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This thesis examines the discourses surrounding the British monarchy in two major British newspapers, The
Guardian and the Daily Mail, following the death of Queen Elizabeth Il, the longest reigning monarch in
British history. These newspapers were selected because they represent contrasting perspectives on both
politics and the monarchy. The study examines how these newspapers construct differing representations
of the monarchy, using a combination of corpus linguistics and critical discourse analysis methods.

The data for this study were collected from the Nexis Uni database, covering a 60-day period following
the Queen’s death on September 8, 2022. The timeframe was chosen to capture the discourses this
historical transition sparked in British newspapers. The articles were compiled into two specialized corpora
and analyzed using the AntConc corpus analysis software.

The analysis began by identifying both the most frequent and the strongest collocates of monarchy. The
strongest collocates were grouped thematically, and their concordance lines were analyzed to uncover
recurring themes and linguistic patterns. Based on this, the discourses in each newspaper were then
identified and compared.

The findings show that while both newspapers covered the national mourning and praised the Queen,
their portrayals of the monarchy and its future differed. The Daily Mail represented the monarchy as a stable
and enduring institution, emphasizing its superiority and public support. In contrast, The Guardian presented
a wider range of perspectives, including republican and neutral views. While respectful of the Queen, The
Guardian questioned the monarchy’s contemporary relevance, encouraging critical discussion about its
future role.

This study contributes to media discourse research by highlighting how ideological stances are
linguistically constructed in reporting on the monarchy. By focusing on the monarchy as an institution rather
than on individual members of the royal family, it offers a fresh perspective and lays the groundwork for
future research on royal representation, media framing, and institutional discourses.
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TIVISTELMA

Noora Nykanen: Monarchy in British Newspapers: A Corpus-Based Critical Discourse Analysis
Pro gradu -tutkielma

Tampereen yliopisto

Kielten tutkinto-ohjelma: englannin kieli ja kirjallisuus

Kesakuu 2025

Tama tutkielma tarkastelee Britannian monarkiaa koskevia diskursseja kahdessa merkittavassa
brittildisessd sanomalehdessa, The Guardianissa ja Daily Mailissd, kuningatar Elisabet Il:n, Britannian
pitkdaikaisimman hallitsijan, kuoleman jalkeen. Nama lehdet valittiin tutkimukseen, koska ne edustavat
vastakkaisia nakoékulmia sekad politikkaan ettd monarkiaan. Tutkimus tarkastelee korpuslingvistiikan ja
kriittisen diskurssianalyysin menetelmien avulla, kuinka ndm& sanomalehdet rakentavat erilaisia
representaatioita monarkiasta.

Tutkimusaineisto kerattin Nexis Uni -tietokannasta, ja se kattaa 60 paivan ajanjakson alkaen
kuningattaren kuolemasta 8. syyskuuta 2022. Tama ajanjakso valittiin, jotta voitaisiin tarkastella, millaisia
diskursseja tdama historiallinen muutos heratti brittilehdissa. Artikkelit koottiin kahdeksi erikoiskorpukseksi ja
analysoitiin AntConc-korpusohjelmiston avulla.

Analyysi aloitettiin tunnistamalla monarchy-sanan yleisimmat ja vahvimmat kollokaatit. Vahvimmat
kollokaatit ryhmiteltiin teemoittain, ja niiden konkordanssirivit analysoitiin toistuvien teemojen ja kielellisten
mallien I6ytamiseksi. Taman pohjalta tunnistettin kummankin sanomalehden diskurssit ja niitd verrattiin
keskenaan.

Tulokset osoittavat, ettd vaikka molemmat sanomalehdet kasittelivat kansallista surua ja ylistivat
kuningatarta, niiden kuvaukset monarkiasta ja sen tulevaisuudesta poikkesivat toisistaan. Daily Mail esitti
monarkian vakaana ja pysyvana instituutiona, korostaen sen ylivoimaisuutta ja kansan tukea. Sen sijaan
The Guardian esitti laajemmin erilaisia nakdkulmia, mukaan lukien tasavaltalaisia ja neutraaleja
nakemyksia. Vaikka The Guardian kunnioitti kuningatarta, se kyseenalaisti monarkian merkityksen
nykyajassa ja kannusti kriittiseen keskusteluun sen tulevaisuuden roolista.

Tama tutkimus tuo uusia nakokulmia mediadiskurssin tutkimukseen osoittamalla, kuinka ideologiset
kannat rakentuvat kielellisesti monarkiaa koskevassa uutisoinnissa. Keskittymalla monarkiaan instituutiona
yksittéisten kuninkaallisten sijaan se tarjoaa tuoreen tulokulman ja luo pohjaa tuleville tutkimuksille
kuninkaallisten representaatioista, median kehystyksista ja institutionaalisista diskursseista.

Avainsanat: monarkia, Britannian monarkia, sanomalehdet, kriittinen diskurssianalyysi, korpuslingvistiikka
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1 INTRODUCTION

The British monarchy has long been a subject of fascination and debate within the United
Kingdom and globally. However, the death of Britain’s longest-reigning monarch, Queen
Elizabeth II, reignited discussions about the future of the monarchy as a form of government.
During her 70-year reign, both British society and the wider world underwent significant
changes, resulting in a range of opinions regarding the monarchy’s continued role. Unlike the
late Queen, her son and successor, King Charles III, has not enjoyed widespread popularity as
a member of the royal family. Therefore, her death likely influenced public attitudes towards
the monarchy and prompted debates concerning its relevance and future in the United
Kingdom.

This study analyzes discourses surrounding the monarchy in British newspapers after the
passing of Queen Elizabeth II. Adopting a corpus-based critical discourse analysis approach, it
combines quantitative and qualitative methods to examine language use in newspaper texts.
The study’s data consist of articles from two British newspapers, The Guardian and the Daily
Mail, which were selected because they are widely considered to represent politically opposing
viewpoints. The Guardian is a liberal, left-leaning paper known for its critical stance on the
monarchy, whereas the Daily Mail is a more conservative, right-leaning paper. Given their
ideological orientations, it is reasonable to expect differing representations of the monarchy: a
more critical portrayal in The Guardian, and a more favorable one in the Daily Mail.

Thus, the focus of this study is on how the monarchy is discursively represented and
constructed in two ideologically contrasting British newspapers following the death of the

Queen. To address this focus, the study is guided by the following research questions:



1. How is the monarchy represented in two British newspapers, the Daily Mail and The
Guardian, following the death of Queen Elizabeth I1?

2. Which words collocate with monarchy, and how do these collocates contribute to the
discourses identified in each newspaper?

3. In what ways do the discourses differ between the two newspapers?

The study is motivated by the significant shifts in the societal landscape of the United
Kingdom. Queen Elizabeth ruled longer than any other monarch in British history, and for
many she was the only monarch to have reigned during their lifetime. Consequently, her
passing profoundly affected British society and sparked discussions about the monarchy’s role
and relevance both in national newspapers and across the world. While previous studies have
explored the sociological and historical aspects of media representation of the British monarchy
(Clancy 2019, Blain & O’Donnell 2008), or have focused on individual royals (Chichon 2021)
or social media discourse (Clancy 2024), there remains a notable gap in linguistic research on
the topic. This study seeks to fill that gap by employing a corpus-based critical discourse
analysis to examine how newspapers represent the monarchy. By analyzing linguistic features
such as lexical choices, collocational patterns, and rhetorical devices, this study aims to
uncover underlying ideologies and discursive strategies in the press, shedding light on media’s
role in shaping public perceptions. This interdisciplinary approach is intended to provide a
broad understanding of discourses surrounding the monarchy in newspapers, while also
offering insights into themes of ideology and representation in the news media.

The structure of the thesis is as follows. Chapter 2 provides the background to the study,
including an introduction to the British monarchy and its complex relationship with the media.
This chapter also introduces the newspapers examined in this study, the Daily Mail and The
Guardian, along with their respective stances on the monarchy. In addition, relevant previous

research is reviewed. Chapter 3 outlines the theoretical framework of the study, which



encompasses critical discourse analysis and corpus linguistics. It also considers how these
approaches can be used to explore representations in the news media and discusses the benefits
of their integration. Following this, the data and methods used in the study are presented in
Chapter 4. The analysis is conducted in Chapter 5, beginning with a collocate analysis of the
term monarchy and followed by a thematic analysis of the concordance lines of its strongest
collocates. Chapter 6 identifies and discusses the discourses surrounding the monarchy,
evaluates their broader implications, and reflects on the strengths and limitations of the chosen
methodology. Finally, the study concludes in Chapter 7, which summarizes the main findings

and proposes directions for future research.



2 BACKGROUND

This chapter provides a comprehensive foundation for understanding the context of the study.
First, Section 2.1 introduces the British monarchy, focusing on its current ceremonial role and
contested relevance. Then, Section 2.2 examines the monarchy’s complex relationship with the
media, highlighting how media coverage has shaped public perceptions of the royals, shifting
from deference to increased scrutiny. Section 2.3 turns to British newspapers, which serve as
key platforms for public discourse and opinion formation. It introduces the Daily Mail and The
Guardian, selected for their contrasting political views, to explore how their perspectives shape
discourses on the monarchy. Finally, Section 2.4 presents the essential previous studies,
identifying the gap this study seeks to address. Together these sections offer the necessary

background for the analysis.

2.1 British monarchy

The British monarchy is one of the world’s oldest and most enduring institutions,
encompassing a rich collection of traditions, rituals, and symbols. This section outlines its
contemporary position, formal duties, and the ongoing debate regarding its place in a modern
democracy.

The form of government in the United Kingdom is a constitutional monarchy, meaning
that its head of state is a monarch, currently King Charles I1I, who does not engage in political
or executive decision-making (Heywood 2013, 292). Unlike absolute monarchies, such as
Saudi Arabia, where the monarch wields significant political power, the British monarch has a
mainly ceremonial and representative role, symbolizing national unity (ibid.). However, the
monarch still holds several formal roles, including opening Parliament, appointing the prime

minister, and approving legislation, though these powers are exercised only in accordance with



constitutional conventions (Politics.co.uk n.d.). Additionally, the monarch serves as the head
of the armed forces, the judiciary, and the Church of England, while also acting as Head of the
Commonwealth and the fount of honor, granting titles and awards (ibid.).

Despite its largely symbolic nature, the hereditary monarchy raises concerns about its
alignment with democratic principles. Heywood (2013, 292) further argues that monarchies
anchor nations to symbols of the past and reinforce conservative values, such as hierarchy and
the privileged status of inherited wealth and social rank.

In the pre-modern era, debates surrounding monarchy typically revolved around issues
such as succession, royal duties, and governance methods, rather than questioning monarchy’s
existence (Cannadine 2004, 292). Although Britain briefly became a republic during the
Commonwealth era (1649—-1660), republicanism remained marginal until the 18th century. By
the mid-20th century, however, monarchies worldwide were overthrown or abolished, due to
revolutions, wars, or decolonialization, marking a global shift where monarchies became
exceptions rather than norms (Cannadine 2004, 293). Surviving monarchies, like Britain’s, had
to adapt to democratic trends and redefine their roles (ibid.). The survival of the British
monarchy into the twentieth century is therefore remarkable. Cannadine (311) suggests that
this could stem from British people’s persistent loyalty but also from Britain's victories in both
World Wars.

Despite its diminished political power, the British monarchy remains a symbol of
tradition and stability, as well as a key cultural institution in Britain. It is estimated to generate
£550 million annually through tourism and it also contributes to Britain’s global visibility, as
seen in the international attention following Queen Elizabeth II’s passing (Politics.co.uk n.d.).
Still, critics argue that the hereditary monarchy conflicts with democratic principles and
question its relevance in a modern, egalitarian society. The monarchy’s future will depend on

its ability to adapt, as it balances tradition with the demands of the public.



2.2 British monarchy and media

The relationship between the British monarchy and the media is complex and mutually
dependent. While the media has helped sustain the monarchy’s relevance in a rapidly changing
society, it has also exposed the royals to intense public scrutiny. This demands careful image
management, as public perception directly influences the legitimacy of the monarchy.

During the twentieth century, tabloids capitalized on curiosity and reshaped media
dynamics by prioritizing personal stories over traditional news values (Bingham & Conboy
2015, 97). Royals and entertainers became central figures in the news, ensuring a steady stream
of stories that offered both gossip and glamour (ibid.). The British royals were national icons
and the most influential and newsworthy figures in the United Kingdom (Bingham & Conboy
2015, 97). Maintaining their role required media collaboration, but equally essential was
preserving a mystique that set them apart from ordinary celebrities (ibid., 98).

Historically, press coverage of the monarchy was not always favorable. Early nineteenth-
century monarchs like George IV and William IV faced harsh ridicule and Queen Victoria was
criticized for withdrawing from public life (Bingham & Conboy 2015, 100). However, by the
late 1800s, politicians and the press rebranded the monarchy as a unifying symbol of tradition
and stability. Jubilees and royal coronations became grand imperial spectacles, with the press
playing a vital role in shaping public perception and extending the monarchy’s influence within
Britain and across the world (ibid.).

For decades, patriotic reporting led newspapers to avoid scandal and maintain a
respectful tone (Bingham & Conboy 2015, 101). As Edward VIII became king in January 1936,
the British press stayed silent about his relationship with American divorcée Wallis Simpson,
even as it drew major international attention, particularly in the United States (Williams 2004;
Bingham & Conboy 2015, 102). The press shielded the monarchy's reputation, both out of

respect and to avoid backlash from Edward's admirers, as the scandal might have boosted sales



briefly but risked alienating loyal readers (Pimlott 2001, 34). Even foreign papers arriving in
Britain were censored by cutting out references to Simpson (Williams 2004). Editors feared
breaking “the Great Silence” could be “a deadly blow” to the monarchy (ibid.).

The silence broke in December, when the Bishop of Bradford criticized the King in his
speech (Cawthorne 2009, 189). Newspapers saw this as a signal to finally report on the
situation. Papers were filled with details about Simpson and speculations about the monarchy’s
future. The sudden media frenzy shocked Edward, who wondered: “Could this be the King, or
was I some common felon? The Press creates: the Press destroys” (Bingham & Conboy 2015,
103). As the King, Edward was also the head of the Church of England, which prohibited
divorced individuals from remarrying if their former spouses were still alive (Cawthorne 2009,
188). Because of this, the government and most of the press deemed Wallis Simpson an
unsuitable choice for the King.

When Edward chose to abdicate, the press swiftly shifted its support to King George VI
and the new royal family, stressing stability and traditional family values (Bingham & Conboy
2015, 104). However, the revelation that the press had concealed the affair damaged its
credibility, and it never again showed the monarchy the same deference.

After World War II, the press began testing the limits of acceptable royal coverage. The
public interest in the royals was growing, but the Palace press officer Commander Richard
Colville consistently rejected media requests for personal details (Pimlott 2001, 165). At the
same time, the rise of television, highlighted by 20 million viewers watching Elizabeth’s
coronation, forced newspapers to offer more distinctive content to stay competitive. As a result,
papers started sharing rumors, such as Elizabeth and Philip’s engagement and pregnancy ahead
of official announcements (Bingham & Conboy 2015, 111). Media scrutiny first centered on
Princess Margaret, especially her troubled love life, which attracted intense press attention

(Coward 2008, 127; Pimlott 2001, 438). As Margaret was not the heir, she was a safer outlet



for criticism of the monarchy (Bingham & Conboy 2015, 112). This reflected a shift toward
more critical coverage and a rising obsession with the royals' private lives (Coward 2008, 128).

The focus shifted to the next generation, particularly after the 1981 wedding of Prince
Charles and Lady Diana Spencer, a global media spectacle. Diana, seen as glamorous and
relatable, quickly captured the hearts of both the public and the press, earning the nickname
“the princess of sales” for her powerful effect on newspaper circulation (Coward 2008, 129).
As Charles and Diana’s marriage began to unravel, the media’s obsession only intensified
(ibid., 130). Andrew Morton’s biography of Diana, written with her secret collaboration,
caused a sensation by revealing deeply personal details of her emotional struggles and depicting
the royal family as cold and hostile (Pimlott 2001, 552-554). The book’s huge success
triggered a competition to uncover even more scandalous revelations of the royals, and all
previous restraints on royal reporting were abandoned (ibid.). Tabloids published intimate
paparazzi photos and extracts from secretly recorded phone calls, including the so-called
“Squidgy tapes” between Diana and James Gilby, and the infamous “tampon tapes” involving
Charles and Camilla (Bingham & Conboy 2015, 124—125). This wave of invasive coverage
damaged the monarchy’s popularity and sparked public debate about its cost and privileges,
leading to the Queen and Charles starting to pay taxes on their private income (Pimlott 2001).

The press often aligned with Diana, and the enduring public sympathy for her continues
to cast a shadow over Charles’s image (Coward 2008, 132). Coward even argues that the
press’s tabloidization was driven by its relentless pursuit of Diana, whose immense public
appeal led to a loosening of journalistic norms. The prurient sensationalism sparked ethical
concerns and debates over the need for press regulation in the UK (Williams 2010, 275-276).

