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This contribution involves a quantitative study whose
research aim is to learn about the occurrence of self-mentions, i.e. words like “I”,
“my”, “me”, “mine”, “myself”, “we”, “our”, “us”, “ours”, and “ourselves”, in a
corpus of speeches on the topic of climate change delivered by the current British
prime minister Keir Starmer. It is argued in the study that a close examination of
self~-mentions could contribute to our understanding of Starmers stance on climate
change, which is a topical issue in the British corporate and political discourses.
The results of the corpus analysis reveal that Starmers speeches on the issue of
climate change are marked by the frequently occurring self-mentions “we” and
“our”. These findings and their interpretation through the lens of climate change
communication are further presented in the article.
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1. Introduction
Since the early 2000s, the issue of climate change has been one of the highly
debatable topics in political discourses (Boykoff, 2008; Flgttum, 2010, 2014, 2019;
Flottum & Gjerstad, 2017; Kapranov, 2015a, 2018; Willis, 2017; Wright & Irwin,
2025) as well as in corporate communication (Burns & Cowlishaw, 2014; Dahl
& Flettum, 2019; Ferguson, de Aguiar, & Fearfull, 2016; Kapranov, 2015b, 2017,
Moorcroft, Hampton, & Whitmarsh, 2025). In the United Kingdom (the UK),
particularly, the issue of climate change has become a contentious problem that is
regularly elucidated by the British media, the public at large, and a number of
climate change protest movements (Gavin & Marshall, 2011; Hayes & O’Neill,
2021; Kapranov, 2024a, 2024b; Swain, 2025).

Whilst there are multiple and, often, competing discursive voices on the issue
of climate change in the UK, it seems quite sensible to heed to the discourse on
climate change by the ruling party, which is, presently, the Labour Party (Nisbett et
al., 2025). The current Labour government is led by Keir Starmer, the UK’s prime
minister, who was sworn into office on 5 July 2024. Whereas his premiership is, so
far, rather short, it seems, nevertheless, pertinent to look at Starmer’s discourse on
climate change in more detail, given that Starmer determines, to a substantial
degree, the UK’s government policies associated with the issue of climate change
(Diamond, Richards, & Warner, 2025; Kapranov, 2025a). In this regard, it should be
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mentioned that there are several recent studies on the lexico-syntactic peculiarities of
Starmer’s climate change discourse (Kapranov, 2025b, 2025¢). At the same time,
however, such aspect of Starmer’s discourse on climate change as self-mentions has
not been analysed yet.

In order to bridge the gap in our knowledge about Starmer’s discourse on
climate change, this contribution involves a quantitative study that examines the
frequency of self-mentions, which are manifested by the first-person pronouns
singular (“I”, “my”, “me”, “myself”’, and “mine”) and plural (“we”, “our”, “us”,
“ourselves”, and “ours”), in his speeches on climate change. It is argued in the study
that self-mentions may help to uncover the way Starmer frames the issue climate
change, for instance, whether or not he presents himself as a team player, who looks
at climate change as a challenge posed to the entire government and/or the entire
British nation, or, alternatively, his use of self-mentions may reveal that he portrays
himself as the sole fighter against the negative consequences of climate change. In
this light, the study aims at answering the following research question (RQ):

RQ: What is the frequency of self-mentions (i.e., “I”, “my”, “me”, “mine”,
[13 99 [13 29

“myself”, “we”, “our”, “us”, “ours”, and “ourselves”) in Keir Starmer’s
political speeches on climate change?

Further, this contribution is organised as follows. First, the literature on self-
mentions in political discourse is outlined. Second, the present quantitative study is
given in conjunction with its methodology, results and discussion. Finally, the major
findings are summarised and conclusions are presented.

