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Abstract. The article deals with scientific research of metaphor as a means of verbal suggestion which attorneys widely use in their 
speeches in order to influence the jury’s feelings, emotions, thoughts and outlook. The research proves that metaphor in attorneys’ 
speeches is characterized by an incredible power of suggestion and therefore is one of the most effective figures of speech that influence 
the jury’s conscious and subconscious mind. On the basis of American legal thrillers the author offers her own classification of sugges-
tive metaphors that are widely used by attorneys in their speeches to exert due influence on the jury.  
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Introduction. American legal system has long been consid-
ered to be a role model for many other legal systems all over 
the world. However, until recently there have appeared a 
great many articles, publications, movies where we can wit-
ness considerable flaws in American legal system that in-
volves trial by jury: “numerous attacks have been made upon 
the jury — so many in fact that it would be impossible for us 
to even list them” [15]. There arises a question: “Why is it 
happening to the most powerful state in the world?” There 
are several reasons for it. The first one is the fact that attor-
neys are the most powerful players on this battlefield. They 
are the only people who are empowered with the right to 
deliver speeches (especially opening and closing arguments) 
before the jurors. The aim of courtroom speech is to have 
psychological and emotional influence on the jury as well as 
implement certain changes into their outlook so that in the 
future they could give back a desirable verdict. The second 
reason is the fact that American trial by jury is considered to 
be the subjective one [24], where juries are called ‘bleeding 
hearts’ [13, p. ix,] or ‘sentimentalists with bleeding hearts’ 
[13, p. 4] where decisions concerning verdicts are made “ac-
cording to emotion and sympathy more than according to 
law and evidence” [1, p. 4]. The third reason is the fact that 
attorneys abuse their rights and play vastly on jury’s emo-
tions, feelings and compassions concerning their defendants. 
Saul Kassin states that in order to win the case, attorneys 
have to enslave the jury’s hearts but not their minds: ‘the 
idea is that jurors are sentimentalists; they are gullible, easi-
ly aroused by feelings of sympathy, and handily manipulated 
by the skillful orator’ [13, p. ix]. In order to have a desirable 
influence on jury’s mind, attorneys have to be aware of par-
ticular psychological phenomena. 

Literature review. There are various ways to influence 
and subject jury’s mind, but the most effective are psycho-
logical ones. Among the most effective psychological phe-
nomena that help attorneys influence the jury’s thoughts, 
opinions, outlook is suggestion. There are two approaches 
towards the definition of this phenomenon: psychological 
and linguistic one. From psychological point of view, by 
suggestion it is meant “the intrusion into the mind of an idea; 
met with more or less opposition by the person; accepted 
uncritically at last; and realized unreflectively, almost auto-
matically” [14, p. 15]. From linguistic point of view verbal 
suggestion is defined as “a means of verbal influence on the 
person’s mind, which is accepted by them almost uncritical-
ly” [20, p. 14]; “hidden verbal influence with the help of 
which a skillful orator can evoke strong feelings, emotions, 
memories by means of such facts and arguments which are 
charged with suggestion and whose aim is to expose a per-
son to a particular psychological state and induce them to 

certain actions” [19, p. 90; 73]. Verbal suggestion always 
exists in language. Consequently, if professional attorneys 
are willing to have due influence on jury’s mind, they must 
be ‘armed’ with emotionally-charged figures of speech that 
will have powerful and long-lasting effect on the jury. 
Among such emotionally-charged figures of speech is meta-
phor which is claimed to have significant power of sugges-
tion [17; 18; 19; 21].  

