2007), the narrative 
determines the legitimacy of political intentions and actions, towards a more ideal 
future. The narrative direction also contributes predictive aspect to verbal, linguistic 
and content analysis, as we saw in the “Holland is full” example.  

Dutch election manifestos formed a reliable corpus for this project. This provides 
in a reasonably stable genre for comparative and longitudinal studies. Fundamental 
shifts in the epistemic and deontic grounding of political rationales can be exposed and 
reveal how the battle over voters has changed. Moreover, it can reveal how parties try to 
adapt to internal, national, or external change. STA analysis was applied to ten parties in 
two election years, around the financial crisis of 2008 (2006, 2010) to show how the 
epistemic premise of political worldviews varies and shifts and to provide evidence of 
variation in worldview constructions.  It is primarily a qualitative study complemented 
by a corpus-assisted quantitative method to support party positioning on political 
dimensions. STA analysis can contribute to recalibrating political dimensions. Examples 
are discussed of variation in secular and religious worldviews and their effects on 
policies on immigration and security. Suggestions are made as to how to interpret STA 
results in their context and how findings can inform party positioning. 

Chapter 2 motivates the Critical Discourse approach taken. It also discusses 
academic integrity of the exploratory nature of the thesis and my motivation, with a 
critical view on affordances and restrictions of taking an eclectic approach. It also 
provides a philosophical and pragmatic argument for focussing on the relationship 
                                                        
73 Annotation of manifesto texts for sentiment, content and discourse-space analysis was facilitated by 
sponsorship from The Network Institute and Kieskompas’ coding experts (Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014).  
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between language use and making the social world. A Glossary was added because the 
eclectic approach unleashes ambiguity in some core concepts. Chapter 3 explains the 
concept of Worldview and the coordinating and communicative affordances of the 
generic principle of spatial cognition. It makes it possible to identify diversity in 
reasoning strategies. A literature review puts the project in a political context and 
accounts for the selection of methods for STA text analysis. 
 Chapter 4 discusses the spatial characteristics of discourse and the causal relation 
between worldviews as deictic social realities and political intentions. Chapter 5 
positions Dutch politics in a historical context, starting from the Second World War to 
account for the relevance of the data selection. Social change prior to the Second World 
War are discussed, particularly the Industrial Revolution and the impact of technological 
innovation on society, that mark the onset of a fundamental epistemic shift from the 
natural episteme of external space and time to a social episteme of context-dependent 
space and time. This fundamental shift has affected the normalisation of the human 
sense of agency and the malleability of society that appears normal and echoes in the 
discourses of contemporary politics, the economy and our general experience of life.  
  Chapters 6-8 describe the development, testing and implementation of the STA 
model. In Chapter 6, pilot studies exemplify how the model and the codebook were 
tailored to the data so as to make the procedure transparent and reproducible in other 
domains. Chapter 7 specifies the terms of identifying Dutch space, time and timespace 
referents as annotation units. Final results visualise the differences and shifts in layers 
and scope of attention fields (Appendix 7.2, folding sheet). Chapter 8 discusses and 
exemplifies the results of the analysis and their possible contribution to comparative 
politics. Suggestions are made as to how results might complement the hybrid methods 
developed for voting advice application, such as Kieskompas. Finally, Chapter 9 gives a 
critical reflection on STA analysis and suggestions for further developments. Awareness 
of the premise of spatial cognition in social interaction offers a novel perspective on 
space and time indicators of unity and diversity in worldview perception and 
adaptability that could contribute to other domains of social practice.  
