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Lectal variation in party positions:
Ideological affordances of time and space frames in political discourse
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This cognitive-discourse approach concerns text analysis for time and space frames. Theory on the
primacy of spatial cognition as an organising principle in thought and language (Levinson 2003) forms
the basis for a constructionist approach to worldview analysis. The aim is to find epistemic and deontic
evidence of attitude in worldviews (Aerts et al. 2007). In human perception, static space gives a sense
of certainty about where we are, whereas time provides a relative sense of motion and duration in that
space (Evans, Forthcoming). Together they form an abstract coordinate system for subjective sense
making, and for communicating such thoughts in language. The goal is to identify these basic
cognitive frames of reference and their coordinates to account for variation in ideologically motivated
rationales, such as in political texts. The notion of lectal variation (Geeraerts 2006) contributes a basic
paradigm to differentiate the construction of political rationales. Politics is about the space and the
time in which a government has a mandate to exert its power. It extends this social reality to a cultural
space: an epistemic and deontic community

At the linguistic level, the texts do not appear to be about ideological principles and content
centres around the prevalent issues of the election year (Topoi) with very similar sets of labels.
Consequently, ideological differences are wrapped up in the discursive architecture of the documents.
Text worlds (Werth 1999) afford a cohesive basis for meaning making that cognitively guides the
inference of linguistic and content phenomena in that text. Such basic frames outline a space that is
observed from a relatum in that space and ‘sets the scene’ from which policies and goals unfold
(Heywood 2007) in logical “directions of fit” (Searle 2010). In effect, the frames form a discourse world
that warrants political action by positing scenarios that are likely in that subjective frame (Hermann
2003).

A Discourse Space Model was developed (after Chilton 2004, 2007) to extract time-space
frames from Dutch election manifestos (2006, 2010). The corpus of very ‘like’ texts was analysed for
differentiating party positions and for tracking party shifts over time. Results show variation in the
scope, direction-of-fit, and position of the relatum of worldviews that relate to the political progressive-
conservative dimension. The model addresses a primary principle of thought and language use that
gives social meaning to variation by way of discursive variation in the ground on which meaning is
generated.
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