Over its eternal existence metaphor has considerably 
evolveed. This evolution has to do with the fact that a great 
myriad of scientists has started to view this linguistic phe-
nomenon as the one endowed with the power of suggestion. 
Some scholars have even put forward such notion as sug-
gestive metaphor [18], which we will frequently use in the 
paper. Suggestive metaphor is viewed as a means of lan-
guage with the help of which it is easy to reach the effect of 
emotional excitement or persuasion [18]. Its main charac-
teristic features are: its ability to implicitly influence the 
addressee’s subconscious mind with the help of certain 
verbal means; its ability to activate the addressee’s creative 
resources of imagination; its ability to foreground arche-
types by activation of deep mechanisms of subconscious 
mind etc. Furthermore, suggestive metaphor is viewed as a 
method of ‘psychological programming of people’s con-
scious mind and behaviour’ [22, p. 34].  

Objective. The overall objective of the paper is to inves-
tigate the suggestive power of metaphor in attorney’s open-
ing and closing arguments; define what types of metaphors 
are frequently used by attorneys to influence jury’s emo-
tions, thoughts, feelings, outlook and finally their change of 
heart. 

Materials and Methods. Analysis of metaphors as 
means of verbal suggestion is carried out in the scope of 
American legal thrillers [2; 3; 4; 5; 7; 12]. American legal 
thriller a relatively new genre of literature whose founder is 
considered to be former attorney John Grisham. It is de-
fined as a genre of literature which describes legal proceed-
ings by two main protagonists (prosecutor and defense at-
torney), whose main characteristic feature is thrilling and 
dynamic narration [23, p. 224; 6, p. 58]. 

Results and Discussion. Findings suggest that the sug-
gestive power of metaphor gives attorneys an opportunity 
to influence the jury’s subconscious mind by arousing cer-
tain feelings and emotions with the help of various associa-
tions, symbols and images. The function of suggestive met-
aphor in attorneys’ speeches is to make changes in the ju-
ry’s cognitive structures so that they could influence their 
thoughts, opinions, decisions in defense attorney’s/prosecu-
tor’s favour. Having heard the prepared metaphor by attor-
neys, jurors have a feeling that they themselves have come 
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to the conclusion suggested by attorneys. This effect is 
reached by emotional means of suggestive metaphor in 
attorneys’ speeches which evoke particular feelings and 
sympathies in the panel concerning the attorneys and their 
defendants, which in its turn leads to the jury’s change of 
heart and even change of verdict. 

From the point of view of cognitive metaphor theory any 
metaphor exists in the form of metaphorical concept in peo-
ple’s mind, which is one of basic means of the world cogni-
tion that some scholars view as individual’s subjective atti-
tude to the reality [16, p.17]. In course of the paper we pro-
vide classification of the most popular conceptual metaphors 
in attorneys’ speeches which are endowed with the power of 
suggestion. The classification is built on the basis of seman-
tic types of conceptual metaphors: 

1) journey metaphor. Court trial in attorneys’ speeches is 
identified with the following metaphorical model: ‘COURT 
TRIAL IS A JOURNEY THROUGH THE TUNNEL’.  

– “Ladies and gentlemen, this case is about tunnel vision. 
The focus on one suspect and the complete lack of focus on 
anything else. And I will promise you that when you come 
out of the prosecution’s tunnel, you’re going to be looking at 
one another and squinting your eyes against the bright light. 
And you’re going to be wondering where the hell their case 
is. Thank you very much.” [3, p. 153] – in this defense attor-
ney’s opening statement court trial is identified with the tun-
nel, where jury members, being led by the prosecutor 
through this tunnel, are blinded and unable to see and under-
stand the case clearly. The defense attorney suggests the jury 
the thought that when they come out of the prosecutor’s tun-
nel, only he will be able to help them understand what the 
case is all about; only he will be able to prove that his de-
fendant should not be sitting in the courtroom with the intro-
duced charges against her because she is innocent. This sug-
gestive metaphor helps the defense attorney create in jury’s 
mind an opinion that the prosecutor’s evidence is poor and 
inaccurate and that he deliberately wants to muddy waters 
against defense attorney’s defendant. 

2) transport metaphor. Journey defines a track, so 
there appears another metaphorical model: ‘COURT TRI-
AL IS A TRACK’. The track is connected with the move-
ment of a particular means of transport, that is why we get 
another metaphorical model ‘COURT TRIAL IS A 
TRAIN’, ‘COURT TRIAL IS A BOAT’. 