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Samenvatting 
 
 
“Worldview and Social Practice: A discourse-space approach to political text analysis” 
(Wereldbeeld en sociaal handelen: Een ruimtelijke discours benadering voor politieke 
tekstanalyse) doet verslag van onderzoek naar verschillen in wereldbeelden van 
Nederlandse politieke partijen. In hedendaagse Westerse democratieën, zoals de 
Nederlandse, ondergaat het politieke discours fundamentele veranderingen die gelijk 
lopen met veranderingen in de beleving van ’onze’ samenleving, de economie en de 
manier waarop wij communiceren. Dat geldt ook voor de politiek die daar juist enige 
stabiliteit aan zou moeten geven. Onderzoek naar partij positionering vergt nieuwe 
methodes om de verandering van ideologie-gestuurde politiek naar pragmatisch 
gestuurde politiek  een plaats te geven om zo de kiezer beter te kunnen informeren. Er is 
daarom gekozen voor een fundamentele benadering om de kern van de wereldbeelden 
boven tafel te krijgen waarop toekomstvisies, standpunten en intenties van partijen zijn 
geënt. Het uitgangspunt is de cognitieve analogie tussen taal, denken en doen. Daarin 
zijn tijd en ruimte de coördinerende factoren om wereldbeelden realiteitszin te geven 
waarop standpunten (attitudes) kunnen worden verantwoord. Bijvoorbeeld, de PVV 
verklaart in een pamflet: “Nederland is vol”. Zo’n uitspraak nodigt uit tot een 
gevoelsmatige, subjectieve evaluatie: of dat goed of slecht is en voor wie? Wanneer de 
attitude “slecht” is komen ruimtelijke anti-immigratie maatregelen binnen het bereik 
van wenselijkheid, terwijl dat niet gezegd wordt. Wanneer migratie metaforisch een 
“tsunami” is dan worden die maatregelen ook in tijd uitgedrukt urgent. Daarom richt dit 
onderzoek zich op variabelen in de kern van politieke argumentatie: namelijk ruimte, 
tijd en attitude (STA).  
 Onderzoeksvragen zijn: wat zijn de bouwstenen van politieke wereldbeelden en 
hoe verschillen zij in opbouw? En hoe verhouden verschillen in de architectuur van 
wereldbeelden zich tot de bekende politieke dimensies? Dit proefschrift handelt over 
politieke intenties en hoe die gerechtvaardigd worden door wereldbeelden. De 
ruimtelijke benadering tot partijpositionering is bedoeld om een dynamische, 
discursieve verbinding te maken tussen taalkundige en inhouds-analytische 
onderzoeksmethodes.  
 Er wordt van uitgegaan dat wereldbeelden in principe retorisch zijn omdat ze 
gevormd zijn op culturele denkpatronen. Ruimte en tijd zijn de bouwstenen die zelf geen 
betekenis hebben maar betekenis geven in hun sociale context. De STA analyse 
vertrouwt op het “primaat van ruimtelijke cognitie” en daaruit voorvloeiende culturele 
diversiteit in intrinsieke, relativerende en/of absolute coördinatiesystemen (Levinson 
2003) die kenmerkend zijn voor de cohesie van verhalen, tekst en discours. De 
coördinatietypes zijn bepalend voor hoe men zijn leefomgeving waarneemt, ervaart en 
er zin aan geeft alvorens gezamenlijke doelen te stellen en tot actie over te gaan (Searle 
2010). In die zin heeft een discours een inherente intentionaliteit omdat het richting 
geeft aan de intentie om actie te ondernemen (Duranti 2015). 
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 Met deze opzet heeft het onderzoek een bijdrage geleverd aan het project “From 
Text to Political Positions: From sentiments and opinions to party positions” (T2PP).74 
Het gaf een derde dimensie aan politieke inhoudsanalytische (Van Elfinkhof), en 
computertaalkundige analyse (Maks) door ze dichter bij elkaar te brengen. We hebben 
Nederlandse verkiezingsprogramma’s geanalyseerd op de relatie tussen inhoud en 
sentiment om zo rekening te houden met de dynamiek van publieke communicatie en 
ideologische verschuivingen (Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014).75  De kiezer heeft baat bij zulke 
meta-inzichten in dat publieksinformatie, zoals ontwikkeld door Kieskompas of de 
Stemwijzer, beter afgestemd kan worden op de veranderende context en behoefte. 