2. Self-Mentions in Political Discourse: An Outline of the Literature
One of the definitions of self-mentions that gained currency in discourse studies
belongs to Hyland (2001, 2004), who regards it as the use of the first-person
pronouns in singular and plural, respectively, such as “I”, “my”, “me”, “mine”,
“myself”’, “we”, “our”, “us”, “ours”, and “ourselves”, in order to manifest the
authorial voice, i.e. to mark explicitly the presence of the person who has authored
the text and/or speech. Hyland’s approach to self-mentions has been embraced by
researchers in the fields of academic writing (Carrié-Pastor, 2020; Kapranov, 2021),
corporate communication (Nervino, Wang, & Ma, 2025), and political discourse
(Balog, 2022; Coesemans & De Cock, 2017; Kaewrungruang & Yaoharee, 2018; Liu
& Liu, 2020; Vukovié, 2012). Given that there are previous studies that provide
detailed analyses of research on self-mentions in political discourses (see, for
example, Albalat-Mascarell and Carri6-Pastor (2019)), the present literature outline
does not pretend to be exhaustive. However, it summarises research on self-
mentions in a variety of political discourses published in 2024-2025 (Abdulla
& Ahmed, 2024; Junianto, 2025; Kapranov, 2024c; Korostenskiené & Zebelyte,
2024; Liu, 2024, 2025; Romadlani, 2024; Williams & Wright, 2024).

In this regard, a study of self-mentions in political discourse by Liu (2024)
demonstrates that the use of self-mentions constitutes a critical aspect of institutional
identity. Specifically, Liu (2024) asserts that self-mentions in political discourse
signal how speakers perform actions in their particular institutional roles.
Furthermore, Liu (2024) contends that self-mentions is a salient discursive means of
manifesting and construing institutional identity within the context of political press
conferences. Liu (2024) notes that political journalists in China use the Chinese
analogue of the self-mention “we” in order to show their alignment with the
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discursive tonality of the Chinese authorities. The use of the self-mention “we”,
however, is less frequent in the context of independent press conferences.

Notably, Liu (2025) makes similar observations on the use of self-mentions in
her most recent article published in 2025. In the particle, Liu (2025) mentions that
Chinese interpreters have to navigate a complex discursive and, importantly,
ideological space afforded by political press conferences. Liu (2025) suggests that
the interpreters have to convey journalists’ questions by transforming their word
choices and question forms, inclusive of self-mentions. Liu’s (2025) study is
reminiscent of that conducted by Phanthaphoommee and Munday (2024).
Particularly, Phanthaphoommee and Munday (2024) investigate the way self-
mentions are translated in political discourse by the Thai Prime Minister Prayut
Chan-o-cha. The findings of their study reveal that the translations convey the
explicitness of agency and exhibit the variation of stylistic choices involved in the
rending of political texts. Phanthaphoommee and Munday (2024) emphasise that
self-mentions in the translation of political texts contribute to demonstrating the
interpersonal overtones and presenting the image of the Thai government in a
positive manner, which showcases its legitimacy and appeals to the international
community.

Identically to Liu (2024, 2025), Korostenskiené and Zebelyté (2024) explore
the use of self-mentions, as well as hedges in the context of political press
conferences. These authors have found that self-mentions are actively employed at
press conferences in the USA. Specifically, Korostenskien¢ and Zebelyte (2024)
have established that self-mentions frequently occur in introductory phrases and
comment clauses as the combinations “pronoun + think”, “pronoun + know”, and
“pronoun + believe” (Korostenskiené & Zebelyte, 2024, p. 65). However, such
combinations as “pronoun + feel”, “pronoun + view”, and “pronoun + imagine” are
infrequent.

Also set in the context of political discourse in the USA, an article by
Romadlani (2024) looks at self-mentions in Biden’s inaugural speech. Romadlani
(2024) reports that Biden’s inaugural speech is marked by the frequent occurrence of
the self-mention “we” (72% of all self-mentions in the speech), whilst the use of the
self-mention “I” is less frequent (28%). Romadlani (2024) observes that Biden uses
“I” in order to express his gratitude to the voters, whereas the self-mention “we” is
employed to construe the sense of unity and togetherness. It should be noted that
Biden’s use of self-mentions is analysed in a similar study conducted by Abdulla and
Ahmed (2024). They have discovered that the use of self-mentions is a crucial part
of Biden’s inaugural address. Identically to Abdulla and Ahmed (2024), as well as to
Romadlani (2024), a study by Junianto (2025) testifies that self-mentions in Biden’s
political speeches contribute to his effort to build rapport with the audience and
assert his credibility. In contrast to Biden, who seems to use the self-mention “I”
sparingly, a recent study by Kapranov (2024c) illustrates that King Charles III
employs “I” rather frequently, at least as far as his speeches on the issue of climate
change are concerned. It has been established in the study that King Charles III
utilises “I” in order to impart a personalised dimension to his discourse on climate
change (Kapranov, 2024c).