When Diana died in a car accident while being pursued by paparazzi, tabloids were
compelled to reconsider their ethical practices and promised to stop using paparazzi

photographs (Finneman & Thomas 2014, 410; Bingham & Conboy 2015, 125). The public



blamed the press, but it quickly deflected attention from its own role in the tragedy by accusing
the monarchy of insensitivity and of being out of touch with public sentiment at a time of
national mourning (Bingham & Conboy 2015, 125). This sparked unprecedented hostility
toward the monarchy, exemplified by the headline “Show us you care, Ma’am” (Coward 2008,
132). The monarchy’s traditional approach “never explain, never complain, be a royal” failed,
and the media pressure forced the Queen to deliver a public speech (Rotaru 2010, 42).

Although the initial promises were soon forgotten and paparazzi photos resurfaced, some
restraint was adopted, particularly regarding the privacy of William and Harry (Coward 2008,
132). The monarchy and the press reached an agreement: the princes would be left alone during
their education in exchange for staged photographs (Clancy 2021, 84). Coverage of William
and Kate Middleton’s relationship tested boundaries, but tabloids generally complied with
official warnings (Bingham & Conboy 2015, 126). Still, in the pursuit of royal revelations,
some crossed ethical lines. Journalist Clive Goodman was convicted of hacking Kate’s phone
155 times (ibid.). However, when French paparazzi took topless pictures of Kate at a private
villa, British newspapers refused to publish them and condemned the French magazine that did
(Finneman & Thomas, 2014, 413). This highlights how Diana represented both the peak of
tabloid intrusion and a moment of reckoning for the press. While certain limits were
reintroduced, the deference of the pre-Diana era did not return.

Despite occasional criticism in the press, especially for Harry and Meghan, major
ceremonial events such as jubilees and royal weddings continue to foster a sense of connection
between the monarchy and the public, thereby reinforcing its legitimacy (Chichon 2021, 587—
588). For instance, the wedding of William and Kate in 2011 attracted an estimated global
audience of two billion viewers (Clancy 2019, 441).

The rise of smartphones and social media has reshaped traditional media’s role, as anyone

can now capture and share images of the royals in real time. In response, the royals have



embraced platforms such as Twitter, Facebook, and Instagram, gaining greater control over
their image while appearing more approachable (Clancy 2021). Even the Queen, often seen as
reserved and distant, adapted to this new media environment in her later years. Her cameo with
James Bond during the 2012 London Olympics and tea with Paddington Bear during the
Platinum Jubilee celebrations helped to soften and modernize her public image. Ultimately, the
monarchy no longer depends on divine right, but on its ability to manage its image and maintain

public support.

2.3 British newspapers and their stances on monarchy

The influence and reach of British newspapers extend far beyond their print editions as many
publications have a strong online presence and engage audiences through digital platforms and
social media. This enables newspapers to reach a broader and more diverse audience in the
United Kingdom and globally. Consequently, despite a decrease in physical newspaper sales,
newspapers still are widely read and maintain significant influence (Baker et al. 2013b, 257).

Daily press in the United Kingdom is often divided into quality papers and popular
papers. As regards the papers examined in the present thesis, The Guardian is considered a
quality paper whereas the Daily Mail, as a more sensational magazine, is a popular paper. As
the classification of quality and popular papers is somewhat “loaded”, Bell proposes the use of
quality vs. quantity or popular vs. non-popular instead (1991, 20). The popular papers are
usually labelled as tabloids, due to their tabloid paper size (A3) (ibid.). Quality papers used to
employ the larger broadsheet format (A2), but nowadays many papers are published in the
more compact tabloid format. Even though the size of the papers has changed, the terms tabloid
and broadsheet are still widely used.

The Daily Mail 1s distinctly the most read print newspaper in the United Kingdom,
followed by The Sun, The Metro, The Guardian, and The Times (Jigsaw Research 2022). It is

the only national newspaper with more women than men readers, with surveys estimating that
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women account for 52-55 % of its audience (Fearn 2017). The Daily Mail is also widely
regarded as Britain’s most right-wing newspaper and is often criticized for its sensationalist
reporting. In 2017, Wikipedia even prohibited the use of the Daily Mail as a source due to
concerns over its “poor fact checking, sensationalism, and flat-out fabrication” (Jackson 2017).
The paper targets a hard-working middle-class audience, endorses traditional values such as
family life, and has historically been a strong supporter of the monarchy (Bingham 2013).

The Guardian, on the other hand, is seen as Britain’s most left-wing newspaper. The
readers of the paper, sometimes labeled as “Guardian readers”, are characterized as “left-wing,
liberal, and politically correct” (Collins dictionary). In 2000, The Guardian questioned in its
leader the relevance of the British monarchy in an egalitarian society. The article emphasized
that the issue is not the royal family but the institution of monarchy (The Guardian 2000).
While acknowledging the Queen’s admirable dedication and dignity throughout her reign, the
paper criticized the hereditary nature of the monarchy, describing it as an “accident of birth”.
Furthermore, the monarchy was seen as failing to reflect the diversity of modern Britain.

The article also displayed broader concerns concerning the constitutional role of the
monarchy, suggesting that the system of governance required reform (7he Guardian 2000).
The paper hoped for a referendum on the monarchy, but its own opinion was that the United
Kingdom should become a republic, though not immediately but rather after the passing of the
Queen, but that the debate regarding the future should begin sooner. The Guardian likely did
not anticipate that the Queen would continue to serve for another 22 years, prolonging the
debate well into the 21st century.

As early as 2017, The Guardian revealed that plans for what will happen when the Queen
dies had been meticulously “planned to the minute” (Knight 2017). The coffin was prepared,
its route mapped out, and ceremonial arrangements finalized: flags would be hoisted, guns

would salute, and Parliament would gather. Detailed protocols for announcing the news to the
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public had also been devised. The Guardian had a collection of pre-written articles for the
occasion, while The Times reportedly had as much as 11 days of coverage prepared. The BBC
news team had practiced for over 30 years on quiet Sunday mornings for the death of a leading
royal. A television director, who was to cover the ceremonies, commented that they had a
handbook “a couple of inches thick™ and that “Everything in there is planned. Everyone knows
what to do” (ibid.). The meticulous planning ensured that the transition would proceed
flawlessly, reaffirming the monarchy’s position in the society and uniting the nation during a
time of mourning. It was also evident that the historical moment would generate interest in the
monarchy. From a marketing perspective, the pre-written articles allowed the media to provide
suitable coverage quickly, guaranteeing compelling content to engage the public.

National news brands saw a 53% increase in page views on the day of the Queen’s death,
reaching nearly 96 million (Tobitt 2022). This heightened activity persisted throughout the ten-
day mourning period, with a peak of 87 million page views on the day of her state funeral. Print
circulation also rose by 60—-100% the day after her death (ibid.). Despite The Guardian's
republican-leaning stance, its website hit over a quarter-million page views per minute on the
date of the death (Tobitt 2022). Furthermore, the article “Queen Elizabeth II, Britain’s longest
reigning monarch, dies aged 96” became its “most read standalone news story of all time”
(ibid.). This trend continued over the weekend, making it the publication’s largest audience
since the 2020 US election. Some readers judged Guardian’s coverage of the Queen’s death

excessive and sent comments such as these (The Guardian 2022):

1. Please, Guardian, give due honour to our late Queen, but don’t join the hysteria and
infantilism of the rest of the UK media. We do not need to know who will look after
Her Majesty’s corgis.

2. Isn’t now the time to have a discussion about republicanism?

In 2021, The Guardian also faced criticism from readers who considered that the death
of Prince Philip was covered too extensively (Ribbans 2021). Editor-in-chief, Katharine Viner,

stated then “Whatever the political position of the Guardian, we understand that the royal
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family is part of the national conversation.” (ibid.). Although The Guardian often adopts a
critical stance on the monarchy, it recognizes the role of the institution in British society and
covers major royal events accordingly, though sometimes through a critical lens. However,
during periods of mourning, overt criticism may be viewed as inappropriate or insensitive,
possibly resulting in a more reserved tone. This requires balancing the paper’s editorial stance
with public sentiment.

This highlights how audience expectations can shape news coverage. As Williams (2010,
21) points out, people read newspapers not only to be informed, but also to have their prejudices
confirmed and their views validated. Newspapers that effectively recognize and respond to the
expectations and preferences of their audience are more likely to gain influence and increase
circulation (ibid.). If readers regularly encounter discourses that conflict with their values, they

may stop reading the publication altogether (Baker 2006, 73).

2.4 Previous studies

Despite its central role in British society, the monarchy has received surprisingly little
academic attention, particularly in the areas of media representations and discourse analysis.
Pimlott and Swain (1998) argue that it is often seen as an unsuitable or trivial subject for serious
research, better suited for tabloid press coverage. Sharpe (2006) similarly notes that while
political discourses, such as presidential speeches, are scrutinized in detail, royal discourses are
seldom analyzed. This suggests that the monarchy holds an ambiguous position in academia.
On one hand, it is seen as a topic unworthy of serious research. On the other hand, either the
researcher’s own respect for the monarchy or its strong public support may discourage
examining it in depth. As a result, much of the existing research focuses on historical narratives
or takes a highly critical stance on the monarchy.

There have been some studies about the media coverage of British royals. However, most

of them concentrate on individual royals instead of the monarchy as an institution or focus on
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historical aspects instead of linguistic analysis (Clancy 2019, Blain & O’Donnell 2008). An
exception to this is Chichon (2021), who studied the online media’s representation of the
British Monarchy between 2010 and 2020. He employed the NOW Corpus (News on the Web),
which is an online news corpus, which at the time of the study consisted of 7.6 billion words.
Chichon used the Socio-Cognitive Approach to Critical Discourse Studies as his framework.
He focused on specific events surrounding different members of the royal family, especially
the sex scandal-mired Prince Andrew and the so-called Megxit, i.e., Meghan Markle and Prince
Harry leaving Great Britain. Chichon claims that the media emphasized the British monarchy’s
positive actions, for example performing work and charity duties, and by doing so supported
the political elite. Meanwhile negative actions were understated by removing the agent, using
passive voice, and refocusing on less serious acts.

A previous discourse analysis similar to this thesis was conducted by Frazer in 2000. She
studied how London broadsheets covered the death and funeral of Diana, Princess of Wales.
Her material consisted of newspaper articles published within a week of Diana’s death on
August 31, 1997. Like the late Queen, Diana was widely popular among the public. Her death
prompted intense media discourse about the monarchy and its role in modern Britain — much
like the passing of the Queen decades later. Frazer explored how the press distinguished
between public and private life, such as debates on whether grief should be private. In addition,
she identified five overarching themes in the articles. These were profiles of Diana, the media,
the monarchy, politics, and grief. Within the monarchy theme, she further examined
subcategories such as its role, potential reform, the royal family, and Diana’s relationship to it.

Clancy (2024) observed social media’s representations of the Queen’s death, combining
methods of discourse, textual, and visual analysis. She focused on #MournHub, a hashtag and
a meme popular on Twitter and TikTok, and the anonymous Twitter account @GrieveWatch.

#Mournhub was used to satirize mainstream media’s coverage of the Queen’s death and
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people’s reactions. Furthermore, people of color used it to express their confusion about the
public mourning. The @GrieveWatch account tweeted and retweeted homages to the Queen
from different sources, such as organizations and individuals, adding sarcastic commentary to
these posts.

Clancy (2024) states that the traditional media, such as the BBC, presented a united front
in their representations of national mourning and respect. She remarks that this was displayed
in headlines such as “Our hearts are broken” and “We love you ma’am”. According to Clancy,
the reactions of the public were more varied, with many expressing ambivalence or even open
criticism towards the monarchy and the concept of collective mourning. However, Clancy’s
study has a notable limitation: it focuses exclusively on negative responses to the monarchy.
To provide a more comprehensive understanding of the discourses surrounding the monarchy,
both negative and positive reactions should be included.

In contrast to Clancy’s observations, the thesis was inspired by the differing perspectives
in news coverage of the monarchy following the Queen’s death. While Clancy argues that
traditional UK media depicted a unified narrative of mourning and respect, it is possible that
her own anti-monarchy stance influenced her focus, causing her to overlook subtle criticisms
within national newspapers. However, international newspapers may have provided more
critical coverage, whereas the national press might have downplayed differing viewpoints.

This thesis examines the representations of the monarchy in British newspapers and aims
to display that the representations were not uniform but there were in fact various approaches.
Considering the limited number of research regarding discourses of the British monarchy in
newspapers, this study aims to contribute new insights into the study of monarchy and on the
manners in which newspapers articulate and convey their ideologies. The theoretical

framework guiding this analysis will be introduced in the next chapter.
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3 THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

This chapter establishes the theoretical framework of the study, which integrates methods from
corpus linguistics and critical discourse analysis. By combining quantitative and qualitative
approaches, this framework provides a comprehensive understanding of linguistic patterns and
underlying ideologies, making it well-suited for examining representations of the monarchy in
British newspapers. Section 3.1 introduces critical discourse analysis, followed by a description
of discursive representations in news media in section 3.2. Section 3.3 outlines corpus

linguistics and discusses the benefits of integrating it with discourse analysis.

3.1 Ciritical discourse analysis

As part of a mixed-methods approach, critical discourse analysis (CDA) is employed in this
study to investigate how British newspapers linguistically construct the monarchy. CDA is
often used to explore concepts such as power relations, ideologies, and domination embedded
in language (Baker et al. 2008, 273). It goes beyond surface-level linguistic analysis to expose
the underlying structures and ideologies that influence communication, thus allowing for a
close analysis into how the language of newspapers shapes public opinion and either maintains
or challenges existing power structures (Fairclough 1995). Fairclough (1989) remarks that a
solitary text holds little significance; the impact of media power accumulates through the
repeated use of specific approaches to causality, agency, and reader positioning.

The term discourse is used in various interconnected yet distinct ways across disciplines
such as linguistics, social sciences, and philosophy, making it difficult to define (Baker 2023,
3). Stubbs (1983, 1) also notes the ambiguity of the terminology, but he defines discourse
analysis as the investigation of language beyond the sentence or clause level, focusing on larger

structures such as conversations or written texts. He further explains that discourse analysis

16



examines language in use, focusing on both the linguistic features and the social and cultural
contexts in which language operates. Similarly, Brown and Yule (1983, 1) argue that discourse
analysis should not be limited to sole descriptions of linguistic structures without considering
the purposes they are intended to fulfil in human interactions.

Foucault (2002, 54) describes discourses as going beyond a surface-level connection
between words and things and involving a complex relationship between language and reality.
He defines discourses as practices that systematically shape the objects they discuss, rather
than merely reflecting them. Taylor (2013, 18) also emphasizes that language is not a neutral
medium for transmitting information but a process where meanings are constantly created and
reshaped. Every act of communication involves choices between linguistic alternatives, each
carrying distinct meanings and implications.

There may be multiple discourses surrounding any phenomenon, each offering a different
way of representing it (Baker 2006, 4). This explains why individuals sometimes appear to
hold contradictory or inconsistent views on the same topic: they may draw on competing
discourses (Potter & Wetherell 1987). A single text can contain several discourses, which can
even contradict each other (Sunderland 2004; 12, 33). Sunderland further notes that discourses
are always interconnected, coexisting in the present while carrying meanings from the past,
shaping how they evolve over time (ibid., 11). This suggests that discourses have no clear
boundaries. As Baker and Ellece (2011, 31) emphasize, discourses are fluid and subject to
change, which makes their identification interpretative. They also argue that approaching
discourse from a completely objective standpoint is challenging, as it is impossible to fully
distance oneself from it.

Van Dijk (1993, 253) argues that rather than constituting a uniform method or theory,
CDA is “a shared perspective on doing linguistic, semiotic or discourse analysis”. Thus, CDA

studies are diverse and employ different theoretical frameworks and methodologies (Wodak
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2011, 50). A common principle is that discourse is a form of social practice that should be
studied in context (Fairclough & Wodak 1997, 258). As social practice, discourses both shape
and are shaped by the social, institutional, and structural contexts in which they occur.
Consequently, discourses have the power to reproduce and reinforce power relations and social

norms, but also to challenge and transform them (ibid.).

3.2 Discursive representations in news media

There is considerable competition and commercial pressure in today’s media landscape, which
leads to a conflict between informing and entertaining the audience (Fairclough 1995, 5). This
is evident in attention-grabbing features such as exaggerated vocabulary, sensational headlines,
and striking stories.

News language exhibits various genre-specific features, such as nominalizations,
neologisms, and complex sentence structures (Van Dijk, 1988, 177). Another common
characteristic is atypical word order, such as post-positioned declaratives "..., the president
declared". Van Dijk emphasizes that these syntactic choices can reflect underlying ideological
stances. For example, passive constructions and the omission of agents can obscure the
negative actions of influential groups, such as the royal family. He further notes that lexical
choices significantly shape news discourse, potentially revealing hidden opinions or
ideological leanings. Terms such as "terrorists" or "freedom fighters" illustrate this, as they
reflect differing perspectives and biases (Van Dijk, 1988, 177). By analyzing such linguistic
features, hidden viewpoints, implicit opinions, and underlying ideologies in media texts can be
revealed. This insight is particularly relevant to the present study, which examines how
newspapers construct ideological representations of the monarchy through lexical patterns.