Terwijl partijen en media een harde strijd voeren om de gunst van de kiezer en de 
kijker, groeit het percentage zwevende kiezers. Zij hebben geen houvast meer aan 
vertrouwde ideologieën waardoor een kennisvacuüm is ontstaan en ze niet meer weten 
waarom ze iets zouden moeten willen. Het duiden van variatie in de samenhang van 
woorden, inhoud en intenties zou moeten leiden tot een dynamische heuristiek.  
 De STA methode is onderbouwd door taalkundige tekstwereld en discourswereld 
theorie (Chilton 2014; Werth 1999). Naast de genoemde ruimtelijke denkrichtingen van 
Levinson wordt in het kader van het politieke domein de pragmatiek aangehaald en 
onderscheid in perspectivering in egocentrisch, allocentrisch en neutrale 
uitgangspunten die de dynamiek van wereldbeeldvorming naar standpunten en 
intenties typeren (Searle 2010). Werk van Tomasello (2009) over de evolutionaire 
analogie tussen ruimtelijke perceptie, denken en taalgebruik verklaart dat mensen 
bestemd zijn om via communicatie tot coöperatie te komen, omdat coöperatie betere 
overlevingskansen geeft. Door deze theorieen samen te brengen wordt ook een bijdrage 
geleverd aan ontwikkelingen in de cognitieve, kritische discoursanalyse met een model 
om onderliggende ruimtelijke structuren en hun functies bloot te leggen. 
 De STA methode blijkt vooral geschikt voor het analyseren van tijd en ruimte in 
de narratieve opbouw van politieke teksten. Een goed verhaal geeft overtuigingskracht 
door de vanzelfsprekendheid van de causale richting, door tijd en ruimte. Politiek begint 
met een beeld van het bekende hier en nu dat leidt tot een voorstelling van de toekomst 
en mogelijkheden voor een betere toekomst. Volgens Heywood (2007) bepaalt het 
narratief de legitimiteit van politieke intenties en maatregelen in de richting van een 
idealer wereldbeeld. De narratieve richting draagt ook bij aan het voorspellen van 
mogelijke effecten van standpunten, zoals in het voorbeeld “Nederland is vol”. 
 Nederlandse verkiezingsprogramma’s leverden een degelijk corpus voor dit 
project. Zij vormen een redelijk stabiel genre dat zeer geschikt is voor vergelijkend en 
diachronisch onderzoek. Fundamentele verschuivingen in de epistemische en 
deontische onderbouwing van ideologieën kunnen er mee worden blootgelegd en 
verklaren hoe de strijd om de kiezer nieuwe vormen heeft aangenomen. Tevens kan 
aangetoond worden hoe partijen zich proberen aan te passen aan veranderingen van 
binnen en buiten hun politieke mandaat. Om te onderzoeken hoe de epistemische kern 
van politieke wereldbeelden verschillen werd het STA model (Ruimte, Tijd en Attitude) 
ontwikkeld om programma’s van tien partijen te annoteren. Het STA model is 
ontwikkeld voor verkiezingsprogramma’s rond de financiële crisis van 2008 (2006 en 
2010). Het is voornamelijk een kwalitatief onderzoek aangevuld met kwantitatieve 

                                                        
74 Het project “From Text to Political Positions: From sentiments and opinions to party positioning” werd 
gefinancierd door het VU instituut voor Advanced Media Research Amsterdam (CAMeRA), later onderdeel 
van het Netwerk Instituut. Hierbij werd ook samengewerkt met het Kieskompas om partijpositionering te 
verfijnen met een transdisciplinaire benadering. 
75 Onderzoek naar annotatie voor sentiment, inhoud en discursieve constructies werd gefinancierd door 
Het Netwerk Instituut en uitgevoerd door ervaren Kieskompas codeurs (Van Elfrinkhof et al. 2014).  