As far as the use of self-mentions in British political discourses is concerned,
Williams and Wright (2024) argue that British officials employ self-mentions in
order to allocate or rather re-allocate responsibility. Williams and Wright (2024)
have discovered that the most frequently occurring self-mention in the British
political discourse on the topic of COVID-19 is represented by “we”. According to
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Williams and Wright (2024), the self-mention “we” is strategically deployed by
British politicians in such a way that its use creates inherent ambiguity. This
rhetorical move is done in order to mitigate the politicians’ own responsibility for
controlling the spread of the virus.

As shown by the literature outline, there is a substantial bulk of fairly recent
studies, which have been published in 2024-2025, whose research aims involve
analyses of self-mentions in various types of political discourses. Presently,
however, there are no published studies on self-mentions in climate change
discourse by the current British prime minister Keir Starmer. Further, in section 3 of
the article, a quantitative study on self-mentions in Starmer’s climate change
discourse is presented.

3. The Present Study: Its Theoretical Framework, Corpus, and
Methodology

First of all, the theoretical framework of the present study should be outlined. The
study is grounded in the definition of self-mentions provided by Hyland (2001,
2002, 2004, 2016). As mentioned in the introduction, Hyland (2001, 2002, 2004,
2016) defines self-mentions as the first-person pronouns that manifest the authorial
presence in a text. In addition, the theoretical framework of the study is informed by
the publication by Albalat-Mascarell and Carrio-Pastor (2019), who posit that self-
mentions are a pragmatic means of the authorial self-projection, which is associated,
typically, with a positive image of self that renders credibility. The present study
shares Albalat-Mascarell and Carrié-Pastor’s (2019) view of self-mentions as a
means of establishing the politician’s credibility as a competent and authoritative
political actor.

In this light, the study aims at (i) collecting the corpus of Starmer’s political
speeches on the issue of climate change (ii) analysing the corpus quantitatively
in order to answer the RQ in the study (see introduction). The procedure of corpus
collection follows the prior publications by Kapranov (2025a, 2025b, 2025c),
which employ a computer-mediated search for Starmer’s speeches at
https://www.gov.uk/government/ by means of applying the following keywords:
anthropogenic climate change, climate change, climate change adaptation, climate
change demonstration, climate change event, climate change mass media coverage,
climate change mitigation, climate change policy, climate change protest, climate
risk/risks, CO2 absorption, CO2 capture and storage, CO2 emission/emissions, CO2
emission reduction/reductions, extreme weather event/events, extreme drought,
extreme rain/rainfall, global warming, green energy, greenhouse gasses/GHG, green
technology, Keir Starmer, net zero, rise in sea level/levels, speech, wind energy, wind
farm, the consequences of climate change, and health effects of climate change.
The search has resulted in 11 speeches (the total number of words = 14 330,
mean = 1 302.7, standard deviation = 699.9) delivered by Starmer on the topic of
climate change.

Methodologically, the study involves a quantitative procedure of computing
the frequency of self-mentions in the corpus. To that end, the computer program
AntConc (Anthony, 2022) is used in order to calculate the total number of
occurrences of self-mentions in the corpus. To do so, 11 speeches in the corpus are
processed separately in AntConc and, thereafter, the means and standard deviations
of each type of self-mentions are computed (see Kapranov and Voloshyna (2023) as
well as Kapranov (2025a, 2025b, 2025¢c) for more details concerning the corpus
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analysis). The results of the quantitative analysis and their discussion are presented
in subsection 3.1 of the article.