News media encapsulate values and ideologies that both influence and mirror the broader
world (Cotter 2015, 801). It has the power to shape values, beliefs, and knowledge by

representing phenomena in specific ways (Fairclough 1995, 2). As Hall (1997, 16) explains,
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“representation is the production of meaning through language”. Although news often presents
reported events as objective facts (Fairclough 1989, 129), Baker et al. (2013a, 3) argue that
media cannot report events with complete accuracy or objectivity. Instead, it constructs
representations of events. This construction involves not only linguistic choices but also
editorial decisions about what is reported, how it is contextualized, which perspectives are
foregrounded, and whose voices are included or excluded (Baker et al. 2013a). In the United
Kingdom particularly, the national press is politically driven and produces “ideologically
motivated versions of reality”, intended to persuade readers that certain phenomena are either
positive or negative (ibid., 3).

The concept of framing helps to explain how representations are constructed and
circulated. According to Lakoff (2004, xv), frames are “mental structures that shape the way
we see the world”. Similarly, Kuypers (2009, 190) defines framing as a process in which
communicators, consciously or unconsciously, form a perspective to guide others in
interpreting the circumstances of a situation in a specific way. Entman (1993, 52)
conceptualizes framing as the act of choosing certain features of reality and making them more
salient to advocate a distinct interpretation, evaluation, or solution to an issue. Frames are
realized in texts through the inclusion or exclusion of keywords, recurring expressions and
imagery, and selected sources (ibid., 54). Once a frame is established around a topic, it tends
to guide how journalists perceive and report new information, thereby reinforcing the original
interpretation (Entman 1991). This demonstrates the powerful role framing plays in shaping
how phenomena are represented in the media, such as whether the monarchy is seen as a
prestigious institution or an outdated relic. These representations can deeply influence how the
public perceives the role and relevance of the monarchy.

Given the central role of newspapers in representing phenomena and producing and

reproducing discourses surrounding them, they are the focus of this study. Baker (2006, 14)
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notes that while qualitative methods in discourse analysis provide deep insights into discursive
content, a corpus-based approach enables the identification of opposing and evolving
discourses as well. Therefore, this study combines both approaches, as the following section

on corpus linguistics will demonstrate.

3.3 Corpus linguistics

Corpus linguistics utilizes computer-based empirical methods to analyze language usage,
relying on extensive electronically available collections of naturally occurring spoken and
written texts, referred to as corpora (Baker 2006, 1; McEnery & Wilson 1996, 1). These serve
as a benchmark against which statements about language can be tested. Computer software
with statistical tools enables linguistic patterns and frequency information to be analyzed
effectively from substantial volumes of text (Baker 2006, 2).

Unlike databases or text archives, corpora are not merely collections of texts, but they
are purposefully constructed to represent specific language varieties or genres (Baker 2006,
26). General or reference corpora typically consist of millions of words from a wide range of
sources and aim to represent a particular language variety (ibid., 30). Two of the most widely
used reference corpora are the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA) for
American English and the British National Corpus (BNC) for British English. These corpora
can be used to examine general language use or to serve as reference points in corpus-based
studies (Gillings et al. 2023, 9).

However, reference corpora are often insufficient for research that focuses on specific
language variety, genre, or topic (Gillings et al. 2023, 10). In studies such as discourse analysis,
it is therefore more appropriate to compile a specialized corpus tailored to the context and time
frame of the study. Creating such a corpus allows the researcher to select texts that are
representative and best align with the research questions (ibid.). For example, the present study

requires data from a specific and recent historical moment, the aftermath of Queen Elizabeth’s
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death, which reference corpora do not yet cover. A specialized corpus, by contrast, ensures that
the data are directly aligned with the research aims, providing a more precise and meaningful
analysis than would be possible with a general corpus.

Traditional critical discourse analysis is limited to small datasets, raising concerns about
the representativeness of the material (Gillings et al. 2010, 6). Furthermore, critics of CDA
claim that the selection process might be biased, as researchers might consciously or
unconsciously choose data that confirm their preconceptions. Integrating corpus linguistics into
CDA reduces this bias by enabling the analysis of much larger collections of texts (ibid.). For
example, in the case of newspaper articles, it is much harder to be selective when dealing with
hundreds of them (Baker 2006, 12). This reduces the potential for bias, allowing the analysis
to begin with a dataset that is more neutral and less influenced by researchers' assumptions
(ibid.).

In corpus linguistics, the entire material is not read manually, instead, computer software
is used to perform calculations on the corpus (Baker et al. 2013a, 25). This enables the analysis
of much larger datasets, increasing the credibility and reliability of the findings. For example,
analyzing hundreds of articles is well suited to uncovering how media representations can
gradually influence readers’ perceptions over time (ibid., 26). Moreover, corpus linguistics
allows for the identification of recurring linguistic patterns that contribute to the construction
of discourses (Baker 2006, 13). Corpora may also reveal counter-intuitive patterns, deviations
from expected trends, or even absences in the data, offering a more nuanced view of language
use (Partington 2015, 242).

A corpus can be used to explore various linguistic features and aspects of language. This
thesis concentrates on collocates as a means of uncovering discursive patterns. A collocate
refers to a word that accompanies the main word, node, in a corpus and the focus is typically

on frequently co-occurring items (Stubbs 2003, 306). Identifying collocates is particularly
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valuable in discourse analysis, as collocates can reveal underlying ideological meanings (Baker
et al. 2013a, 36). For instance, Gabrielatos and Baker (2008) observed that refugee frequently
collocates with flood, not referring to literal water, but to the metaphor flood of refugees. This
metaphor dehumanizes refugees by portraying them as an unwanted and uncontrollable natural
disaster.

Words can appear semantically neutral, but if they frequently occur in negative or
positive contexts, their meaning can be shaped by those associations (Gillings et al. 2023, 29).
This phenomenon, known as semantic prosody, was introduced by Louw (1993) to describe
the evaluative meaning a word acquires through its typical collocates. For example, the verb
cause may seem neutral on its own, but it commonly co-occurs with words such as pain,
trouble, and death, indicating a negative prosody (Gillings et al. 2023, 30). This type of subtle
association can be used to convey a stance, even when the language appears neutral. For
example, the phrase “it caused amusement” might imply disapproval of those who found
something amusing, despite sounding neutral or positive at first glance (ibid.).

By combining critical discourse analysis and corpus linguistics, this study aims to explore
the representations of the monarchy in newspapers. While corpus linguistics provides a more
objective, quantitative approach to uncovering linguistic patterns, CDA helps in interpreting
them and identifying discourses. Furthermore, it can reveal ideologies embedded in the
reporting. The following chapter outlines the data collection process and demonstrates how this

complementary methodology was applied in this study.
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4 DATA AND METHODS

This chapter details the data and methods used in the study, focusing on how two specialized
corpora were compiled and analyzed to examine representations of the British monarchy.
Section 4.1 describes the data collection process and outlines the main characteristics of the
corpora, including inclusion and exclusion decisions. Section 4.2 outlines the methods of the
study and introduces how the analysis was conducted. The chapter also addresses potential

challenges and limitations related to both the data collection and the analytical methods.

4.1 Data collection and description

The data for this thesis were gathered using Nexis Uni, which is an academic research database
including thousands of legal, business, and news sources (Lexis Nexis). Two advanced
searches were executed on Nexis Uni with the query term monarchy. The term was searched
exclusively in its singular form, as the thesis focuses specifically on the British monarchy, not
on monarchies in general. Since the monarchy is often referred to as the Crown, this query term
was also tested. However, nearly all the results were about the Netflix series The Crown and
not about the real monarchy. Thus, crown was excluded from the final search. Unlike previous
studies, this thesis centers on the monarchy as an institution, rather than on the individual
members of the royal family. Therefore, personal names or titles were not used as query terms.

The search was applied across all fields of the documents, and all types of articles were
included. The first search focused on instances of monarchy in the Daily Mail including its
Sunday edition, Mail on Sunday, and the second on The Guardian (London), including its
Sunday paper, The Observer. As discussed in section 2.2., these two papers were chosen to
represent contrasting political views. The Daily Mail is known for its conservative, right-wing

stance, whereas The Guardian leans more toward the left.
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The date range was set to begin on September 8" 2022, and end 60 days later, on
November 71, 2022. The date of the Queen’s death was chosen as the starting point because
her passing sparked significant discussion about the monarchy in the British media. A two-
month period was deemed sufficient to provide an adequate amount of data for examining the
discourses that the death of the Queen kindled.

The articles were compiled into two specialized corpora, one for each publication. They
were initially downloaded in .docx format from Nexis Uni and then converted into plain text
files using Microsoft Word. These files were then imported into AntConc (version 3.5.8), a
corpus analysis toolkit, for further processing. It is worth noting that Nexis Uni appends article
headlines to the end of the downloaded files. As the articles already contained the headlines,
these duplicate headlines were removed to avoid potential misinterpretation of frequency data.
While other metadata, such as article length and load-date, were retained in the data for
efficiency, it was deemed irrelevant to the analysis.

The initial search yielded 236 articles containing the search word monarchy in the Daily
Mail and 296 in The Guardian. After this, duplicate articles were removed using the group
duplicates function in Nexis Uni, resulting in 196 articles for the Daily Mail and 294 for The
Guardian.

The data from Nexis Uni also included other items that required some pruning before the
actual analysis. For example, the section titled Australia news was excluded from The
Guardian corpus for two reasons. Firstly, the study focuses on British newspapers, and the
Daily Mail corpus contains exclusively news published in Britain. In contrast, The Guardian
has different editions (US, UK, Australia, Europe, and International) and staff in various
locations. For instance, a journalist aiming their text for an Australian audience probably has a
different perspective on the monarchy than someone in Britain. Unfortunately, the Nexis Uni

interface does not enable sorting articles by edition. However, by excluding the search term
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“Australia news”, I was able to filter out the articles from that section. Secondly, the articles
in the Australia news section tended to be relatively long online live updates of all the news
during that day. They often exceeded 10,000 words with only a few mentions of monarchy.
Thus, excluding these articles ensured that the corpus was more relevant for the study.
Furthermore, articles in the US news section were also excluded. No additional sections, such
as Canada news, were found that required filtering.

All the article headlines were reviewed to confirm that the articles were in fact discussing
the British monarchy. If this was not evident from the headline, the context of the search term
monarchy was examined. Articles where the British monarchy was mentioned even briefly,
such as in football news, were retained in the corpus. However, articles discussing other
monarchies, such as the Saudi monarchy or fictional monarchies, were deemed irrelevant for
the study of the British monarchy and thus excluded. Consequently, there may be instances
where the British monarchy is the theme of the article, but other monarchies are also mentioned.
However, manually inspecting every instance of monarchy was considered impractical within
the scope of this study. As a result of these criteria, 19 articles from 7he Guardian and 3 articles
from the Daily Mail were omitted. Additionally, two duplicate articles were identified and
removed from the Daily Mail corpus, with no duplicates found in The Guardian corpus. Some
articles had partly identical content, referencing previously published articles or using the same
quotations. These were included in the corpora, as such cases can provide valuable information
on intertextuality (Baker 2014, 101).

By limiting the data to articles explicitly addressing the British monarchy and removing
irrelevant sections and duplicates, the final corpora offer a more accurate and meaningful
representation of the discourses surrounding the monarchy. Table 1 presents the final number
of articles after the removal of duplicates and irrelevant items, along with the total occurrences

of the word monarchy in each dataset.
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Table 1. Distribution of the data after clearance.

Newspaper Number of Occurrences  Total word  Normalized frequency
articles of monarchy count of monarchy per 1000
words
The Guardian 237 746 519,633 1.436
Daily Mail 191 462 207,034 2.232

The increase in discussions about the monarchy after the Queen’s death can easily be
recognized. Throughout 2022, there were 570 articles in the Daily Mail that mentioned
monarchy. This means that 34 percent! of these articles were published during the two-month
period after the Queen’s death. The increase in articles mentioning monarchy was even higher
in The Guardian. Of the 559 articles that were published in 2022 and mentioned monarchy, 53
percent!' were published during the two-month period. So, even though The Guardian featured
more articles on monarchy during the given time period, examination of the entire year shows
that the topic was covered more frequently in the Daily Mail.

Interestingly, the Daily Mail had no mentions of monarchy on the day of the Queen’s
death, whereas The Guardian published 22 articles mentioning monarchy on that day. In other
words, The Guardian started to discuss the monarchy immediately after the death, whereas the
Daily Mail remained silent, perhaps to honor the late Queen.

The headlines from The Guardian on that day were mostly neutral and presumptive,
including “Queen Elizabeth II, Britain’s longest-reigning monarch, dies aged 96”, “The life of
Queen Elizabeth II — a timeline”, and “Cash, stamps and flags: how royal symbols will now
change”. Despite The Guardian’s generally critical stance on the monarchy, some of the
headlines emphasized the collective mourning, with one reading: “‘Our saddest day’: UK

politicians, religious leaders and stars mourn death of the Queen.” However, in the article titled

! These percentages include all instances of monarchy, even those in sections that were excluded from the final
corpora.
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“The Guardian view on the death of Queen Elizabeth II: the end of an era” the paper expressed

both respect and its critical perspective, writing:

3. The monarchy, built on a system of hereditary privilege, is an anachronism in the
modern age. However, the day of the Queen’s passing is not the right one for
contentious reflection on the continuing place, if any, of the monarchy. That will, and
should, come soon.

This indicates The Guardian’s intent to delay deeper critiques of the monarchy until after the
mourning period, showing respect for the occasion while signaling a future discussion on its
role.

By contrast, the Daily Mail’s headlines the following day were full of sentiment and

reverence, evoking a personal and almost mythic tone:

4. Our hearts are broken; It just seems unimaginable. That wisest and most steadfast of
women, our guiding light in the darkest of nights, has gone

5. The most momentous chapter in our island story has come to an end. Elizabeth II was
more than a sovereign. She was a role model and friend to her people

6. A life that was history made flesh; ELIZABETH R 1926-2022 Her reign bestrode the
Jet Age, the Space Age and the Digital Age - and she never went out of fashion
because she was never in it. In an intimate obituary, her biographer ROBERT
HARDMAN says it was her superhuman sense of duty that united our kingdom as it
changed beyond all recognition Even fiery Irish republicans behaved in her presence.
She put the U in UK

Unlike The Guardian’s neutral tone, the Daily Mail’s headlines frame the Queen not only as a
respected leader but as “our guiding light”, whose passing feels both personal and profound,

emphasizing her role as a symbol of unity.

4.2 Methodology

As outlined in Chapter 3, this study applies a corpus-based approach to critical discourse
analysis, combining quantitative tools with qualitative interpretation. The analysis investigates
how the monarchy is represented in articles from The Guardian and the Daily Mail, with each
newspaper treated as a separate corpus. Through collocate and concordance analyses conducted

using AntConc, the study aims to identify and interpret the underlying discourses.
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The first stage of the analysis involves identifying the words that collocate with
monarchy using AntConc’s collocate tool. In collocate analysis, relying solely on frequency
rarely yields meaningful insights for discourse analysis, as grammatical items such as
determiners, prepositions, and conjunctions frequently co-occur with many words (Baker 2023,
99). Therefore, a technique balancing frequency and saliency, Mutual Information (MI) score,
is adopted in this study. MI assesses the likelihood that two words occur together by comparing
their observed frequency with their expected co-occurrence based on relative frequencies and
corpus size (ibid., 83). The resulting numerical value indicates the strength of the collocation,
offering insights into the relationship between words. While a common benchmark for a
significant MI score is 3 or above (Stubbs 1995), Durrant and Doherty’s research suggests that
a MI score of at least 6 may be more appropriate (2010, 145).

One potential limitation with the MI score is that it assigns low-frequency words
disproportionately high scores (Baker 2006, 102). However, the frequency can be given more
weight by adjusting the minimum collocate frequency in AntConc. For this study, the
frequency threshold is set to five for 7The Guardian corpus and four for the Daily Mail corpus.
The lower minimum frequency was set for the Daily Mail due to its comparatively smaller
word count and fewer occurrences of the node monarchy compared to The Guardian corpus.
Without this adjustment, fewer collocates would have been available for analysis, potentially
affecting the results. Despite this, there are still fewer prominent collocates in the Daily Mail
Ccorpus.

In this study, the collocate search is limited to four words left and four words right of the
search term monarchy. While a span of five words to the left and right of the node is commonly
used, likely reflecting the default settings in many corpus analysis programs, Stubbs (2001, 30)

suggests that the span is usually 3:3 or 4:4. Similarly, Jones observes that researchers frequently
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employ a four-word span (2022, 132). In line with these recommendations, a span of four was
deemed optimal for capturing meaningful collocates in this study.

Function words are often excluded from collocate analysis because their high frequency
tends to make them uninformative in analyses based solely on frequency. However, as Baker
points out, they can sometimes unveil important discourse features (2023, 138). When M1 score
is applied, function words that are distinctive to a particular corpus can be identified and
examined. In this study, function words with the highest MI scores were initially considered
for inclusion. However, a preliminary examination indicated that they did not meaningfully
enhance the findings. Given the already broad scope of the analysis, they were ultimately
excluded. Therefore, the focus of this study is on the content word collocates of monarchy, as
these words carry more semantic weight and better reflect the underlying themes in the data
(Gillings et al. 2023, 16). This approach aids in identifying the most significant discursive
patterns, offering a deeper understanding of how the monarchy is framed in the two
newspapers.