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Samenvatting 
 
 
“Worldview and Social Practice: A discourse-space approach to political text analysis” 
(Wereldbeeld en sociaal handelen: Een ruimtelijke discours benadering voor politieke 
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stabiliteit aan zou moeten geven. Onderzoek naar partij positionering vergt nieuwe 
methodes om de verandering van ideologie-gestuurde politiek naar pragmatisch 
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daarom gekozen voor een fundamentele benadering om de kern van de wereldbeelden 
boven tafel te krijgen waarop toekomstvisies, standpunten en intenties van partijen zijn 
geënt. Het uitgangspunt is de cognitieve analogie tussen taal, denken en doen. Daarin 
zijn tijd en ruimte de coördinerende factoren om wereldbeelden realiteitszin te geven 
waarop standpunten (attitudes) kunnen worden verantwoord. Bijvoorbeeld, de PVV 
verklaart in een pamflet: “Nederland is vol”. Zo’n uitspraak nodigt uit tot een 
gevoelsmatige, subjectieve evaluatie: of dat goed of slecht is en voor wie? Wanneer de 
attitude “slecht” is komen ruimtelijke anti-immigratie maatregelen binnen het bereik 
van wenselijkheid, terwijl dat niet gezegd wordt. Wanneer migratie metaforisch een 
“tsunami” is dan worden die maatregelen ook in tijd uitgedrukt urgent. Daarom richt dit 
onderzoek zich op variabelen in de kern van politieke argumentatie: namelijk ruimte, 
tijd en attitude (STA).  
 Onderzoeksvragen zijn: wat zijn de bouwstenen van politieke wereldbeelden en 
hoe verschillen zij in opbouw? En hoe verhouden verschillen in de architectuur van 
wereldbeelden zich tot de bekende politieke dimensies? Dit proefschrift handelt over 
politieke intenties en hoe die gerechtvaardigd worden door wereldbeelden. De 
ruimtelijke benadering tot partijpositionering is bedoeld om een dynamische, 
discursieve verbinding te maken tussen taalkundige en inhouds-analytische 
onderzoeksmethodes.  
 Er wordt van uitgegaan dat wereldbeelden in principe retorisch zijn omdat ze 
gevormd zijn op culturele denkpatronen. Ruimte en tijd zijn de bouwstenen die zelf geen 
betekenis hebben maar betekenis geven in hun sociale context. De STA analyse 
vertrouwt op het “primaat van ruimtelijke cognitie” en daaruit voorvloeiende culturele 
diversiteit in intrinsieke, relativerende en/of absolute coördinatiesystemen (Levinson 
2003) die kenmerkend zijn voor de cohesie van verhalen, tekst en discours. De 
coördinatietypes zijn bepalend voor hoe men zijn leefomgeving waarneemt, ervaart en 
er zin aan geeft alvorens gezamenlijke doelen te stellen en tot actie over te gaan (Searle 
2010). In die zin heeft een discours een inherente intentionaliteit omdat het richting 
geeft aan de intentie om actie te ondernemen (Duranti 2015). 
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resultaten die geprojecteerd kunnen worden op bestaande politieke dimensies. De 
resultaten kunnen bijdragen aan een herijking van politieke dimensies. Voorbeelden 
worden gegeven die verschillen tussen seculiere en religieuze partijen duiden en het 
effect hiervan op  attitudes over immigratie en veiligheid. Suggesties worden gegeven 
om wereldbeelden te interpreteren in hun politieke context en hoe dat inhoudsanalyse 
zou kunnen informeren bij het positioneren van partijen.  
 Hoofstuk 2 geeft een motivatie voor de Critical Discourse Analysis benadering. 