– “The police had blinders on. Like those blinders put on 
horses so they stay on track. The police were on a track that 
led to Lisa Trammel and they would look at nothing else. 
Lisa Trammel, Lisa Trammel, Lisa Trammel… Well, what 
about ALOFT and the tens of millions of dollars that Mitch-
ell Bondurant was threatening? Nope, not interested. Lisa 
Trammel, Lisa Trammel, Lisa Trammel. The train was on the 
track and they rode it home.” … ‘“But you see what they 
didn’t see or refused to see. You see that they got on the 
wrong track. You see that they were cleverly manipulated. 
You see the truth.” [4, p. 252] – in this defense attorney’s 
speech court trial is associated with the wrong track where 
there is the wrong train whose passengers are the prosecutor 
and the police. By telling the jury that the prosecutor has 
taken the wrong track and train during the court trial, the 
defense attorney makes the jury believe that the prosecutor 
has offered them incorrect evidence and that his defendant 
has been wrongly accused. Using the suggestive power of 
metaphor, the defense attorney plants the seed of doubt about 
the prosecutor’s and the police’s actions in the jury’s mind. 

– “The prosecution would like you to believe that this is 
a simple case of vengeance. But murder is never simple 
and if you look for shortcuts in an investigation or a prose-
cution then you are going to miss things. Including a killer. 
Lisa Trammel did not even know Mitchell Bondurant. Had 
never met him before. She had no motive to kill him be-
cause the motive the prosecution will tell you about was 
false. They’ll say she killed Mitchell Bondurant because he 
was going to take away her house. The truth was, he wasn’t 
going to get the house and we will prove that. A motive is 
like a rudder on a boat. You take it away and the boat 
moves at the whim of the wind. And that’s what the prose-
cution’s case is. A lot of wind.”[4, p. 109-110] – in the giv-
en example the court trial is associated with the boat which 
moves at the whim of the wind. The defense attorney sug-
gests the jury the thought that in what direction the wind 
will blow, in that direction the prosecutor’s boat will move. 
Such metaphor negatively characterizes prosecutor’s ac-
tions and professionalism, it forms jurors’ bad attitude to-
wards the prosecutor. 

3) meteorological metaphor. Metaphorical expressions 
based on nomination transference from the meteorological 
sphere to the legal one refer to this group. Such metaphori-
cal expressions usually describe favourable and unfavoura-
ble weather conditions, where we get the following meta-
phorical model: ‘COURT TRIAL IS A SLIPPERY 
GROUND’. 

– ‘You’ve already heard the term “consciousness of 
guilt” in the people’s opening statement. And I don’t dispute 
that there are certain actions that would seem to admit guilt. 
These would include such behavior as flight to avoid prose-
cution, resisting arrest and so on. But we’re on very slippery 
ground here when we’re using consciousness of guilt – a 
very general legal area – as a catchall for a specific crime.’ 
[7, p. 233] – in his speech the attorney transfers the nomina-
tion ‘slippery ground’ from the meteorological sphere to the 
legal one. It allows the attorney to draw in jury’s mind a pic-
ture that the court trial is not always a smooth path, but very 
often it is a slippery, full of stumbling blocks ground which 
can lead them to the wrong verdict. Using meteorological 
metaphor helps the attorney stress the jury’s attention to this 
significant fact as well as make them pay their utmost atten-
tion to another attorney’s ‘slippery’ evidence in order not to 
be sidetracked. 

4) zoomorphic metaphor. This group is mainly formed 
on the basis of such conceptual domain as ‘the world of ani-
mals’. In the course of study it was discovered that zoomor-
phic metaphors are used in attorneys’ speeches to give nega-
tive characteristic features of the accused and positive char-
acteristic features of the victim. Consequently, there appear 
the following metaphorical models: ‘DEFENDANT IS A 
PREDATOR’, ‘CLAIMANT IS A PREY’. 