Following the collocate analysis, the concordance lines of the strongest collocates are
examined to uncover the underlying discourses. A concordance is a list that shows all the
instances of a query term in a corpus within its immediate context, typically a few words left
and right of the node (Baker 2006, 71). By examining concordance lines, it is possible to
observe the ‘“characteristic co-occurrence patterns of words” and gain insight into their
contextual meaning and attitude (McEnery & Wilson 2001, 85). This technique is especially
valuable for gathering numerous examples in their original context (Evison 2010, 129). Since
the concordance tool enables detecting language usage patterns, it aids in identifying discourses
(Baker 2006, 77). To ensure accurate interpretation, a closer examination of the context,

including reading the full article, when necessary, is sometimes required.
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A limitation of the method is that AntConc only analyzes the collocates of the search
term monarchy. It cannot account for anaphoric or cataphoric references such as it or the
institution. Including them would have required searching for them individually and verifying
that they indeed refer to the monarchy. While this might have revealed additional discourse
patterns, resolving referential ambiguity manually was deemed too time-consuming for the
scope of this study. Furthermore, many such instances would likely have proven irrelevant,
offering limited added value to the overall analysis.

Because discourse analysis relies on interpretation, the researcher's position influences
the analytical process. Since I am not British and come from a constitutional republic, I do not
hold a personal or emotional stake in the continuity of the British monarchy. The interest lies
not in the monarchy’s preservation or abolition, but in how it is constructed discursively in the
newspapers. In this sense, my position as an outsider can be viewed as a strength: it allows
analytical distance that supports a critical yet impartial approach to discourse analysis.
However, as Baker (2006, 4) notes, identifying and naming discourses is shaped by prior
knowledge and cultural assumptions that are often internalized unconsciously. Complete
objectivity is not possible, as every researcher inevitably approaches their material from a
particular standpoint (ibid., 10). My aim is to remain aware of these influences and engage with
the material as transparently as possible.

The analysis proceeds in the following stages. First, the most frequent collocates of
monarchy are identified in both newspapers, the Daily Mail and The Guardian. The strongest
collocates of monarchy are then presented, followed by a discussion of the similarities and
differences between the newspapers. Next, the concordance lines of the strongest collocates
are examined, and the collocates are organized into thematic categories. The most salient
findings within each category are then analyzed in detail. Finally, the discourses surrounding

the monarchy are identified, and the differences between the newspapers are explored.
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5 ANALYSIS

This chapter presents the analysis of the study. Section 5.1 examines the collocates of
monarchy and compares their occurrence in the Daily Mail and The Guardian, identifying both
similarities and differences. Collocates can reveal recurring patterns and themes in the data,
but to interpret them accurately, they must be studied in their context. Therefore, the strongest
collocates are grouped into thematic categories. Section 5.2 then analyzes the collocates in
context, using concordance lines to identify discursive trends and examine how they represent

the monarchy. The findings are then interpreted and discussed more fully in Chapter 6.

5.1 Collocates

This section examines the collocates of monarchy in the corpora and the collocate differences
between the Daily Mail and The Guardian. First the most frequent collocates of monarchy are
studied in section 5.1.1. Then the strongest collocates measured by Mutual Information (MI)
score are examined in section 5.1.2. It is worth noting that there were 1.6 times more
occurrences of monarchy in The Guardian (746) compared to the Daily Mail (462) and this

dissimilarity must be considered when comparing the collocate frequencies.

5.1.1 The most frequent collocates of monarchy

This subsection explores the common collocates of monarchy within the corpora. Table 2
displays the most frequent collocates four words left and four words right of the node. The
table provides collocate frequencies and their percentage values relative to all the collocates of
monarchy in each corpus. Top collocates unique to each corpus are indicated with underlining.
Function words were excluded from the list due to their limited informative value. If they had

not been omitted, the top 25 collocates would have included only two content words for the
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Daily Mail (constitutional and British) and three for The Guardian (British, anti, and
constitutional), providing insufficient insight into the discursive patterns surrounding the

monarchy.

Table 2. The most frequent lexical collocates of monarchy.

The Guardian Daily Mail
Collocate Frequency % of the Collocate Frequency % of the
collocates collocates
British 53 1.29 constitutional 26 1.07
anti 49 1.20 British 23 0.95
constitutional 33 0.81 slimmed 14 0.58
protesters 27 0.66 Queen 13 0.53
said 27 0.66 institution 13 0.53
Queen 26 0.63 modern 12 0.49
institution 24 0.59 future 12 0.49
support 24 0.59 said 11 0.45
future 23 0.56 new 11 0.45
King 18 0.44 King 11 0.45
abolish 16 0.39 support 10 0.41
Elizabeth 15 0.37 Charles 10 0.41
arrests 15 0.37 abolish 8 0.33
Charles 14 0.34 anti 8 0.33
role 14 0.34

As illustrated in Table 2, the majority of the frequent collocates of monarchy are
consistent across both newspapers, as expected. British, constitutional, institution, Queen, and
future are high on both lists and are quite expected collocates of monarchy following the
Queen’s demise. However, there are some differences in frequency: for instance, The Guardian
uses the collocate British more often compared to the Daily Mail. Interestingly, anti’ is on both
lists, but in The Guardian, it is the second most common collocate, appearing 49 times, while
the Daily Mail has only eight instances of anti in relation to the monarchy. This strengthens

the hypothesis of The Guardian’s anti-monarchy sympathies.

2 The special character of anti as a collocate is discussed in more detail in Section 5.2.1.
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The collocates unique to each paper can also be seen to reflect attitudes towards the
monarchy. The Daily Mail describes the monarchy with adjectives slimmed, modern, and new,
focusing on the future of the monarchy, whereas The Guardian focuses on protesters and
arrests and ponders the role of the monarchy. Even though the most frequent collocates are
already alluding to differing discourses on the monarchy, the unexpected collocates of
monarchy presented in the next section can reveal more about the underlying ideologies of the

newspapers.

5.1.2 The strongest collocates of monarchy

This subsection examines the strongest collocates of monarchy in the two corpora. As outlined
in Chapter 4, the collocates were ranked by their MI score, with a span of 4:4. The minimum
frequency threshold was set at four for the Daily Mail and five for The Guardian. Function
words were excluded to concentrate on semantically meaningful collocates. The collocates
with an MI score of 6 or above are presented in Table 3. While several collocates appear in
both newspapers, notable differences emerge. With more collocates unique to each paper, the
shared collocates are emphasized in bold.

Most of the frequent collocates featured in Table 2 also appear on this list. However,
terms such as Queen, King, Charles, and Elizabeth, which refer to the sovereigns, occur widely
in articles discussing the monarchy but not necessarily in close proximity to the word monarchy
itself. Consequently, their MI scores are lower, and they do not rank among the strongest
collocates. Similarly, common words such as said, new, and British are absent due to their
overall frequency and semantic neutrality.

The collocates shared by both newspapers are predominantly neutral, such as
constitutional, institution, itself, and future. However, some, like modern, and support, suggest
a more favorable stance, while others, such as abolish and anti- point to more critical or

oppositional perspectives. That said, examining the collocates out of their context offers only
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a partial view of the underlying discourses. A closer analysis of the concordance lines,

presented in Section 5.2, provides a clearer understanding of the discourses.

Table 3. The strongest collocates of monarchy by Ml score.

The Guardian Daily Mail

Collocate Frequency MI score Collocate Frequency MI score
Sfuck 11 9.20 streamlined 5 8.54
abolish 16 9.20 abolish 8 8.35
imperialism 11 9.10 slim 5 8.13
slimmed 8 8.98 slimmed 14 7.81
relevance 5 8.77 constitutional 26 7.75
abolition 9 8.61 damage 4 7.22
anti 49 8.52 vision 4 7.11
arrests 15 8.10 magic 4 7.00
protesters 27 8.05 anti 8 6.85
hereditary 8 7.86 safe 4 6.81
abolished 5 7.44 term 4 6.64
attitudes 5 7.24 institution 13 6.63
value 6 7.22 system 5 6.37
institution 24 7.21 support 10 6.37
constitutional 33 7.02 future 12 6.16
ties 7 6.83 modern 12 6.14
future 23 6.52 issue 5 6.09
symbol 5 6.21 fans 4 6.06
holding 6 6.20

support 24 6.18

modern 11 6.10

The strongest collocates reinforce the impression that the Daily Mail presents the
monarchy in a largely positive light. Almost all of its strongest collocates are either positive or
neutral, describing the monarchy or its future as streamlined, slimmed(-down), or modern and
even including words such as magic and fans. Although abolish, anti- and issue are also
featured, there are far fewer negative collocates than in The Guardian corpus.

In The Guardian, the top collocates, fuck, abolish, and imperialism, are already indicative

of a negative representation of the monarchy. Furthermore, unfavorable collocates abolition,
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anti-, protesters, and arrests all have MI scores above 8. Collocates relevance, value, and
attitudes suggest debate around the monarchy’s legitimacy, while symbol may be linked to
more neutral or even positive interpretations.

Baker (2023, 86) suggests that even weaker collocates can be valuable for identifying
patterns, and that categorizing collocates can help in recognizing these patterns more
effectively. Furthermore, writers often avoid repetition by using alternative lexical items to
express the same concept, meaning that it is sometimes the overall sense or discourse prosody,
rather than individual words, that is important (Baker 2006, 143). For example, a text might
refer to the notion of "largeness" through words such as big, great, or massive, which
individually may be infrequent but together indicate that this representation is prominent in the
text (Baker 2023, 86). Accordingly, the collocates in this study were grouped into thematic
categories to trace recurring representations and identify broader discourses surrounding the
monarchy. While Table 3 includes only collocates with an MI score of 6 or higher, the
categorization is based on collocates with an MI score above 4.2, to include meaningful but
slightly less frequent patterns. This resulted in 24 collocates from the Daily Mail and 36 from
The Guardian.

Although the minimum frequency threshold for collocates was set to five for The
Guardian corpus and four for the Daily Mail corpus to ensure a more balanced selection, the
Daily Mail corpus still contains fewer strong collocates. This made it challenging to determine
a suitable cutoff point for categorization. Initially, the MI threshold for the categorization was
planned to be either 3 or 4, depending on the number of collocates. However, after the MI score
of 4.2, content words became increasingly rare in the Daily Mail corpus. Had the threshold
been set to 3, it would have only added four additional collocates, including words such as

country and Britain, which were too general to add anything meaningful to the analysis.
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Given that there were already more collocates from The Guardian corpus, the threshold
was adjusted to 4.2 to balance the analysis. Setting the threshold at 4 would have added 5 more
collocates, and at 3, 23 more, but these did not appear to provide new insights. While analyzing
the 25 strongest collocates from each corpus was also considered, this would have resulted in
an MI threshold of 3.91 for the Daily Mail and 5.64 for The Guardian, making comparison
difficult. Therefore, the threshold of 4.2 was selected to ensure both a balance in capturing
relevant collocates and comparability between the two corpora.

The categorization process began with a preliminary grouping of collocates into thematic
categories to capture the various ways in which the monarchy is represented in the newspapers.
The categories reflect distinct aspects of discourse surrounding the institution, including
attitudes towards the monarchy, institutional references, discussions of its modernization and
role, and anti-monarchy sentiment.

Once the initial grouping was completed, the classifications were refined through a close
examination of concordance lines to ensure that each collocate was contextually appropriate
for its assigned category. During this phase, some collocates were reassigned. For instance,
fans was initially placed in the category Supportive language and imagery, but upon closer
examination, it was found to refer to football fans rather than supporters of the monarchy.
Consequently, it was moved to the others category. Collocates that did not share discursive
features with at least two other collocates were placed in this residual category, as thematic
categories were established based on recurring patterns rather than isolated instances.

An exception to this principle was made for the anti-monarchy category in the Daily
Mail, which was retained despite containing only two collocates (anti- and abolish). This
decision was based on the centrality of the same thematic category in The Guardian corpus,
where it is represented by a greater number of collocates. Including the category thus supports

comparability and preserves analytical symmetry between the datasets. Moreover, abolish is
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the second strongest collocate of monarchy in the Daily Mail corpus, further justifying its

inclusion.

Table 4. The Daily Mail collocate categories.

Daily Mail collocate categories:

Supportive language and imagery:

magic, support, respect, love

Modernization and change:

streamlined, slim, slimmed, vision, safe,
future, modern

Anti-monarchy:

abolish, anti-

Institutional aspects:

constitutional, institution, system, British

Others:

damage, issue, fans, power, recent, seemed,
history

Table 5. The Guardian collocate categories.

The Guardian collocate categories:

Public and national attitudes:

attitudes, ties, support, views, relationship,
Jamaica

Role of monarchy:

relevance, value, symbol, idea, role

Modernization and change:

slimmed, future, modern, continue, remain

Anti-monarchy:

fuck, abolish, abolished, abolition, imperialism,
anti-, arrests, protesters, protest

Institutional aspects:

hereditary, institution, constitutional, British

Others:

holding, power, recent, cost, need, respect, love

Finally, some collocates, such as support appeared in different grammatical forms (e.g.,
verb and noun), but this variation did not affect their categorization, as the meaning remained
consistent. In contrast, the collocate term was excluded from the Daily Mail collocate list, as it
referred to three unrelated expressions: long-term, short-term, and term. The final thematic
categories are presented in Tables 4 and 5, with the collocates in each category listed in order

of their collocational strength.
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5.2 Concordances of the strongest collocates of monarchy

After categorizing the strongest collocates of monarchy, their concordances are analyzed to
gain a deeper understanding of how the institution is represented in the newspapers. The
analysis proceeds thematically, with concordance lines examined within each category. While
all concordances of the selected collocates were reviewed to ensure accurate categorization,
only representative examples from each category are discussed here due to the scope of the

study. The analysis begins with collocates associated with anti-monarchy discourse.

5.2.1 Anti-monarchy

At first glance, the list of The Guardian’s strongest collocates seems to indicate that the paper
openly expresses negative sentiment towards the monarchy. Words such as abolish, fuck,
imperialism, and anti- are all on the top of the list. However, closer examination of these
collocates reveals that the paper’s stance is more subtle than it initially seems.

Despite The Guardian’s reserved views on the monarchy, the appearance of fuck in its
collocate list is striking. This type of language is not something one would presume to see in a
quality paper. Observing the concordance lines demonstrates that The Guardian is in fact not
using the word but paraphrasing an anti-monarchy placard. Although the word fuck appears 11
times in The Guardian corpus, all instances refer to the same incident: “A woman in Edinburgh
was arrested at the weekend for holding a sign that said: ‘Fuck imperialism, abolish

299

monarchy.”” (Sept. 12, 2022). Similarly, all occurrences of the collocate imperialism also stem
from this sign. The same woman is mentioned thrice in the Daily Mail, but there the sign has

been censored, likely out of respect:

1. A 22-year-old woman has also been charged in connection with a breach of the peace
after holding a sign that said 'F*** imperialism, abolish monarchy' during the
Accession Proclamation for the King outside St Giles' Cathedral in Edinburgh. (Daily
Mail, Sept. 14, 2022.)
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The second strongest collocate in both corpora is abolish, though The Guardian uses it
twice as often. In both papers, it occurs primarily in references to this or other anti-monarchy
signs. Notably, The Guardian also uses related terms abolition and abolished, reflecting the
prominence of this theme in its language. However, there are a few instances where 7he
Guardian itself mentions abolishing the monarchy, though it does not explicitly advocate for
it. Instead, the paper describes how alongside expressions of respect, there are also calls for

abolition:

2. The end of the second Elizabethan era has led millions across the country to pay their
respects to the late Queen, as well as reigniting calls to abolish the monarchy and
sparking discussions about the place of the royal family in modern society. (The
Guardian, Sept. 15, 2022)

The Guardian also refers to “those wishing to abolish monarchy”, positioning itself as separate
from them. However, the phrase “may take encouragement” suggests that the paper is not

entirely neutral on the matter and acknowledges the growing republican sentiment:

3. The organised side of Britain’s republican movement has decided to stay relatively
quiet before the coronation, expected next year, but those wishing to abolish the
monarchy may take encouragement from the direction of polling, which has
support for the institution at an all-time low. (The Guardian, Sept. 16, 2022)

The prefix anti- features on both the Daily Mail and The Guardian’s lists of the most
frequent collocates and the strongest collocates of monarchy. All instances of anti- are related
to anti-monarchy in both corpora. However, there is a notable difference in the number of
occurrences and in the usage of the word. Anti-monarchy appears 49 times in The Guardian,
but only 8 times in the Daily Mail corpus. AntConc identifies anti- as a separate collocate,
because it does not recognize hyphenated terms as a single token. It would have been possible
to alter the settings in AntConc to append the hyphen. However, the notion of being anti-
monarchy is a central part of the discourses surrounding the monarchy, and the alteration would

also have omitted important collocates related to it. Therefore, the settings were not altered to
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ensure a comprehensive analysis of the anti-monarchy discourse. This decision is further
explained in Chapter 6.