3.1. Results and Discussion
The results of the corpus analysis indicate that there are 548 self-mentions in total
(mean (M) = 68.5, standard deviation (SD) = 83.7). The descriptive statistics of the
types of self-mentions, inclusive of their total number (in absolute values) per type,
means, standard deviations, as well as their maximum (Max) and minimum (Min)
occurrences are given in Table 1 below.

Table 1. Self-Mentions in the Corpus

# | Self-Mentions | TotalIN | M SD Max Min
1 |1 95 9.5 9.7 28 1
2 | Me 5 2.5 0.5 3 2
3 Mine - - - - -
4 | My 27 3.9 2.4 7 1
5 | Myself 1 0 0 1 1
6 | We 244 22.2 20.9 65 1
7 | Us 18 3.0 2.2 7 1
8 | Our 155 15.5 14.9 54 3
9 Ours - - - - -
10 | Ourselves 3 1.5 0.5 2 1

The results of the corpus analysis reveal that Starmer’s speeches on the issue
of climate change involve the following types of self-mentions: “I”, “me”, “my”,
“myself”, “we”, “us”, “our”, and “ourselves”. Judging from these findings, Starmer
and his speechwriters do not employ the self-mentions “mine” and “ours”,
respectively. Instead, they seem to capitalise on the frequent use of the self-mentions

13 LRI L3

we”, “our”, and “I”, as illustrated by Figure 1, which plots the normalised
frequencies (per 1 000 words) of the self-mentions in the present corpus.
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Figure 1. The Normalised Frequencies of Self-Mentions
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As exemplified by Figure 1, the self-mentions “we” and “our” seem to
dominate the corpus of speeches on climate change by Starmer. Let us discuss these
self-mentions and illustrate their use. The self-mention “we” both in absolute values
(see Table 1) and in normalised values per 1 000 words (see Figure 1) is the most
frequently occurring self-mention in the corpus. This finding lends indirect support
to the prior literature (Abdulla & Ahmed, 2024; Junianto, 2025; Liu, 2024;
Phanthaphoommee & Munday, 2024; Romadlani, 2024; Williams & Wright, 2024),
which posits that “we” is a highly frequent self-mention in political discourses,
especially in the Anglophone ones. As shown by Table 1, Starmer’s speeches on the
issue of climate change are clearly marked by his preference to use the self-mention
“we”, as illustrated by excerpt (1) below.

(1) To deliver on the Paris Agreement and keep 1.5 degrees within reach, in
the first 100 days of my government we launched Great British Energy — to
create clean British power. We created a National Wealth Fund — to invest in
the green industries and jobs of the future. We scrapped the ban on onshore
wind, committed to no new North Sea oil and gas licences and closed the
UK’’s final coal power plant at the end of September — becoming the first G7
economy to phase out coal power. (Starmer, 2024a)

In (1), the self-mention “we” is employed in its exclusive form. In this regard,
it should be observed that the literature (Hyland, 2001, 2002, 2004; Kapranov,
2024c) distinguishes between two forms of the self-mention “we”, the so-called
inclusive “we” and exclusive “we”, respectively. The inclusive “we” presupposes
such communicative situations, in which the speaker involves the addressee into the
same domain, i.e. creates discursive togetherness with the audience, in which the
speaker and the audience are treated as one collective body of people. In contrast to
the inclusive “we”, the exclusive “we” pertains to such communicative situations, in
which the speaker does not involve the addressee into the “communal we”, but
emphasises the fact that the speaker and the group of people that the speaker
represents are different from the audience. Starmer’s use of the exclusive “we” is
evident from (1), in which all of the instances of “we” are exclusive.

Now, let us explain why “we” in excerpt (1) can be considered exclusive.
Excerpt (1) is taken from Starmer’s speech on climate change, which he delivered at
the UN Climate Change Conference in Baku (Azerbaijan) on 12 November 2024.
Obviously, Starmer addresses the international audiences there, which are comprised
of the attendees from all over the world. Accordingly, we may contend that his use
of “we” refers to his government and his party, thus excluding the participants who
attend the UN Climate Change Conference in Baku. In other words, he explains to
the audience what he and his government are doing and refers to that as a communal
effort, or a team effort for that matter, which excludes the audience. Hence, the use
of “we” in (1) is exclusive. In this regard, the analysis of the corpus shows that
nearly all the instances of his use of “we” in relation to the issue of climate change
are exclusive. Only on rare occasions, he employs the inclusive “we” in a rhetorical
attempt to address the whole of humankind or to emphasise that the UK and one
more or several countries are involved in climate change-related measures to
mitigate the negative consequences of climate change.