– “What this case is about is a predator,” he told them. 
“Louis Ross Roulet is a man who on the night of March 
sixth was stalking prey. And if it were not for the sheer de-
termination of a woman to survive, we would be here pros-
ecuting a murder case.” [5, p. 135] – in his opening state-
ment the pro-secutor calls the accused a ‘predator’: ‘an 
animal that kills and eats other animals’ [8], who was 
stalking his prey. Using this metaphor the prosecutor draws 
in the jury’s imagination a horrendous portrait of the ac-
cused which definitely doesn’t evoke their compassion. If 
they form a negative opinion about the defendant, it will be 
very difficult for the defense attorney to dissuade them of 
the opposite. On the contrary, the prosecutor calls his 
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claimant a ‘prey’: ‘an animal, bird etc that is hunted and 
eaten by another animal (predator)’ [9] in order to evoke 
the jury’s sympathy which in the future might work in the 
prosecutor’s and claimant’s favour. 

5) artistic metaphor. Court trial is sometimes viewed as 
the one with the subjective character [24]. Due to these char-
acteristic features, trial at court is often compared with some 
artistic actions: circus performance with various circus per-
formers and magicians, whose role at court is usually played 
by the attorneys. Subsequently, we get the following meta-
phorical models: ‘COURT TRIAL IS A CIRCUS’, ‘AT-
TORNEY IS A CIRCUS PERFORMER/MAGICIAN’. This 
is done with the purpose of making juries believe that court 
trial is a well-planned performance where everybody has 
their own script and role to follow: 

‘…She’ll testify that the defendant told her that she 
drugged Mr. Tester and killed him after he passed out on the 
bed. I wish I had a videotape to show you, or an eyewitness, 
but unfortunately, I don’t. What I do have is a web of cir-
cumstantial evidence so tightly woven that the defendant 
cannot possibly escape. Everything points to her. Don’t’ let 
yourselves be taken in by her attorney’s tricks or the smoke 
and mirrors that will be placed before you during the course 
of this trial. That young woman sitting over there committed 
a vicious murder, and we have the evidence to prove it…’  
[12, p. 108] – using metaphorical model ‘ATTORNEY IS A 
CIRCUS PERFORMER/MAGICIAN’, the prosecutor trans-
fers the magician’s/circus performer’s actions on the actions 
of his opponent (defense attorney). The defense attorney is 

viewed by the juries as not the one who is seeking the truth 
and obeying the letter of the law, but the one, who using 
different ‘tricks’ and ‘the smoke and mirrors’, wants to de-
ceive the jury, conceal the truth and subsequently mislead 
them. It can be explained by the fact that the word ‘trick’ is 
perceived by our conscious mind as ‘something you do in 
order to deceive someone; a skilful set of actions that seem 
like magic, done to entertain people’ [10] and idiomatic ex-
pression ‘smoke and mirrors’ as ‘something that is intended 
to take attention away from an embarrassing or unpleasant 
situation’ [2]. In such a way, the prosecutor skillfully creates 
in the jury’s mind the picture that the defense attorney is a 
con-trick artist who will do anything to satisfy his hidden 
intentions. So, the jury should not trust him, his client and 
his evidence on no account and should mind carefully what 
he says. It should be mentioned that the usage of zoomorphic 
metaphor together with the artistic one intensifies the prose-
cutor’s suggestive message to the jury. 

Conclusions. Overall, the findings suggest that while 
delivering their opening statements and closing arguments 
attorneys widely use conceptual metaphors that have great 
suggestive influence on the jury’s mind. The main aim of 
such metaphors is to produce in the jury either positive or 
negative attitude, compassion or hatred to the defend-
ant/claimant or even to the prosecutor/defense attorney. In 
such a way, suggestive power of metaphor gives the attor-
neys a possibility to influence the jury’s emotions, feelings, 
behaviour, outlook and their way of thinking in favour of 
them and their clients and thus the future verdict. 
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