Hier wordt ook de wetenschappelijke integriteit van het onderzoekende karakter van 
het proefschrift besproken inclusief een kritische blik op de voordelen en beperkingen 
van een eclectisch paradigma. Het geeft ook een filosofische basis voor de relatie tussen 
taalgebruik en samenleving. De eclectische benadering brengt de ambiguïteit van 
discipline gebonden termen aan het licht en daarom is er een Glossary toegevoegd 
waarin begrippen in het kader van het onderzoek worden geplaatst. Hoofdstuk 3 geeft 
uitleg aan het concept Wereldbeeld en de coördinerende en communicatieve functie van 
ruimtelijk cognitie. Een literatuuroverzicht geeft een politieke context aan het 
onderzoek en onderbouwt het doel om het STA model te ontwikkelen. 
 Hoofdstuk 4 onderbouwt de ruimtelijke eigenschappen van discoursen en de 
causale relatie tussen wereldbeelden als deiktische, sociale werkelijkheden en politieke 
intenties. Hoofdstuk 5 plaatst de analyse in een historische context vanaf de Tweede 
Wereldoorlog om de dataselectie in zijn tijd te plaatsen. Ingrijpende sociale 
veranderingen als gevolg van bijvoorbeeld de Industriële Revolutie en technologische 
ontwikkelingen worden besproken die invloed hebben gehad op de epistemische basis 
van wereldbeelden. Deze verschoof van natuurlijke ruimtelijk naar interne sociaal-
culturele ruimtes. Dit heeft invloed gehad op het idee van de naar binnen gekeerde 
maakbaarheid van de samenleving dat normaal lijkt in het discours van de politiek, de 
economie en in ons dagelijks leven. 
 Hoofdstukken 6-8 beschrijven het ontwikkelen, testen en implementeren van het 
STA model. Aan de hand van pilots (Hoofdstuk 6) wordt besproken hoe het model en het 
codeboek zijn afgestemd op de teksten, opdat de procedure reproduceerbaar is in 
andere discours domainen en voor andere doeleinden. In Hoofdstuk 7 wordt 
uiteengezet hoe voor dit corpus ruimte, tijd en attitude werden geïdentificeerd. De 
uiteindelijke resultaten worden geïllustreerd in het uitklapvel (Appendix 7.2). Zij tonen 
duidelijke verschillen in de gelaagdheid van aandachtsgebieden, tussen partijen en hoe 
ze verschuiven van het ene op het andere verkiezingsjaar.  In Hoofdstuk 8 worden de 
resultaten verder besproken aan de hand van een aantal voorbeelden om een idee te 
geven van het soort politieke interpretaties dat eraan verbonden kunnen worden. 
Suggesties worden gegeven over hoe STA analyse een bijdrage zou kunnen leveren aan 
hybride methodes voor partijpositionering, zoals bij het Kieskompas, en wat het zou 
kunnen toevoegen. Tenslotte wordt in het laatste hoofdstuk een kritische reflectie 
gegeven op STA analyse en worden ideeën gegeven voor verdere ontwikkeling. Duidelijk 
wordt dat bewustzijn van de rol van ruimtelijke cognitie in sociale interactie tot nieuwe 
inzichten kan leiden. Ruimte en tijd als indicatoren van eenheid en diversiteit tussen 
groepen mensen en hun wereldbeelden benadrukt de mogelijkheden en beperkingen 
van ons aanpassingsvermogen en de natuurlijke wil tot samenwerking. 
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Worldview and Social Practice takes a cognitive-discourse approach to 
semantic analysis of worldview constructions along Space, Time and 
Attitude (STA) coordinates. It demonstrates how variations in STA schemas 
shape Dutch political parties’ worldviews and the rationale behind their 
election manifestos (2006, 2010). Results reveal a general trend towards 
a more conservative worldview system in The Netherlands that warrants 
more restrictive policies to ostensibly tighten security and increase stability. 
Variations in spatial schemas transcend the left-right divide in party 
competition and call attention to party positioning on the progressive-
conservative dimension from a cultural-cognitive perspective. 
STA analysis makes a contribution to the transdisciplinary ambitions of 
Critical Discourse Studies to build bridges between linguistics, political 
science and sociology for a deeper understanding of diversity in social 
practices.
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