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Although there have been numerous attempts across a wide range of fields to explore the
nature of social conflicts, it is only relatively recent that cognitive linguistics models have been
adopted to make further contributions in this area (David &Daniel 2016). This paper attempts to
advance this line of study by introducing a possible cognitive linguistics framework for analyzing
multimodal discourse in the whaling conflict. It analyzes pro-whaling and anti-whaling discourse found
in online source after 2015 and official statements published in English, Japanese, and Faroese.

The present research draws upon Fillmore’s (1982) notions of frame semantics, Lakoff and
Johnson’s (1980) theory of conceptual metaphors, Lakoff's (2002) theory on conceptual models of
morality and Forceville’s (2006,2008) view of visual and multimodal metaphor.

The authors argue that the pro-whaling party primarily sees whaling through the frames of
Hunting and Gathering. Aspects of this view are manifested through conceptual metaphor use, such
as OCEAN IS FIELD, WHALERS ARE FARMERS, and WHALES ARE CROPS. The underpinning
morality in this view is based on notions of food provision, family support, and intimate contact with
nature. Under this view, any attacks on whalers by anti-whaling activists are considered unreasonable
and unfair. Images that accompany the texts in this light correspond to the conceptual metaphors
GOOD IS BRIGHT, MORALITY IS PURITY.

In contrast, the anti-whaling party primarily views whaling through the frame of Killing or
Murdering. Aspects of this view are revealed in terms of such conceptual metaphors as WHALERS
ARE MURDERERS, WHALES ARE HUMANS, and WHALING IS CRIME. Under this view, whaling is
unjustified and thus, immoral. Here pro-whaling actions are viewed as evil that has to be confronted.
Therefore, this side of the conflict calls for actions against the evil and sometimes performs hostile
acts against the fishermen. Images that appear in the discourse correspond to the following
conceptual metaphors: EVIL IS DARK, IMPORTANT IS BIG, IMMORALITY IS IMPURITY.

Despite profound differences in the conceptualizations of whaling, both parties act based on a
certain mental framework and perceive their behaviors as morally justified. This paper demonstrates
that a cognitive linguistics approach to analyzing a social conflict can be useful in providing a clear
picture of how a particular party views their reality, their position within it, and their morality.
Furthermore, the paper attempts to view a complex social issue from a holistic perspective through
the analysis of four interrelated and interdependent domains, frames, conceptual metaphors, visual
and multimodal metaphors, and morality, that manifested in the discourses of each party.
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