In conjunction with the frequency of “we”, it could be argued that a relatively
high occurrence of the self-mention “our” seems to be quite logical in the present
corpus. Its use is illustrated by excerpt (2) below.
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(2) That is in addition to the recent investment in carbon capture in Teesside
and Merseyside, which will create 4,000 jobs, and the investment announced
by My Rt Hon Friend the Chancellor for 11 new green hydrogen projects
across Britain. Tackling climate change is, of course, a global effort so at the
G20, together with Brazil and 10 other countries, I launched our global clean
power alliance to speed up the international roll-out of clean power,
accelerate investment and cut emissions around the world. (Starmer, 2024b)

In (2), we can argue that the self-mention “our” is used in its inclusive form,
given that Starmer talks about a global alliance with Brazil and other G20 countries
whose aim is to tackle the climate crisis. As mentioned before, however, the
inclusive use of “our” and “we” is rather infrequent in the corpus.

Finally, let us discuss another major finding that consists in Starmer’s
relatively frequent use of the self-mention “I”. Whilst “I” is the third frequently
occurring self-mention in the corpus after “we” and “our”, Starmer’s political
speeches on the issue of climate change can hardly be defined in terms of the “I”
stance. This finding seems to be in contrast to the prior study conducted by
Kapranov (2024c), who has discovered that the currently reigning British monarch
King Charles III uses or, perhaps, overuses the self-mention “I” in his discourse on
climate change. Unlike King Charles III, Starmer employs the self-mention “I” more
frugally. Starmer’s use of “I” is emblematised by excerpt (3) below.

(3) Meanwhile climate change hits economic growth, leaves us exposed to
catastrophic flooding and both of these forces drive unsustainable levels of
migration. It all manifests in a feeling amongst very many people that the
system isn’t working for them. That it’s time to take back control of our lives,
our borders, our livelihoods. And I hear that. People want action — and they
want change. So, we will not dismiss those concerns. We will answer them.
And we will do it by acting at home, absolutely, and also by using our
strength abroad. Because in this new era we need to do things differently.
(Starmer, 2024c¢)

In (3), Starmer resorts to the use of “I” in an attempt to amplify the fact that
he actually listens to people’s concerns in relation to the current climate crisis.
Arguably, he tries to emphasise that not only his government and the Labour Party
attend to the vox populi, but he himself listens to the voters as the British prime
minister as far as the issue of climate change is concerned. In other words, whilst
normally Starmer showcases the team effort of tackling the climate crisis and,
accordingly, employs “we”, he also avails himself of the use of “I” when it is needed
to depict a picture of him as the party leader and, concurrently, as the incumbent
British prime minister who is aware of the magnitude of the climate crisis.

4. Conclusions
This contribution involves a quantitative study that aims to learn about Keir
Starmer’s use of self-mentions in the context of his political speeches on climate
change. Having analysed the corpus of his speeches, it seems possible to conclude
that Starmer employs the self-mention “we” and “our” the most. This finding is
supported by a number of prior studies, which point to the frequent occurrence of
“we” in political discourses. Evidently, Starmer’s frequent use of “we” in his
speeches on climate change aligns his climate change discourse with the analogous
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discourses by Anglophone and international political actors. Furthermore, the
frequent use of “we” by Starmer is indicative of his rhetorical strategy to portray
himself as a team player, who is engaged in combatting the climate crisis together
with his government and the Labour Party. In other words, Starmer’s strategic
choice of using the self-mention “we” provides a deeper insight into the way he sees
and talks about the issue of climate change, which he, apparently, regards as a
challenge that requires a substantial team effort. We may conclude this study by
contending that Starmer deploys self-mentions, especially, the self-mention “we”
and its forms in order to portray his public image as a team player. Presumably, his
image as a team player is built by his communication team in order to present a
relatable and positive image that could resonate with the public at large, at least as
far as the issue of climate change is concerned.
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Pe3iome
Kanpanos OJiexcanap