Anti- is the second most common collocate of monarchy in The Guardian corpus and it
also has a high MI score of 8.52. Of the 49 instances of anti-monarchy in the corpus, 33 are
followed by protest*, including words protest(s), protester(s), and protestors. Most of the other
collocates of anti-monarchy are also connected to the protests such as activists, banners, and
chants. Anti-monarchy is a recurring theme in The Guardian though its reporting on the topic
is fairly neutral. However, the paper released the content of anti-monarchy signs even when
the messages were controversial, such as the above-mentioned “Fuck imperialism, abolish
monarchy” or “If you hate the royal family clap your hands”. Moreover, after some anti-
monarchy protesters were arrested, The Guardian published an article expounding the law on

the right to protest (example 8). This can be seen as a subtle show of support for the protesters.

4. Anti-monarchy billboards are going up around England and Scotland this week in
the first major push since the death of Queen Elizabeth II by activists campaigning
for a republic. (The Guardian, Oct. 27, 2022)

5. Visiting fans housed in one stand behind the goals in Paisley chanted the anti-
monarchy sentiment and there was banner held up which read: “If you hate the royal
family clap your hands”. (The Guardian, Sept. 18, 2022)

6. The reaction of the crowds that lined the streets of the Welsh capital was largely
warm, but he [Charles] was booed as he entered Cardiff Castle by anti-monarchy
protesters and there were small demonstrations at Llandaff Cathedral and the Senedd
building. (The Guardian, Sept. 16, 2022)

7. Clive Lewis, the Norwich South MP and former shadow cabinet minister, said the
arrest of anti-monarchy protesters and the condemnation of others who dissented
showed that the royal succession “is as much about coercion as consent”. (The
Guardian, Sept. 16, 2022)

8. Amid concerns over the arrests of anti-monarchy protesters at events related to
the ascension to the throne of King Charles III after the death of the Queen, we
explain the law on the right to protest. (The Guardian, Sept. 12, 2022)

The Daily Mail, on the other hand, was remarkably silent on the anti-monarchy protests
following the Queen’s death. References to these protests are limited to brief mentions, such

as in the sports section, where anti-monarchy banners are noted because a football club faced
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disciplinary action due to their fans displaying them. The actual anti-monarchy protests appear
only twice in the Daily Mail’s news coverage. However, the articles focus on police actions

rather than the protests themselves:

9. POLICE have been 'overzealous' in their handling of anti-monarchy protests
following the Queen's death, a former counterterror chief said yesterday. (Daily Mail,
Sept. 14, 2022)

10. But while these demonstrations were insensitive and inappropriate, the police's
heavy-handed response to those expressing republican views is deeply troubling.

Should a man who yelled "Who elected him?' at a proclamation of Charles III really
be arrested? Was it honestly proportionate to charge a woman simply for holding up
a sign that read 'Abolish the monarchy'? Their actions were hardly high treason.
(Daily Mail, Sept. 14, 2022)

Example 10 illustrates how the Daily Mail simultaneously condemns the protests and criticizes
the actions of the police. It promotes freedom of speech and reports on the anti-monarchy
opinions to stress that, although it considers them distasteful, they are not illegal. The paper
uses rhetorical questions and evaluative adverbs really, honestly, simply, and hardly, which
serve to frame the protests as non-threatening and the police response as excessive. Notably,
such opinions are reported only on September 13 and 14, when the police’s behavior is under
scrutiny. At other times, the paper remains silent about the protests, thereby limiting the
visibility of republican discourse.

While The Guardian refers to anti-monarchy protesters in the plural, implying a broader

movement, the Daily Mail frames the protesters as isolated individuals:

11. A woman brandishing signs saying 'Abolish the Monarchy' and 'Not My King'
outside Parliament as King Charles addressed MPs was also escorted away from gates
by officers. (Daily Mail, Sept. 14, 2022)

The article also describes another isolated protester who heckled Prince Andrew and notes how
“Furious mourners yanked the protester backwards, dragging him to the ground and pushing
[him] out of the crowd before he was led away by police”. By focusing on the crowd’s anger
rather than the protest itself, the Daily Mail frames the protester as a lone disruptor, reinforcing

the idea that the public overwhelmingly supports the monarchy and Prince Andrew. By

41



portraying protesters as isolated individuals rather than as part of a broader movement, the
article minimizes the scale of republican sentiment.
Although the coverage of the protests is minimal, the Daily Mail readers are nonetheless

aware of them and disapprove, as is evident from these letters from the readers:

12. IT DIDN'T take long for the anti-monarchy halfwits, most of whom are a bunch of
nobodies, to make their offensive comments. To accuse the Queen of ruling over
slavery and cruelty is an insult to a lady who did more for this country in one day
than these morons have done in their whole lives. To voice their puerile whining
while the Royal Family is in mourning is unforgivable. (Daily Mail, Sept. 14, 2022)

13. ANTI-MONARCHY protests are an affront to decency when the rest of us are
grieving for our Queen. (Daily Mail, Sept. 14, 2022)

This indicates that the Daily Mail backgrounds anti-monarchy protesters, offering limited
coverage of their views, whereas The Guardian also provides a platform for the protesters'
opinions. In the Daily Mail, protesters are mentioned in specific contexts, such as football-

related news, readers’ comments or critiques of the police, without directly giving them a voice.

5.2.2 Modernization and change

One of the main discourses in the Daily Mail is modernization, specifically the idea that King
Charles wants the monarchy - and his coronation - to be streamlined, slimmed-down, and
modern. This is reflected in various word choices: he wants, his desire, his vision, wishes,
intentions, and ambitions to slim down the monarchy. While the articles mention Charles’s aim
for a modern monarchy, many of them focus primarily on the coronation. Naturally, the press
and the public were particularly interested in the coronation, as it had been nearly sixty years
since the previous one. The articles emphasize that this slimming-down requires carefully

balancing modernity, cost, and traditions:

14. King Charles is understood to want his Coronation to set the tone for a streamlined
and modern monarchy, while retaining some of the pomp and majesty that stunned
the world during the Queen's lying-in-state and funeral ceremonies. (Mail on Sunday,
Oct. 9, 2022)
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15. The occasion is being slimmed down in light of the cost of living crisis and to show
Charles's desire to establish a more streamlined modern monarchy. The 1953
Coronation was a carnival of celebration and a morale boost for a post-war nation
starved of pageantry. The event was largely modelled on the Coronation of the
Queen's father, George VI, in 1937, which in turn was modelled on that of George V
in 1911.

Royal watchers had hoped for a similar day of pageantry for Charles to draw in
visitors. (Daily Mail, Oct. 12, 2022)

As can be seen from example 15, the Mail is not entirely confident that slimming down
is the right choice for the monarchy. Some articles express this more subtly, simply describing
how spectacular the previous celebrations have been. Others, like example 15, mention hopes
for more pageantry or “bells and whistles”. Some go even further, acknowledging Charles’s
wishes but commenting that the changes must not be too excessive, and questioning how well

a slimmed-down monarchy can function:

16. We must not swap the mystical beauty of this epic pomp and pageantry for a
charmless, slimmed down monarchy (Daily Mail, Sept. 15, 2022)

17. 1 know he wants a streamlined monarchy but too much of this sort of thing will
make it look more like a cheapskate monarchy, which cannot afford the tradition on
which it is founded. (Mail on Sunday, Oct. 23, 2022)

18. Meanwhile, the public is entitled to ask how well his slimmed-down monarchy will
work (Daily Mail, Sept. 9, 2022)

The Daily Mail presents the slimming-down clearly as Charles’s desire. However, the
Queen did not fully support his ambitions to streamline the monarchy if it meant sidelining
Edward and possibly even Princess Anne (Daily Mail, Sept. 10, 2022). Meanwhile, William
“believes a slimmed down monarchy is the way forward”. The Daily Mail notes that while
William loves his cousins, he considers that Princess Beatrice and Eugenie “should not have a
role in public life” (Daily Mail, Sept. 10, 2022).

Prince Harry and Meghan also appear to be part of this slimming down. When the palace
released the first official photograph of the new King, only Camilla, William, and Kate stood
by him. The Daily Mail (Oct. 2, 2022) describes this moment as “a glimpse of the present and

future of the monarchy” and refers to them as “the real 'Fab Four' in our new slimmed-down
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monarchy”. This redefines the term, as before Megxit, William, Kate, Harry, and Meghan were
known by this nickname. The phrase represents the current group as the rightful core of the
monarchy. The absence of Harry and Meghan from both the photograph and a reception for
heads of state at Buckingham Palace marks their exclusion from the institution’s inner circle.

The Mail reflects on how different the situation would have been just a few years earlier:

19. And it is a not-so-subtle nod to his wishes for a slimmed-down monarchy: one he
believes will be more relevant and more resilient. Some will wonder if this is not just
slimming down, but cutting to the bone. The unspoken elephant in the room is the
absence of the King's younger son.

Three years ago, Prince Harry and his wife Meghan would have had every
expectation to be part of this family ensemble. (Mail on Sunday, Oct. 3, 2022)

The Mail appears to have an ambiguous stance on the exclusion of Harry and Meghan.
On one hand, the paper seems to view this as a positive and necessary development, stating
that “the public would not tolerate a vast army of working Royals all taking their cut from the
public purse” (Mail on Sunday, Oct. 2, 2022). On the other hand, a more critical tone emerges
in example 19, which asks “if this is not just slimming down, but cutting to the bone”. The
phrase “one he believes will be more relevant” frames the slimmed-down monarchy as
Charles’s personal conviction, subtly questioning its desirability. Furthermore, the use of the
impersonal construction “some will wonder” allows the article to express critique while
maintaining distance, presenting the criticism as something voiced by the public rather than the
paper itself. This technique is also evident in example 15, where the impersonal “Royal
watchers had hoped for a similar day of pageantry” conveys the sense of unfulfilled
expectation, without making the paper the source of this dissatisfaction.

In another article, the Daily Mail takes a more explicit stance, arguing that the slimming-
down has gone too far, creating challenges for fulfilling royal duties. The metaphor “too
skinny” suggests that the monarchy has been excessively reduced, potentially weakening its

foundation:
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20. AS HARRY and Meghan are 5,000 miles away in California, and Prince Andrew is
banned from polite society, the King's vision of a 'slimmeddown' monarchy is
looking too skinny. (Daily Mail, Oct. 20, 2022)

Furthermore, the Daily Mail stresses the importance of a “royal team”, and that Harry’s absence
“remains a problem” (Sept. 9, 2022). The paper continues that “Charles is painfully aware of
the burden that now rests solely on William's shoulders as effectively an only royal son”. The
article also states that Charles would love to reunite the family, possibly reflecting the writer’s
own wish. The shortage of working royals is not just the Daily Mail’s view but has become
increasingly evident, especially following the illnesses of Charles and Kate in 2024. In these
circumstances, Harry’s absence has left the monarchy in a difficult position, with his severed
ties making it seem impossible to turn back.

Even though the attitude towards Harry and Meghan is ambiguous, William and Kate are
consistently praised in the Daily Mail. Their portrayal as the future of the monarchy is a
recurring theme, with the paper framing the institution’s future as being in safe hands with
them. By presenting William and Kate as a “golden couple”, the Daily Mail promotes a
reassuring and favorable image of the monarchy’s prospects and depicts the institution as stable

and enduring even beyond Charles’s reign:

21. In William and Kate, the family has its golden couple. With their young family and
open, engaging style, they are an incalculable asset.

One feels that when their time comes, the Monarchy will be safe in their hands.
(Mail on Sunday, Sept. 11, 2022)

22. The popularity of the new Prince and Princess of Wales should also give confidence
to the monarchy for its future. (Mail on Sunday, Oct. 30, 2022)

The theme of modernization and change is also present in The Guardian corpus, but the
emphasis is different from the Daily Mail. In The Guardian, the collocate slimmed appears
exclusively in the context of a slimmed-down monarchy. As in the Daily Mail, it is portrayed
as Charles’s wish, but in The Guardian, it receives a more positive reception: “His [Charles’s]

view that a slimmed-down monarchy better fits the temper of the times is to be welcomed”
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(The Guardian, Sept. 9, 2022). Unlike in the Daily Mail, the topic of the articles is not the

coronation, but slimming down the royal family or slimming down the monarchy in general:

23. The Sussexes indicated in the interview that they had expected Archie would be given
the title of prince after Charles acceded the throne, but that they had been told that
protocols would be changed — in line with Charles’s wish for a slimmed-down
monarchy — so that the child would be excluded from becoming an HRH and prince.
(The Guardian, Sept. 8, 2022).

While Harry and Meghan are mentioned, their coverage is more neutral in tone, for instance,
simply referencing their departure rather than criticizing it. The same strategy applies to The
Guardian treatment of Prince Andrew. While “the Epstein controversy” is acknowledged, the
reporting avoids direct mention of Andrew’s sexual assault settlement. This choice may reflect
The Guardian’s editorial preference for a more restrained, factual tone, but it also downplays

Andrew’s accountability:

24. Even before the Epstein controversy, Charles had indicated he wished for a much
slimmed down monarchy under his reign. Andrew was not believed to be part of
that, nor his daughters, Princess Beatrice and Princess Eugenie.

But, with the departure of the Duke and Duchess of Sussex as working royals, “the
slimming down has gone a lot further than anticipated”, said Little. “That wasn’t part
of the masterplan.” (The Guardian, Sept. 12, 2022).

In The Guardian, the idea of slimming down the monarchy is closely linked to the
broader debate about its potential abolition. Several articles argue that birthright should not be
the basis for selecting a head of state and portray the monarchy as a relic of the past. Notably,
many of the pieces discussing the slimming-down of the monarchy are editorials. While
differing discourses may exist within the paper, the fact that these arguments appear in
editorials highlights the significance of the issue and affirms that this reflects the official stance

of The Guardian:

25. Who is the head of state does matter. Birthright is not the right way to choose one.
Parliament is the place to decide whether Britain needs a slimmed down monarchy
— or one at all. There is an appeal to a sovereign standing above the fray in an age of
political populism. But MPs should not bend the knee before inheritance and rank.
Modern Britain has little need for trappings and privileges that belong to another age.
(The Guardian, Sept. 12, 2022).
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The term modern also appears among The Guardian’s collocates, but it does not refer to
the future of the monarchy, as in the Daily Mail. Instead, the term refers to the monarchy as it
exists today, shaped by historical developments. Rather than looking forward, the term is used
to describe the monarchy’s present state, particularly its symbolic role within the constitutional
framework. In addition, the paper contemplates the monarchy’s role in modern life or modern
Britain. The debate about the monarchy’s role is explored in greater depth in Subchapter 5.2.5.

The Guardian portrays the future of the monarchy in a less optimistic light than the Daily
Mail. The paper argues that “Elizabeth II leaves a space behind that is unlikely to be filled. The
monarchy of the future will not be the same” (The Guardian, Sept. 8, 2022). By using phrases
such as “unlikely to be filled” and “will not be the same”, The Guardian undermines the
perceived stability of the monarchy and implies that Charles will be unable to meet the
expectations. While The Guardian acknowledges Charles’s rising popularity, it simultaneously
expresses uncertainty and highlights potential challenges, describing “trickier times” and

questioning whether the monarchy has a future at all:

26. An analysis piece from my colleagues Ben Quinn and Emine Sinmaz, as they look at
the future of the monarchy under King Charles. He has had a boost in popularity,
but they believe trickier times may lie ahead for both him and the institution. (7he
Guardian, Sept. 16, 2022)

27. How he [Charles] handles his reign will shape the future of the monarchy — and,
indeed, determine whether it has one at all. (The Guardian, Sept. 10, 2022)

These examples illustrate that The Guardian challenges the perceived inevitability of the
monarchy's future, framing it as conditional and uncertain rather than stable. The paper also
suggests that important public debates are being suppressed. It notes, for instance, that national
funeral coverage avoided discussions about republicanism and the monarchy’s future. The
phrase “Yet one thing you will not find” directs the reader’s attention to the absence of such

debate and implicitly criticizes the lack of open discussion about republicanism:

28. Yet one thing you will not find in British TV’s royal funeral coverage is much
discussion of republicanism or the future of the monarchy.
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Jermey said ITV had covered the arrests of anti-royal protesters and the free speech
issues on its bulletins, but for now the coverage “is essentially around a funeral”.

This view was echoed by Murnaghan, who said there would be time to discuss
“wide-ranging questions” about the monarchy in the future. (7he Guardian, Sept.
22,2022)

The collocates remain and continue also refer to the monarchy’s continuity in the future.
While many instances occur in the context of opinion polls, The Guardian also comments on
the monarchy’s future, presenting two contrasting explanations for its persistence. One article
suggests that “Canada is likely to remain tethered to the monarchy” not because of public
support, but due to the constitutional complexity of abolishing the institution. The verb tethered

reinforces the negative framing of this position, evoking a sense of entrapment:

29. But unlike other states that have cut the link with the British crown — or are
considering doing so — Canada is likely to remain tethered to the monarchy for
no better reason than the convoluted rules that govern its constitution. (The Guardian,
Sept. 15, 2022)

In contrast, another article recognizes that some adjustments may be necessary but
emphasizes that the British monarch should remain the head of the Commonwealth. It praises

Elizabeth and asserts that the monarchy will persist in Britain:

30. Some Commonwealth nations might see this as the moment to no longer have the
British monarch as their head of state, and there may have to be adjustments to the
monarch’s role as head of the Commonwealth, but the core of that relationship should
remain. The monarchy will continue in Britain, meandering on, with its curious,
seemingly ineradicable, intermingled existence.