CAMO3I'AJIKA Y TIPOMOBAX IMNPEM’E€P-MIHICTPA BEJIMKOBPUTAHII
PO 3MIHY KJIIMATY

IMocranoBka mpodaemu. Y Benukiii BputaHii nuTaHHsS 3MiHM KITiMaTy CTajo
CHIpPHOIO TIPOOJIEMOIO, SKY PETYISPHO BHCBITIIOIOTH OpuTaHCchki 3MI, mmpoka
TPOMAJICBKICTh Ta HH3Ka MPOTeCTHHX pyxiB. He3paxarounm Ha Te, mo y Bemukiit
Bpuranii 3Byuars KOHKYpYIO4i AUCKYPCHBHI TOJIOCH IIOJ0 3MiHH KJIIMaTy, BUAAETHCS
IIIJIKOM PO3YMHUM MPHUCIYXaTUCSA 10 IUCKYpCy WIOAO 3MIiHM KIIMaTy, SKHMA
MPOBOJUTh HUHINIHIK JielOopucTchkuid ypsia Ha 4doii 3 Kipom Crapmepom. Xoua
HOro mpeM’epcTBO HENOBre, THM HE MEHII, BHIAETHCS IOPEYHHUM PO3IISHYTH
muckype CrapMepa IIOAO 3MIHM KIIMary JeTalbHIINIE, BPaXOBYIOUH, IO caMe
CrapMep BU3HAUa€E NOMITUKY ypsiny Benwkoi bpuranii, moB’s3aHy 3 UM MATAHHSIM.
Bapro 3a3HaumTH, 10 IiCHYE KUIbKa HEUIOAABHIX JIOCHIDKEHb JIEKCHKO-
CHHTaKCHYHHX 0coOmuBocTel quckypcey Crapmepa moao 3MiHu Kiimary. BonHouac,
0arato MUCKYpCUBHHX Ta PUTOPHYHUX ACIEKTIB AMCKypcy CTapmepa IIOAO0 3MiHU
KJliMary 11e He OyIio MpoaHali30BaHo.

Merta. Y craTTi monaHo pe3yibTaTH KiTbKICHOTO JOCTiKCHHS, SIKE BUBUAE YACTOTY
CaMo3rajioK, IO MPOSIBISIOTECS 4Yepe3 3aiMEHHHKH MepIiol oco0M B MPOMOBax
Crapmepa nipo 3miHy kiniMarty. CTBepIKY€EThCS, 10 CAMO3TaJKH MOXKYTh JIOIIOMOITH
po3kputu Te, sk CrapMep (opMymoe mpodiieMy 3MiHM KJIiMary, HalpuKIaa, 4d
MO3HIIIOHY€E BiH ce0e sK KOMaHIHOTO TPaBIlsL, KU PO3IIANAE 3MiHY KIIMaTy sK
BUKJIMK, 1[0 CTOITH IepeJl yciM ypsaoM Ta/abo Bci€ro OpHUTAHCHKOIO Hali€ro, ado,
HaBIIAKH, OT0 BUKOPUCTAHHS CaMO3TaJl0K MOXKE CBIIYUTH PO Te, IO BiH 300paxye
cebe K €TUHOr0 OOpISl MPOTH HETraTWBHUX HACHIJKIB 3MiHM KiiMary. Y IbOMY
CBITJII CTAaTTS Ma€ HAa METI BIAMOBICTH HAa TakKe MOCTITHWIIEKE MUTAHHS: SKOIO €
gacToTa camo3rajiok (tooto, “I”, “my”, “me”, “mine”, “myself”, “we”, “our”, “us”,
“ours”, and “ourselves”) y momitnuHux mnpomoBax Kipa Crapmepa mpo 3MiHY
KJTimary.

Metoan. MeTomONOTIYHO JOCTIKEHHST Tepeadadae KUIBKICHY —MPOLEIypy
OOYUCIICHHSI YaCTOTH CaMO3rajyBaHb y Kopmyci. Jlias IbOr0 BHKOPHCTAHO
KOMIT FoTepHy nporpamy AntConc st 0OYMCICHHS 3arajibHOi KiJIBKOCTI BHITAJKiB
camo3rajyBanb y kopmyci. Jis mporo mpomou Crapmepa B Kopiryci oOpoOiieHO
okpemo B AntConc, a moTiM OOYHCICHO CepeqHi 3HAYCHHS Ta CTaHAapTHI
BiJIXWJICHHSI KOXKHOTO TUITY CaMO3TalyBaHb.

PesyabraTn. Pesynpratu aHamizy mokasyloTh, 10 mpoMoBH Crtapmepa 3 MUTaHb
3MIHHM KJIIMaTy MICTATh TakKi THIH camo3raaok: “I”, “me”, “my”, “myself”, “we”,
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us”, “our”, and “ourselves”. Cyasiun 3 nux BHUCHOBKiB, Ctapmep Ta/abo ioro
CIiupaiTepy HE BHKOPHCTOBYIOTH CaMO3TaJkd “mine” Ta “ours”, BiAMOBITHO.
HatomicTe BOHH, 31a€ThCsI, BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH “we”, “our” Ta “I”.

Huckycis. CamosramyBaHHs “we” sSK B aOCOMIOTHUX 3HAYCHHSIX, TaKk 1 B
HOpMati3oBaHuX 3HadeHHSX Ha 1000 ciiB € HaivyacTiIUM CaMO3TaJyBaHHIM Y
Kopryci. lleld BHCHOBOK ONOCEPEAKOBAHO MiNTBEPIKYE MOIEPEHHI TOCIIiIKESHHS
(Abdulla & Ahmed, 2024; Junianto, 2025; Liu, 2024; Phanthaphoommee & Munday,
2024; Romadlani, 2024; Williams & Wright, 2024), B SKHX CTBEpIKYEThCS, IO
“we” € Iy)Ke 4acTUM CaMO3TraJyBaHHSAM Y IOJITHYHHUX JUCKypcax, OCOOJMBO B
aHrmoMoBHUX. CTapMep OCHTh 9aCTO BHKOPHCTOBYE “we” y HOro eKCKITFO3WBHIM
dopmi. V 38’a3ky 3 tum y miteparypi (Hyland, 2001, 2002, 2004; Kapranov, 2024c¢)
PO3pi3HIOTH ABI (popMM camosraiyBaHHs ‘“‘wWe”: Tak 3BaHE IHKIIO3MBHE “‘we” Ta
eKCKJIIO3MBHE “‘we” BiInoBinHO. [HKII03MBHE “we” mependadae Taki KOMyHIKaTUBHI
cuTyalii, B SKMX MOBEIb 3alydae agpecara A0 Tie€i xk cdepu, ToOTO CTBOpIOE
JUCKYPCHUBHY €ITHICTh 3 ayJIUTOPIEIO, B SIKIH MOBEIIb Ta ayJAUTOPisl PO3IVISAAI0THCS K
€JMHUN KOJISKTUB Jtoniell. Ha BimMiHy Bijl IHKITFO3UBHOTO “We”, eKCKITIO3UBHE “‘we”
CTOCYETHCSI TAKUX KOMYHIKaTHBHUX CHUTYyallild, B IKHX MOBEIb HE 3ajJydae aapecara
70 “CITIJIBHOTO We”, a IiIKPEeCIIIoe ToH (haKT, 0 MOBEIb Ta Ipyma JIIONeH, Ky BiH
MIPEJICTABIISE, HE € TUM CaMHM, IO W ajpecar, TOOTO MOBEIb BiAPI3HAETHCH Bij
aynutopii. Bukopucramns CrapMepoM eKCKIIO3UBHOTO «MI» HiATBEPIKCHO
pe3yapTaTaTMH aHaji3y KOPIYCY, B SIKOMY Maibke BCi BHIAIKH BXXHBaHHA “we” €
CKCKITIO3UBHIMU.