Monarchs have passed away before, but there is something special which Queen
Elizabeth has done, which makes it harder for the nation. She blurred the boundaries
between her reign and the realm. (The Guardian, Sept. 9, 2022)

The article acknowledges the monarchy’s unusual position with the phrase “meandering on,
with its curious, seemingly ineradicable, intermingled existence”, which suggests both
continuity and ambiguity. At the same time, it praises the institution and states that “not enough
has been said about its place in the nation’s psyche”. Example 30 highlights the Queen’s unique
role in fusing her personal image with the monarchy, a fusion that also shapes the article’s

perspective. Elizabeth is portrayed as an almost mythical figure, to the extent that the monarchy

48



and the person of the Queen become indistinguishable. While the article asserts that the
monarchy will continue, it offers little reflection on Charles or the institution without Elizabeth,
leaving open the question of how such symbolic continuity can persist without its central figure.

These examples illustrate how The Guardian frames the monarchy’s future in a nuanced
way: sometimes as uncertain, at other times as continuing by default, or tradition, or symbolic
attachment. The monarchy’s relationship with Canada and other Commonwealth nations is

explored further in the following subsection.

5.2.3 Public and national attitudes

The Guardian corpus includes a collocate category, public and national attitudes, which does
not appear in the Daily Mail corpus. This category consists of collocates attitudes, views,
relationship, ties, Jamaica, and support. Attitudes towards the monarchy primarily refer to
NCSR polling on the monarchy’s popularity. Articles featuring this collocate often point to the
rise in republican support and emphasize that, while support for King Charles was increasing,
overall support for the monarchy had reached an all-time low. The national mourning was also
contested, with critics arguing that the collective grief did not truly reflect the broader public

sentiment:

31. “People who get very caught up in this moment are in a minority,” said Graham
Smith, from the campaign group. “This isn’t the whole country mourning, and I think
it’s worth reassuring republicans of that. The number of republicans has gone up in
recent years, from one in five to one in four, while support for the monarchy has
dropped from 75% to 60%.”

This week, YouGov polling showed a surge in support for King Charles after his
mother’s death, with 63% of people saying he would do a “good job”. However, the
most recent survey from the National Centre for Social Research (NCSR) — which
began charting attitudes towards the monarchy in 1994 — found that the core group
who believed the monarchy was “very or quite important” was down to 55%. (The
Guardian, Sept. 19, 2022)

While the collocate attitudes refers to the public’s opinion about the monarchy, views

carries a more personal meaning, as illustrated in example 32. The Guardian, seemingly
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uncertain about the sentiments of its younger readers, invited them to share their views on the
monarchy and republicanism (see example 33). In doing so, the paper could better tailor its

content to resonate with its audience.

32. I’ve warned my children to tread carefully and not express any views critical of the
monarchy, given the belligerent intolerance demonstrated towards those calling for
its abolition. (The Guardian, Sept. 14, 2022)

33. Young people in the UK: share your views on the monarchy and republicanism
We want to hear what you think, and how the events of the last week have affected
you. Have they changed your views on the royal family or made you feel more
monarchic, pro-republican or unmoved? Does your point of view differ to that of
your parents or others in your family? (The Guardian, Sept. 15, 2022)

In some cases, the collocate relationship refers to an individual’s perceived connection
to the monarchy, as shown in example 34, which illustrates the complexity of emotions towards
the monarchy. The Queen was a constant figure whose absence came as a shock to many and
evoked emotional responses that transcended political alignment. Even those critical of the
institution expressed genuine grief, which complicates simplistic pro- or anti-monarchy

narratives:

34. 1 would hazard that, on day one, two, or at a push maybe three, any British person
enjoying a regular relationship with the monarchy — in my case, part affection,
part scepticism, with occasional violent gusts of dislike — was not faking it. All the
things said already are true; if the Queen’s advanced age made her death predictable,
it also made the idea of her absence more shocking. She had always been there and
now she wasn’t. An entire age, spanning more than three generations, had passed. As
these things tend to, it made many of us feel older. That first afternoon, I cried, briefly,
then called an Australian friend in New York, a news reporter who’d been dreading
this moment for years. “Jesus Christ, I just cried,” she said, sounding utterly amazed.
(The Guardian, Sept. 9, 2022)

However, relationship is more frequently used to describe other nations’ political ties with the
monarchy, for example “Mourners uncertain of Australia’s future relationship with the
monarchy” (The Guardian, Sept. 8, 2022). The paper also reports that Jacinda Ardern, the
prime minister of New Zealand at the time, believed that New Zealand’s relationship with the
monarchy would deepen. The Guardian appears to subtly critique this decision by reminding

readers of the lesser popularity of Charles and the monarchy’s “violent colonial history”.
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Furthermore, by contrasting New Zealand with other countries reportedly seeking

independence, The Guardian frames its stance as an exception:

35. Tributes to Queen Elizabeth — who was broadly well-liked and respected — may have
been tempered by a more ambivalent response to the new king, as well as growing
public awareness of the crown’s violent colonial history.

But those reservations don’t herald appetite for constitutional change. In her brief
remarks on parliament’s steps on Sunday, a sombre Jacinda Ardern said she believed
the relationship with the monarchy would “deepen” under King Charles — placing
the country on a different trajectory to a number of others in the commonwealth,
whose leaders have informed the monarchy of their intention to move toward
independence. (The Guardian, Sept. 13, 2022)

The collocate fies refers to Commonwealth countries potentially severing or cutting ties
with the monarchy. The death of the Queen sparked discussions in several nations about
abolishing the British monarch as the head of state. However, the process was widely
acknowledged as complex and politically difficult. Countries such as Australia, New Zealand,
Canada, and Jamaica are mentioned in this context, but as of May 2025, none of them have

severed ties with the monarchy.

36. Under the 1982 Constitution Act, in order to sever ties with the monarchy, Canada
would need approval from the House of Commons and the Senate, as well as the
unanimous consent of all 10 provinces. But that would be nearly impossible, as
provinces would fear that changes to the constitution could mean surrendering
powers to the federal government. (The Guardian, Sept. 15, 2022)

37. Both events will prompt consideration and debate about Australia’s current
constitutional setup. Labor has already pledged a referendum on becoming a republic
if re-elected for a second term. The Greens have called for Australia to cut ties
with the monarchy sooner. (The Guardian, Sept. 9, 2022)

The Guardian describes racism and the monarchy's colonial legacy as central to
discussions about its legitimacy. For example, it reports that Quebec separatists urged Canada
“to cut ties with ‘incredibly racist’ monarchy” (The Guardian, Oct. 26, 2022). According to
the paper, the monarchy’s history of slavery raised questions about the legitimacy of a foreign
king. In this way, The Guardian highlights the monarchy’s colonial associations and frames it

as both outdated and morally compromised:
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38. A legacy of empire and slavery that was entwined with British royalty for centuries
has raised tough questions about the place of a foreign king, and republican
movements from the Pacific to North America to the Caribbean will be assessing
whether they should seize the moment. Recent developments, notably Barbados
becoming a republic in 2021 and removing Queen Elizabeth as its head of state, have
also led to a crescendo that could now reach a climax.

While there are strong republican voices in Australia, New Zealand and Canada,
Jamaica appears to be most likely to face the issue immediately, not least because
appointing the new king might require a constitutional referendum.

On Friday, the main story on the front page of one of Jamaica’s leading newspapers,
the Gleaner, said the Queen’s death would “make Jamaica’s break with
monarchy easier”. (The Guardian, Sept. 10, 2022)

While republican views were present in Australia, New Zealand, and Canada, describing them
as “strong republican voices” appears to overstate their prevalence or political impact.
Furthermore, the phrase “whether they should seize the moment” appears to signal the writer’s
stance on the issue and implicitly advocate for constitutional change.

Unlike The Guardian, the Daily Mail does not mention other countries’ intentions to
sever ties with the monarchy. The paper also does not use the word attitude in relation to the
monarchy and includes only three instances of views, all of which refer to opposing, critical

views on the monarchy:

39. It is possible to have nuanced views about the monarchy and still see the worth and
the decency of honouring the memory of the Queen through sport. (Mail on Sunday,
Sept. 11, 2022)

40. During an interview with the Sunday Times in 2017, he revealed his actual views
about the monarchy, declaring that Queen Elizabeth II was 'of limited intelligence
(Daily Mail, Oct. 18, 2022)

In contrast, pro-monarchy opinions are not framed as views but rather presented as societal
norms or shared values. This reflects the Daily Mail’s pro-monarchy stance and its presumption

that its readers share this perspective.

5.2.4 Supportive language and imagery

As was already evident from the headlines of the Daily Mail, the paper expresses deep respect

for the late Queen and the monarchy. This is reflected in collocates love, support, respect, and
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magic. The collocate support appears in phrases such as “Support for the monarchy has
increased following the Queen's funeral” and “the public's huge outpouring of support for the
monarchy”, framing the institution as widely endorsed. The Daily Mail’s reporting is overtly
patriotic, emphasizing the shared love for our monarchy and for the Queen. The paper

reinforces national unity and portrays her as a symbol of both Britain and its traditions:

41. Yet among the threads running through the past few days, perhaps the most vivid has
been the intense patriotism of millions of ordinary people, who loved their Queen,
love our monarchy and love our country.

And that, more than anything else, is what I will remember: the deep, unshakeable
faith in everything that Britain has always stood for - our monarchy, traditions, flag
and history....

And it was embodied above all, by the one person who was not there yesterday, yet
whose presence overshadowed all else: her late Majesty, Queen Elizabeth II. She
believed in Britain, and we loved her for it. (Daily Mail, Sept. 20, 2022)

One article even describes the Queen’s faith and suggests that her funeral might allow “even
people who don't regard themselves as religious [to] feel themselves touched by the sacred and
divine” (Daily Mail, Sept. 19, 2022). This portrayal is further reinforced by descriptions of
mourners crossing themselves. Through this the Queen is depicted as an almost saint-like

figure:

42. But I suspect that most of them were patriotic Britons, of all ages and from many
diverse communities, who were united in their love for the Queen, and their
respect for the monarchy. I noticed many crossed themselves on passing the coffin.
(Daily Mail, Sept. 19, 2022)

In addition to uniting “millions of ordinary people”, the Queen’s death is portrayed as a
unifying force that brought even political opponents together and strengthened the monarchy’s
global prestige. The Daily Mail emphasizes not only the worldwide mourning and reverence
for the Queen, but also the idea that the British monarchy is uniquely superior. This is achieved
by drawing comparisons to other monarchies and elected leaders, reinforcing the idea that no

other institution commands the same level of admiration:

43. Perhaps President Macron explained it best. To us, she was our Queen. But to France
and much of the world she was the Queen.
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To those who say the world simply has an outdated and irrational fascination with
monarchy, I say this: there are 27 other monarchies in the world and none comes
even close to the global interest in, or respect for, the British monarchy. (Daily
Mail, Sept. 17, 2022)

By contrasting the Queen’s lasting appeal with the temporary role of elected leaders, the paper
implies that no democratic figure could inspire the same level of loyalty, admiration, or respect.
Through rhetorical questions the monarchy is framed as a stable and enduring institution,

unlike short-term political leadership:

44. And this, of course, testifies to the magic of monarchy. For would so many people
do this for an elected president? Would they turn out in their thousands - and by the
end of this week, perhaps millions - for a here-today, gonetomorrow politician?
(Daily Mail, Sept. 12, 2022)

The Queen is elevated above the other members of the royal family. She is described as
the monarchy’s “super-power”, the one who even critics respected. As the most popular royal,

her passing might have affected the popularity of the monarchy. The Daily Mail seems to

recognize this, as among the patriotism, there is also a subtle fear of the future without her:

45. for many Her Majesty was the only member of the Royal Family who was above
criticism, immune to the day-today attacks on the monarchy, having earned the
respect of even the monarchy's harshest critics. She was, in many ways, their
super-power. Without her, who knows what will become of them? (Daily Mail, Sept.
9,2022)

The paper also suggests that some members of the royal family had attempted to squander the

magic of the monarchy, but this only strengthened the Queen’s own magic:

46. Yet Elizabeth was always the exception. It sometimes seemed as though the more
some members of her family tried to squander monarchy's magic, the more
determinedly it clung to her. (Daily Mail, Sept. 9, 2022)

While the Daily Mail supports the monarchy as an institution, it criticizes some members of
the family, some indirectly, and others, such as Andrew, Harry, and Meghan, more directly.
The paper draws a clear distinction between the Queen, as the symbol of unity and respect, and
these royal family members whose actions may tarnish the monarchy's public image.

The Guardian features collocates love and respect, which at first glance appear to support

the monarchy. However, a closer examination of their concordance lines reveals that these
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words are rarely used to express respect or love for the institution. While one person queueing
to see the Queen’s coffin is quoted as saying they “have a great respect for the monarchy”,
most occurrences of respect refer instead to Keir Starmer’s appeal for protesters to respect the

mourning of others:

47. People who wish to protest against the monarchy should respect those mourning
the Queen and not ruin their opportunity to express their private thanks, Keir Starmer
has said. (The Guardian, Sept. 14, 2022)

Moreover, in two articles published on September 15, The Guardian challenges the dominant
narrative of collective mourning. The paper suggests that while some are genuinely mourning
the Queen, others simply do not want to miss out on the historical moment. The paper draws
attention to how certain media representations of national grief contribute to constructing

mourning as a normative, national duty:

48. Britain is in mourning. This is affirmed every time we turn on the television and see
the huge numbers of people watching royal processions, or willing to queue for long
hours to file past the Queen’s casket. They have gathered, we are told, “to pay their
respects”. They are there “to thank the Queen”. Above all, they are “united in grief”.
In this way, a picture is built up of a homogenous national community defined
by its love of monarch and monarchy. But things are not that simple. (7he
Guardian, Sept. 15, 2022)

49. By stressing only that the nation is “united in respect for the Queen and in
respect for monarchy”, he says, “you begin to construct this hegemonic notion of
community in which everybody is doing this, which means that if you don’t do it,
you’re outside the community. (The Guardian, Sept. 15, 2022)

5.2.5 Role of monarchy

The Guardian corpus has a collocate category role of monarchy, which is notably absent in the
Daily Mail. This category includes collocates value, idea, role, symbol, and relevance, and it
reflects on the institution’s significance both in the United Kingdom and in countries where the
British monarch either remains or once was the head of state.

The Guardian discusses “the faded relevance of the monarchy in Kenya” (Sept. 12, 2022)

and in other former British colonies. It describes how political leaders of these countries praised
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the Queen, whereas public sentiment ranged from indifference to criticism, particularly

regarding the monarchy's colonial legacy:

50. residents of the capital of Port Vila expressed sadness for her passing, but said the
relevance of the monarchy has dimmed over the years....

“We are sad for her family, but for us, we have been forgotten. Colonisers came and
they took. We are independent now and we have seen nothing from them.” (The
Guardian, Sept. 10, 2022)

In addition to postcolonial contexts, The Guardian highlights the monarchy’s declining

popularity in Canada, which is a recurring theme in its coverage:

51. Support for the role of monarchy in Canada, where the Queen was previously also
head of state, has dropped steadily in recent years.

“I don’t think it’s particularly relevant anymore,” added Yeung. “It’s nice to have a
figurehead, but I just don’t see the value the monarchy brings.” (The Guardian,
Sept. 12, 2022)

The Guardian’s reporting is balanced, giving voice not only to political leaders but also to
critical or indifferent members of the public. In doing so, however, it presents the monarchy as
distant and increasingly irrelevant. This portrayal may accurately reflect public sentiment in
these countries, but it also signals the paper’s broader stance on the monarchy.

The Observer also discusses the republican movement in the United Kingdom. It notes
that republicans had long hoped that the Queen’s death would spark a renewed debate about
the monarchy’s future. However, they were disappointed, as her passing led to “the most
prolonged glorification” of the monarchy. The paper describes this as a “spectacle of popular
sentiment” that “looked very much like an almighty pilgrimage”, ridiculing the public
mourning. Through these word choices, particularly glorification and pilgrimage, The
Observer distances itself from the mourners and presents the public grief not as an authentic
reaction but as a theatrical, exaggerated display that borders on religion. The paper also
describes increasing discontent in Northern Ireland, Scotland, and Wales but argues that the
monarchy is still likely to endure. This is why even republican Norman Baker supports a more

modest “bicycling monarchy”:
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52. Given all the pressures on the union and all the constitutional headaches that
abolishing the monarchy would involve, the likelihood is that the majority of the
British — and certainly of the English — population will remain loyal to the crown.
Even Baker recognises this fact, which is why, he says, he supports the idea of a
“bicycling monarchy”, along the more modest lines of the Scandinavian or Dutch
royal families....

That could all change with the reign of Charles III, who may or may not turn out to
be the king the republican cause has been waiting for. But if that’s to happen, he will
have to gather together all his petulance, insecurity and overweening sense of
privilege and make a complete hash of things, because republicanism doesn’t yet look
as if it’s any fit state to make the case itself. (The Observer, Sept. 25, 2022)

While The Observer appears to sympathize with the republican cause, it doubts its success. Its
critical attitude toward Charles is particularly evident in phrase “petulance, insecurity, and
overweening sense of privilege”, presenting him as immature and unfit for leadership. This is
further backed up by its ironic suggestion that he could be “the king the republican cause has
been waiting for”, implying that only his personal failure could revive the republican cause.

Although many of the collocates question the role of the monarchy, The Guardian also
emphasizes the value of its continuity, stating that: “continuity amid turbulence was the great
value that a monarchy could add to a democratic system” (The Guardian, Sept. 8, 2022).
However, this perspective appears closely tied to Queen Elizabeth herself rather than to the
institution as a whole.

At the same time, The Guardian raises the question of whether the public should accept
King Charles as the new monarch. While the paper acknowledges the Queen’s loyalty to the
nation through the phrase “served her country so loyally”, it uses this tribute as a rhetorical
strategy to legitimize its call for a reassessment of the monarchy’s future role. The Guardian
employs the words #ruly and genuine to create the impression that previous conversations about
the monarchy’s future have been superficial or non-existent, framing this as a problem.
Moreover, by referring to “the best future set-up”, the paper implies that an alternative to the

current system may be preferable:

53. It’s going to be strange and tough to get used to “King Charles III”. And maybe we
should not get used to it. The Queen’s passing and the loss of this seemingly eternal
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reference point in the national consciousness are an opportunity for the country truly
to take stock of our constitutional system — and to question the value of a
constitutional monarchy and of a constitution based on convention. Gratitude to the
individual who served her country so loyally should not prevent us from a genuine
national debate about the best future set-up for the country. (The Guardian, Sept. 9,
2022)

Furthermore, the phrase “the loss of this seemingly eternal reference point” constructs the
Queen as the embodiment of the monarchy. If the writer genuinely perceives the Queen in this
way, it would be natural to question the continuation of the institution after her death.
Alternatively, this portrayal might be a deliberate rhetorical strategy rather than a reflection of
personal sentiment. Either way, if the Queen is the embodiment of the monarchy, then her

passing makes the transition of power to Charles appear questionable.

5.2.6 Institutional aspects

Collocates such as British, constitutional, and institution, which relate to the monarchy’s
institutional dimension, are among the most frequent lexical collocates of monarchy in both
corpora. At first glance, these general terms may appear unremarkable, as expressions like
constitutional monarchy and British monarchy are inherently tied to the concept itself and thus
offer little new insight into its discursive construction. Many of the themes these collocates
evoke have already been examined earlier in this thesis and are therefore not discussed again
in detail here. Instead, this section places emphasis on the monarchy’s institutional aspects,
particularly the framing of constitutional monarchy in the two newspapers.

The most frequent lexical collocate for monarchy in The Guardian corpus is British,
which is unsurprising given the focus on the British monarchy. Only four of the 53 collocates
refer to something other than the monarchy itself, such as British society. The collocates largely
reflect the same themes that have already been discussed. The term British monarchy appears
particularly in discussions of its role abroad, as the adjective British is typically omitted in

national contexts where it is implicitly understood. For example, The Guardian notes that “in
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India there was a lasting expectation that the British monarchy should apologize for the
injustices of colonial rule”, implying that the monarchy is morally accountable and drawing
attention to its role in Britain’s imperial past (Sept. 14, 2022).

The collocate British is also frequent in the Daily Mail, though less often in international
contexts. While The Guardian frequently addresses critiques of colonialism and discussions on
republicanism in other nations, the Daily Mail rarely engages with these topics, often framing

them positively:

54. The Commonwealth, too, would seem to be alive and kicking. It was the Queen's
life's work and republicans in its member-countries are not rushing to the
barricades to remove the British monarchy as their head of state now she has
gone. (Daily Mail, Sept. 17, 2022)

Here, the Commonwealth is framed as the Queen’s enduring legacy, described as “alive and
kicking”. The article emphasizes how even countries outside the former British empire are
joining the organization, making it “a unique achievement in post-colonial history”. In contrast
to The Guardian, the Daily Mail does not critically engage with the monarchy’s colonial past
or acknowledge any wrongdoing. Instead, it downplays histories of exploitation and reframes
the empire’s legacy in terms of mutual respect and continuity.

The idea of continuity is reinforced also in domestic contexts. For example, the Daily
Mail asserts that “The British monarchy continues by means of consent as well as tradition -
and many believe it always will” (Sept. 30, 2022). The phrase “always will” frames the
monarchy as an eternal institution, presenting its continuation as both natural and inevitable.
Continuity is further constructed through the hereditary nature of the monarchy. The Daily
Mail argues that elected leaders, such as presidents, “could not carry with them the nation's

past as the sovereign does”, and continues:

55. There is a great paradox here, which the Queen understood so perfectly. Only she
could have fulfilled the role because she inherited it from her father, just as only
Charles III could continue it for the same reason. He inherited it.
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But although the Crown can only pass to particular individuals, the monarchy, as an
institution, is not about those persons. (Daily Mail, Sept. 10, 2022)

This presents the monarchy as a vessel of national history, with its authority rooted in lineage
rather than individual merit, framing inheritance as the natural basis for the transfer of power.
Although the claim that only Charles could continue the role overlooks historical exceptions
such as Edward VIII’s abdication, it reinforces the narrative of inevitability. As the Queen was
widely seen as the embodiment of the monarchy, her death risked undermining its legitimacy.
By stating that the monarchy is “not about those persons”, the Daily Mail seeks to detach the
institution from individual figures, framing it as enduring beyond any one monarch and thereby
justifying Charles’s succession.

Constitutional is the most frequent lexical collocate of monarchy in the Daily Mail with
26 instances and the third most frequent collocate in The Guardian with 33 instances. It also
has an M1 score above 7 in both corpora. It is an essential part of the discourses on the monarchy
and appears regardless of the stance on the monarchy. However, the concordances of this
collocate differ significantly.

The Daily Mail highlights the superiority of the constitutional monarchy, framing it as a
source of continuity and stability. The paper states, for instance, that “Constitutional monarchy
is the worst form of government except for all the others that have been tried” (Daily Mail,
Sept. 13, 2022). In doing so, the Daily Mail acknowledges some criticism but ultimately
defends the institution as the best available option. The positive framing is reinforced by
contrasting the monarchy’s merits with the shortcomings of British politicians and foreign

governments, such as that of the United States:

56. For those who question why do we have royalty and not a republic, remember that in
our constitutional monarchy, a king or queen does not rule, they reign. And whether
at a state occasion or an informal walkabout, part of their duty is to act as our nation's
foremost ceremonial representative. The Queen had golden ticket box-office appeal.
Behind her warm smile, she was inscrutable, not cynical and nontribal. Politicians
might take note that when she made a promise, she kept it. (Daily Mail, Sept. 16,
2022)
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57. ABOVE all our new King gets what is probably the Queen's greatest legacy of all:
the notion that even in the 21st century a constitutional monarchy is not such a bad
way of running a country. Indeed, glancing around the world, it looks rather better
than the alternatives....

By comparison, constitutional monarchy is positively benign. It seems to
encourage moderation and continuity. Our leading politicians on both sides of the
Commons may be a rum, undistinguished bunch but our society is stable and pacific.
We have just changed our prime minister and monarch in short order. Nobody has
rioted or even demonstrated. (Daily Mail, Sept. 17,2022)

What is striking is the claim that “nobody has rioted or even demonstrated”, despite the fact
that numerous anti-monarchy protests took place. The Daily Mail frames monarchy as a
unifying force that prevents social unrest, even when it contradicts the reality. While omitting
references to the protests might be expected, actively denying their existence suggests a
deliberate effort to uphold the image of national harmony.

The paper also portrays the monarchy as a democratic institution, describing the United
Kingdom as a “beacon of democracy”. The Daily Mail recounts the ceremony in which Charles
was proclaimed King and the Accession Council pledged allegiance to him. Although the event

involved only high-ranking officials, the paper frames it as an expression of popular will:

58. This was an affirmation that the British Sovereign rules by the consent of the people
- a living demonstration of the continuity and legal authority that underpin our
constitutional Monarchy.

Since 1688, that system has presided over an unprecedented epoch of personal
freedom and political stability. While other nations have succumbed to extremism,
revolution and tyranny, the United Kingdom has been a beacon of democracy - and
remains so today. (Mail on Sunday, Sept. 11, 2022)

In The Guardian, praise for the constitutional monarchy appears primarily in quotations
from public figures, such as Conservative politician Boris Johnson (example 59). These
instances tend to reflect the speaker’s own perspective rather than a consistent editorial
position. Even then, admiration for the monarchy often culminates in praise for Queen

Elizabeth rather than for the institution:

59. Praising the “indomitable spirit with which she [the Queen] created the modern
constitutional monarchy”, he concluded: The fact that today we can say with such
confidence — God Save the King — is a tribute to him, but above all to Elizabeth the
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Great, who worked so hard for the good of her country, not just now but for
generations to come. (The Guardian, Sept. 9, 2022)

Outside such quotations, however, the collocate constitutional is often used in a critical
context. The Guardian states, for instance, that “A new king and prime minister should allow
parliament to consider the constitutional framework of the monarchy in a formal and measured
manner” and describes this as an opportunity that parliament and public “ought to seize” (Sept.
9,2022). In this way, the paper frames the Queen’s death as a rare political moment that should
be leveraged to reassess the monarchy’s constitutional role.

The Guardian further questions “how far the constitutional monarchy was answerable to
her democracy” and argues that, contrary to popular assumptions, “parliamentary democracy
remains accountable to the royal family” (Sept. 15, 2022). The article reveals that over 1000
laws have been reviewed by the Queen or King before reaching parliament, enabling the
monarch to influence legislation affecting their private wealth. It also criticizes the monarchy’s
tax exemptions and portrays the monarchy as enjoying outdated feudal privileges at the expense
of ordinary citizens. This portrayal is reinforced in another article, where the monarchy is
explicitly described as a ’feudal institution” (The Guardian, Sept. 8, 2022). This directly links
it to an archaic and undemocratic system of governance. The stance is highly critical,
positioning the monarchy in opposition to democratic ideals and the public interest.

The Guardian also compares the British monarchy with other constitutional monarchies,
highlighting its unusually visible and political role. This contrast subtly questions the British
system and implies that alternatives with less political visibility are possible. In example 60,
the paper takes an explicitly critical stance on the monarchy, describing it as a “totalising
system”, where citizens are subjects and public servants swear oaths of allegiance. The term
totalising 1s particularly loaded, evoking associations with authoritarianism. Furthermore, The

Guardian critiques the media’s coverage by stating that royal occasions are met with “one
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approving voice”, framing this uniformity as both strange and largely unquestioned. However,

The Guardian itself challenges this alleged consensus by publishing dissenting perspectives.

60. Our monarchy, however restrained and “constitutional” it is always said to be, is
actually a totalising system. We are all the monarch’s subjects. Ministers, members
of parliament, military personnel and police officers in England and Wales all swear
oaths of allegiance to the crown. All our mainstream media are preoccupied by the
monarchy, as the days since the Queen’s death have relentlessly made clear.
Whenever there is a big royal occasion, most journalists, politicians and other public
figures speak about it with one approving voice. These rituals are so familiar that
their strangeness in a society that is supposed to be a diverse, irreverent democracy —
and their particularity to this country — is not much noticed and even less discussed.
(The Guardian, Sept. 14, 2022)

In contrast, the Daily Mail notes the approving tone in the media, particularly in the
BBC’s coverage of the funeral, but frames it positively. While the paper accuses the
broadcaster of harboring “republican prejudices”, it expresses approval that these have now

been “set aside”:

61. The BBC has simply grasped the public mood, which is overwhelmingly
sympathetic to our late Queen, the new King, and the monarchy as an
institution. Rather miraculously, it has set aside whatever private reservations its
journalists may have. (Daily Mail, September 20, 2022)

The adverb miraculously implies that the monarchy’s symbolic power is so strong that it has
momentarily silenced critical voices within the BBC, as if by magic. The Daily Mail constructs
mourning and respect as a national consensus through both the phrase “has simply grasped the
public mood” and later claims that the BBC “has widened its horizons to embrace the whole
country” and is now “reflecting the people it is supposed to serve”. These expressions
contribute to the presentation of a unified public response to the monarchy. This framing
marginalizes dissent and presents those who do not mourn as unpatriotic. It also implies that
the BBC has previously prioritized a minority viewpoint, rather than the will of the British
public.

The Guardian reflects on the public’s deference to the monarchy by questioning why

many people show respect towards an institution that symbolizes deep-rooted inequalities. The
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reflection is not merely critical but strategic. It suggests that republican arguments will remain
unpersuasive unless they account for the emotional attachment many feel towards the
monarchy. Notably, the writer uses the inclusive pronoun we to refer to republicans, implicitly
aligning the reader with that perspective. This rhetorical move positions republicanism as a

shared, collective stance and encourages critique of the monarchy:

62. Why, I asked, would so many people, often with so little, show such deference to an
institution that is the very embodiment of the inequalities of wealth and power that
permeate our country? Because until republicans can fully understand this sentiment,
we will struggle to win the argument for transition from constitutional
monarchy to constitutional democracy....

The British people have never, through democratic means, been given the chance to
try something different and approve or reject constitutional monarchy. Instead,
those who have exercised their so-called democratic rights have been shut down,
intimidated or arrested. (The Guardian, Sept. 16, 2022)

Through the phrasing so-called democratic rights, the article casts doubt on the legitimacy of
existing democratic structures, framing the United Kingdom as a system where true democratic
choice has historically been absent.

Despite the paper's critical stance on the monarchy and its democratic legitimacy, the
letters section reveals that not all readers share this view. In the following example, one reader
acknowledges the faults of the monarchy but still regards it as the most viable option. This
illustrates that although the critical discourse on the monarchy is prominent, 7The Guardian also

provides space for alternative viewpoints:

63. When looked at logically, the notion of a constitutional hereditary monarchy
seems absurd and yet, mysteriously, the system appears to work reasonably well in
delivering a stable and relatively corruption-free democracy. Like any other system
of governance, it does have its faults, which should never be ignored, but on balance
I think I know which way I will be voting on any future referendum. (The Guardian,
Sept. 13, 2022)

Now that the concordances of the strongest collocates of monarchy have been analyzed,
the findings will be discussed in relation to the research questions. This will provide a deeper
understanding of the discourses surrounding the British monarchy in the Daily Mail and The

Guardian.
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6 DISCUSSION

This chapter examines the discourses surrounding the British monarchy in The Guardian and
the Daily Mail, based on the collocate and concordance analysis presented in the previous
chapter. It then considers how these findings relate to previous research. Furthermore, the
chapter evaluates the effectiveness of combining corpus linguistics and critical discourse
analysis for identifying discourses surrounding the monarchy.

It was hypothesized that The Guardian, as a left-leaning publication, would adopt a more
critical stance towards the monarchy, whereas the Daily Mail would be more supportive of the
institution. The analysis was guided by the following research questions:

1. How is the monarchy represented in two British newspapers, the Daily Mail and The
Guardian, following the death of Queen Elizabeth I1?

2. Which words collocate with monarchy, and how do these collocates contribute to the
discourses identified in each newspaper?

3. In what ways do the discourses differ between the two newspapers?

The analysis began by identifying the most frequent lexical collocates of monarchy.
Many of these were expected and appeared in both newspapers, including terms such as British,
constitutional, institution, King, and Queen, all of which are central to general discussions of
the monarchy. However, the list also included collocates such as anti, abolish, support, and
future, which pointed to specific debates and discourses that emerged following the Queen’s
death. While there were only a few differences between the newspapers, these already indicated
differing perspectives. The Daily Mail focused on the future of the monarchy, using the

adjectives slimmed, modern, and new. The Guardian, by contrast, highlighted profests and
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arrests and the role of the monarchy, reflecting a more critical stance. These initial findings
were further supported by the analysis of the strongest collocates of monarchy.

The strongest collocates of monarchy, measured by MI score, revealed more pronounced
differences. The Daily Mail’s results generally reflected a more favorable stance toward the
monarchy and the theme of the monarchy’s future became even more evident, with collocates
such as streamlined, slim, and vision. In contrast, The Guardian featured collocates such as
fuck and imperialism, which at first glance appeared to signal a more critical or even
oppositional position. However, closer examination of these collocates in their context revealed
that the stance was not as straightforward as it initially seemed. In fact, seemingly neutral
collocates, such as constitutional, proved to be more revealing of The Guardian’s attitude
towards the monarchy. This underscores the value of concordance analysis in uncovering the
discursive strategies and nuances behind individual collocates.

While The Guardian corpus contains more collocates overall, and a higher number of
strong collocates based on MI scores, the type—token ratio is higher in the Daily Mail corpus
(0.30 vs. 0.25). This indicates that although the Daily Mail corpus includes fewer strong
collocates of monarchy within the applied frequency threshold of four, it uses a wider range of
words in relation to it. This greater lexical variety likely results from the monarchy being
mentioned in a more diverse set of contexts, which leads to a more diffuse set of collocates. In
contrast, The Guardian appears to concentrate more on specific words and themes when
covering the monarchy, which may reflect a more focused discursive pattern. The higher
number of strong collocates in its corpus may therefore indicate not greater lexical diversity,
but rather a more deliberate or ideologically shaped representation.

After identifying the strongest collocates, they were grouped into thematic categories.
The concordance lines of these collocates were then examined to uncover recurring themes and

linguistic patterns. The following discussion draws on these findings to explore the dominant

66



discourses surrounding the monarchy in each newspaper and to compare how The Guardian
and the Daily Mail represent the institution in the aftermath of the Queen’s death. Table 6

outlines the discourses identified in the newspapers. While some of these are explored in detail,

others are referenced more briefly.