KurouoBi cioBa: guckype mojo 3miau kiimary, Kip Crapmep, HONMITHYHI IPOMOBH,
npem’ep-MiHICTp, caMo3rajiku, Benvka bpuranis.

Abstract
Kapranov Oleksandr

SELF-MENTIONS IN BRITISH PRIME MINISTER’S SPEECHES
ON CLIMATE CHANGE

Background. In the United Kingdom (the UK), the issue of climate change has
become a contentious problem that is regularly elucidated by the British media, the
public at large, and by a number of climate change protest movements. Whilst there
are competing discursive voices on climate change in the UK, it seems quite sensible
to heed to the discourse on climate change by the current Labour government, which
is led by Keir Starmer. Whereas his premiership is short, it seems, nevertheless,
pertinent to look at Starmer’s discourse on climate change in more detail, given that
Starmer determines the UK’s government policies associated with the issue of
climate change. In this regard, it should be mentioned that there are several recent
studies on the lexico-syntactic peculiarities of Starmer’s climate change discourse.
At the same time, however, a score of other discursive and rhetorical aspects of
Starmer’s discourse on climate change have not been analysed yet.

Purpose. The article involves a quantitative study that examines the frequency of
self-mentions, which are manifested by the first person pronouns in Starmer’s
speeches on climate change. It is argued in the study self-mentions may help to
uncover the way Starmer frames the issue climate change, for instance, whether or
not he presents himself as a team player, who looks at climate change as a challenge
posed to the entire government and/or the entire British nation, or, alternatively, his
use of self-mentions may reveal that he portrays himself as the sole fighter against
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the negative consequences of climate change. In this light, the study aims at
answering the following research question: What is the frequency of self-mentions
(i.e., “T”, “my”, “me”, “mine”, “myself”, “we”, “our”, “us”, “ours”, and “ourselves”)
in Keir Starmer’s political speeches on climate change?

Methods. Methodologically, the study involves a quantitative procedure of
computing the frequency of self-mentions in the corpus. To that end, the computer
program AntConc is used in order to calculate the total number of occurrences of
self-mentions in the corpus. To do so, Starmer’s speeches in corpus are processed
separately in AntConc and, thereafter, the respective means and standard deviations
of each type of self-mentions are computed.

Results. The results of the corpus analysis reveal that Starmer’s speeches on the
issue of climate change involve the following types of self-mentions: “I”, “me”,
“my”, “myself”’, “we”, “us”, “our”, and “ourselves”. Judging from these findings,
Starmer and his speechwriters do not employ the self-mentions “mine” and “ours”,
respectively. Instead, they seem to capitalise on the frequent use of the self-mentions
“we”, “our”, and “I”.

Discussion. The self-mention “we” both in absolute values and in normalised values
per 1 000 words is the most frequently occurring self-mention in the corpus. This
finding lends indirect support to the prior literature (Abdulla & Ahmed, 2024;
Junianto, 2025; Liu, 2024; Phanthaphoommee & Munday, 2024; Romadlani, 2024;
Williams & Wright, 2024), which posits that “we” seems to be a highly frequent
self-mention in political discourses, especially in the Anglophone ones. “We” is
employed by Starmer in its exclusive form rather often. In this regard, the literature
(Hyland, 2001, 2002, 2004; Kapranov, 2024c¢) distinguishes between two forms of
the self-mention “we”, the so-called inclusive “we” and exclusive “we”,
respectively. The inclusive “we” presupposes such communicative situations, in
which the speaker involves the addressee into the same domain, i.e. creates
discursive togetherness with the audience, in which the speaker and the audience are
treated as one collective body of people. In contrast to the inclusive “we”, the
exclusive “we” pertains to such communicative situations, in which the speaker does
not involve the addressee into the “communal we”, but emphasises the fact that the
speaker and the group of people that the speaker represents are not the same as the
addressee, i.e. the speaker is different from the audience. Starmer’s use of the
exclusive “we” is evident from the corpus, in which nearly all of the instances of
“we” are exclusive.

Keywords: climate change discourse, Keir Starmer, political speeches, prime
minister, self-mentions, the UK.
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