Table 6. Discourses of the monarchy in The Guardian and the Daily Mail.

Discourse Newspaper
People are mourning the Queen both

The whole country is not mourning The Guardian
People love and support the monarchy Daily Mail
The monarchy unifies the nation Daily Mail
Charles wants to slim down the monarchy both

The monarchy will continue both
Continuity is the great value of the monarchy both

The Queen was the embodiment of the monarchy both
Elizabeth the Great both

Charles falls short of Elizabeth The Guardian
British monarchy is uniquely superior Daily Mail

It is time to question the constitutional monarchy The Guardian
Important discussions are suppressed The Guardian
People are protesting against the monarchy The Guardian
The monarchy is outdated and morally compromised The Guardian

Both newspapers depict a sense of collective mourning following the Queen’s death.
Although this theme is not strongly reflected in the collocates of monarchy, it becomes evident
in the broader content of the articles. Many of these include biographical accounts of the Queen
or responses to her death, such as people queueing to view the coffin and expressions of grief

from both the public and political leaders.
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The Guardian sometimes acknowledges and challenges this mourning within the same
sentence, for instance, stating that the death “has led millions across the country to pay their
respects to the late Queen, as well as reigniting calls to abolish the monarchy™. It also presents
an opposing discourse, arguing that not the whole country is mourning. The paper claims that
the media constructs an image of a “homogenous national community”, where universal respect
for the monarchy is assumed. It suggests that some are not genuinely mourning the Queen but
are simply eager to participate in the historical moment. It frames public mourning as a
theatrical performance rather than a sincere emotional response.

As critiqued by The Guardian, the Daily Mail constructs the national mourning as a
collective consensus, emphasizing the patriotism of millions “who loved their Queen, love our
monarchy and love our country”. The paper argues that the BBC’s funeral coverage adopts a
supportive stance because it reflects the public’s “overwhelmingly sympathetic”” mood and now
“embrace[s] the whole country”. This frames the mourning and respect for the monarchy as a
unified national response while marginalizing dissenting voices. This discourse is also closely
linked to the discourses People love and support the monarchy and The monarchy unifies the
nation. The Daily Mail asserts that Britons “were united in their love for the Queen, and their
respect for the monarchy” and suggests that even political opponents were brought together in
their grief. Consequently, the portrayal of mourning not only reflects collective grief but also
reinforces the monarchy's legitimacy and institutional authority.

Both papers describe Charles’s wishes for a slimmed-down monarchy, using expressions
such as his desire, vision, or wishes to slim down the monarchy, but their perspectives differ
significantly. In the Daily Mail, this discourse is connected both to the coronation and to
discussions about reducing the number of working royals. The paper’s attitude towards this
reform is generally neutral, though it occasionally adopts a more critical tone. It raises concerns

about whether the slimming-down process might go too far, often emphasizing the grandeur of
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past royal events. Moreover, it uses impersonal constructions such as “some will wonder” to
distance itself from criticism and frame it as public opinion rather than the paper’s own.

The Daily Mail’s stance towards slimming down the royal family, especially the
exclusion of Harry and Meghan, is more ambiguous. While some articles frame their absence
as a loss, expressing concern about how royal duties will be fulfilled, others portray it as a
positive turn, often criticizing the couple. The paper seems to endorse the downsizing of the
royal family primarily as a means of sidelining Harry and Meghan. The Daily Mail supports
Charles’s efforts to modernize the institution but repeatedly warns that such reform must not
go too far and that elements of “pomp and pageantry” should be preserved. The paper even
voices concern that slimming down could be a step toward abolishing the monarchy altogether,
stating that “Those who yearn to slim it down may be republicans in disguise who want
gradually to get rid of it” (Sept. 15, 2022).

In The Guardian, the idea of slimming down the monarchy is received positively. The
paper not only focuses on the reduction of working royals but also uses this as an opportunity
to reflect on the monarchy’s broader relevance in contemporary Britain. Its editorial stance is
clearly critical of the institution, suggesting that it may be time to reconsider its very existence.
For example, one editorial explicitly questions “whether Britain needs a slimmed down
monarchy — or one at all”. In this sense, The Guardian validates the Daily Mail’s concern by
using the notion of a slimmed-down monarchy as a starting point for a wider critique of the
monarchy’s role in a democratic society.

The Guardian frames the Queen’s death as a rare opportunity that should be seized to
question the constitutional monarchy. It argues that birthright should not determine who
becomes head of state. The paper also points out the lack of public debate on republicanism or
the monarchy’s future, suggesting that important discussions are being actively suppressed. Its

coverage of anti-monarchy protests can be seen as responsible reporting on current events.
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Simultaneously, it highlights the existence of dissent, thus supporting the paper’s republican
stance. In contrast, the Daily Mail mentioned the protests only briefly to criticize the police and
framed the protesters as isolated individuals. In one article, it even denied that protests had
occurred to maintain the image of national unity.

The Queen is represented in both the Daily Mail and The Guardian as the embodiment
of the monarchy. Although it is unclear how deliberate this portrayal is, it remains a prominent
theme. Closely tied to this is the discourse of Elizabeth the Great. Both papers use this phrase
to praise the Queen and consistently depict her in a favorable light. The Daily Mail describes
her as the monarchy’s “super-power” who “earned the respect of even the monarchy's harshest
critics”. When the Queen is commemorated both nationally and internationally, the Daily Mail
claims that this “testifies to the magic of monarchy”, implying that such admiration would not
be shown to temporary political leaders. However, this reverence is arguably directed at the
individual rather than the institution. This portrayal enables the Daily Mail to reinforce the
monarchy by associating it with the Queen’s admired personal qualities. Yet the paper appears
to recognize the risk of merging the Queen and the institution and in one article opposes it by
stressing that the monarchy is not about individuals.

The Guardian’s view seems to be that Elizabeth was a good Queen but now is the time
to reconsider the constitutional monarchy. It employs these discourses to underscore the
Queen’s singularity, portraying her as an exception that cannot be replicated. It suggests that
her place is “unlikely to be filled” and “the monarchy of the future will not be the same”.
Charles is framed as falling short of Elizabeth, emphasizing his lower popularity and even
arguing that he may “be the king the republican cause has been waiting for”. How he handles
his role is framed as determining whether the monarchy has a future at all. In this way, The

Guardian can remain respectful towards the Queen while simultaneously questioning the
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institution she represented. It undermines Charles’s authority by casting doubt on his capability
and standing as monarch and challenges the perceived inevitability of the monarchy.

Both newspapers have a discourse of the monarchy’s continuation, but their arguments
differ significantly. The Daily Mail emphasizes the continuity of the monarchy by framing it
as an eternal institution whose continuation is natural and inevitable. Rather than arguing for
its continuation explicitly, the paper treats it as self-evident. This discourse is constructed in
several ways, such as through comparisons with other nations or their heads of state, thereby
elevating the monarchy above alternative systems and highlighting its superiority over short-
term political leadership. Additionally, the paper underscores hereditary succession and
presents the monarch as a bearer of national history. It portrays William and Kate, and on one
occasion even Prince George, as the future of the monarchy, thereby implying that the
institution will endure well beyond Charles’s reign.

The Guardian states that the monarchy will continue but presents this not as a reflection
of the public’s will, but rather as a result of tradition. The monarchy is framed less as a chosen
system and more as something difficult to dismantle, suggesting a lack of democratic
legitimacy behind its continued existence. However, the paper also presents a dissenting
discourse Continuity is the great value of the monarchy, although this seems to relate more to
the Queen than to the monarchy as a whole.

In The Guardian, praise for the monarchy typically appears in quotations from political
figures or members of the public, rather than being articulated by the paper itself. Moreover,
such praise primarily focuses on the Queen rather than the institution. Instead, The Guardian
frames the monarchy as outdated and morally compromised. The paper highlights that several
countries retaining the British monarch as head of state wish to sever ties with the institution.
It also emphasizes the monarchy’s fading relevance, along with the role of racism and colonial

legacy in debates about its legitimacy. Although The Guardian refers to “strong republican
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voices” in these countries, as of May 2025, the calls for severing ties with the monarchy have
not led to any concrete actions.

This critical framing also extends to the monarchy’s position within the United Kingdom.
The Guardian draws attention to issues such as tax exemptions and describes the monarchy as
a “totalising system” and a “feudal institution” that embodies inequality. It argues that “Modern
Britain has little need for trappings and privileges that belong to another age”. These
representations construct the monarchy as an undemocratic relic of the past, actively
challenging its relevance and legitimacy.

The discourses in The Guardian are multifaceted. The paper describes the national
mourning and remembers Queen Elizabeth fondly yet also frames the monarchy as outdated
and questions its future. Notably, it gives voice to both supporters and critics of the institution.
This diversity does not indicate editorial inconsistency. Instead, it aligns with Baker’s (2006,
73) observation that, although newspapers tend to follow a consistent political stance,
individual articles may present differing perspectives, especially in publications that seek to
offer a balanced account of events.

This variation also reflects the sentiments of The Guardian’s readers. For example, one
commented: “I’m anti-monarchist but felt a sense of loss” (Sept. 15, 2022). For many, the
Queen was a constant figure whose death prompted unexpected emotion, even among those
critical of the institution. While the paper balances between objective reporting and its
republican leanings, its editorials often adopt an explicitly critical stance, occasionally
advocating for the monarchy’s abolition.

In contrast, the Daily Mail maintains a consistently supportive tone towards the
monarchy, portraying it as the symbol of national unity and reinforcing its legitimacy. The only
exception is its ambiguous stance on the idea of slimming down the monarchy, which is subtly

criticized in some articles. Furthermore, while the royal family is generally portrayed in a
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positive light, Harry and Meghan are occasionally depicted negatively. This reflects Chichon’s
(2021) findings, where the British monarchy was represented positively, but Meghan was
framed negatively, marking her as separate from the in-group. Similarly, the Daily Mail
positions Harry and Meghan as part of the out-group, subjecting them to more scrutiny
compared to other royals. This distinction protects the monarchy’s image by keeping the in-
group free from criticism while distancing dissenting figures from public support, a pattern
also noted by Chichon (2021, 602).

The passing of the Queen was a national shock, and given her 70-year reign, it was
expected to provoke extensive media discussion. Frazer (2000) previously studied how London
broadsheets distinguished between public and private after Diana’s death. As part of her
methodology, she classified the articles under five themes: monarchy, the media, politics, grief,
and biography. The media was central in her study, as its regulation and responsibility for
Diana’s death were widely debated. Otherwise, the findings of this study largely reflect
Frazer’s categories: the papers described national grief and published biographies of the Queen.
Within the monarchy category, Frazer listed subtopics such as the institution’s role and possible
reform, which align with this study’s results. However, as her focus was on the public-private
divide, she did not examine these themes further, nor explore how political positioning might
influence them.

Building on that gap, this study considered the role of political orientation in
representations of the monarchy, and in that sense, the findings were largely in line with
expectations. However, the contrast between the two publications proved even more
pronounced than anticipated, revealing clear differences in tone and in how the institution was
represented. The Daily Mail consistently offered supportive coverage, representing the
monarchy as an eternal institution supported by the public. This representation of continuity

and unity reinforced the monarchy’s legitimacy and marginalized dissenting perspectives. By
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contrast, The Guardian adopted a more balanced yet often critical stance. It questioned the
monarchy’s future and framed it as outdated and morally compromised, implying that its time
had passed. This critique challenged the institution’s relevance and legitimacy, encouraging
readers to reconsider the monarchy’s role in the modern world.

This divergence becomes especially relevant when considered alongside Clancy’s (2024)
findings on the social media representations of the Queen’s death. She states that while the
reactions of the public were varied, traditional UK media collectively projected a unified
narrative of mourning and respect. This study, however, demonstrates that such unity was not
absolute. The Daily Mail did maintain a respectful tone and emphasized unified national
mourning. Nevertheless, The Guardian corpus reflected the diversity Clancy found on social
media, including expressions of respect, ambivalence, and open criticism.

The combination of corpus linguistics and critical discourse analysis proved effective in
identifying discourses surrounding the monarchy. Corpus linguistics enabled the study of a
larger dataset and a focus on collocations. However, while the collocates of monarchy revealed
certain patterns, relying on them alone would have led to somewhat misleading interpretations
of the discourses. For instance, the collocate fuck referred to an anti-monarchy sign, and fans
did not refer to supporters of the monarchy but rather to football fans. Studying the collocates
in their context was therefore essential. Additionally, using the MI-score yielded more
insightful findings than focusing solely on the most frequent collocates of monarchy. Critical
discourse analysis provided a deeper understanding of how the monarchy is represented in the
newspapers, revealing ideological positions and power relations that would not have been
evident through quantitative analysis alone. Together, these methods complemented each
other.

A potential limitation of AntConc is that it does not recognize hyphens, as was discussed

in the analysis chapter. As a result, words, such as term, appear high on the collocate list, when
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in reality they represent three different words: term, long-term, and short-term. Then again, the
papers use different versions of certain words, such as slimmed-down. Sometimes it is written
with a hyphen and sometimes without. However, because AntConc does not recognize
hyphens, these were all identified as the same collocate slimmed and the inconsistency in
spelling did not affect the results.

It would have been possible to modify AntConc’s token definition settings to append the
hyphen. However, altering the settings would have excluded anti-monarchy from the collocate
list, along with related terms like arrests and protesters, as they would have been collocates of
anti-monarchy rather than monarchy. Maintaining the original settings allowed for a more
comprehensive analysis, especially since anti-monarchy is one of the main themes in 7The
Guardian corpus. This theme was crucial in highlighting the differences in how the monarchy
is represented in The Guardian and the Daily Mail.

Another limitation of this method is that, since the corpora were compiled by collecting
articles from the Nexis Uni database, the words are not automatically tagged for part of speech.
As a result, a single collocate may include multiple grammatical forms of the same word. For
instance, support was listed as one collocate, although it appeared both as a verb and as a noun.
However, this did not pose a problem for the present study, as both forms conveyed a similar
meaning in context, for instance, “Support for the monarchy has increased” and “The majority
of people in Britain still support the idea of monarchy”. While this lack of grammatical
distinction could be a limitation in studies focusing on syntax or word classes, it was not a
concern here, as the focus is on the discursive representation of the monarchy.

The present study can be replicated, provided that the researcher has access to Nexis Uni
and follows the same corpus compilation steps. Although the data were analyzed as objectively
as possible, discourse analysis is inherently interpretative and cannot be entirely free from

subjectivity. The findings therefore reflect my interpretation of the discourses surrounding the
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monarchy, and another researcher analyzing the same data might reach different conclusions.
Alternative methodological choices, such as using a different collocate span or MI threshold,
could yield different results. Grouping the strongest collocates thematically emphasizes
broader themes over individual collocates, so an analysis focusing solely on the collocates
might also produce different results. Moreover, as this study concentrated on the collocates of

monarchy, a wider analysis of the full articles could uncover additional discourses.
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7 CONCLUSION

This thesis examined the discourses surrounding the British monarchy in two major British
newspapers, The Guardian and the Daily Mail, following the death of Queen Elizabeth II, the
longest-reigning monarch in British history. These newspapers were selected for their
contrasting views on both politics and the monarchy. The Guardian is a left-leaning
publication, often associated with republican sympathies, while the right-leaning Daily Mail is
known for its conservative values, including its support for the monarchy. The aim was to
examine how each newspaper constructed representations of the monarchy at this moment of
transition, drawing on both quantitative corpus linguistic methods and qualitative critical
discourse analysis.

The data for this study were gathered from the Nexis Uni database using the query term
monarchy, covering a 60-day period starting from the Queen’s death on September 8th, 2022.
This timeframe was selected to capture the discourses that emerged in British newspapers in
response to this historical transition. The articles were compiled into two specialized corpora,
one for each publication, and analyzed using the AntConc corpus analysis software.

The study focused on lexical collocates of monarchy, as frequently co-occurring words
can reveal dominant themes and evaluative patterns in newspaper coverage. First, the most
frequent collocates and the strongest collocates (based on Mutual Information score) were
identified. The strongest collocates were then grouped into thematic categories, and their
concordance lines were examined by category to explore how the monarchy is represented in
each newspaper. Finally, drawing on the thematic concordance analysis, the discourses present
in each newspaper were identified and compared to highlight differences in how the monarchy

is represented in the two publications.
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While both newspapers acknowledged the Queen’s achievements and the national
mourning, their framing of the monarchy and its future differed significantly. The Daily Mail’s
discourses were largely supportive. It emphasized King Charles's vision of a slimmed-down
monarchy, though it occasionally expressed concern that the reform might go too far. More
broadly, the Daily Mail represented the monarchy as an enduring institution and a uniquely
superior form of government with widespread public support. This representation emphasizes
the monarchy’s importance, reinforcing its legitimacy and marginalizing dissenting voices.

Discourses in The Guardian were more varied. The paper praised the Queen and at times
acknowledged positive aspects of the monarchy, such as continuity. It often aimed for
impartiality and provided a platform for different opinions. However, it maintained a more
critical stance overall. The Guardian challenged the dominant narrative of unified national
mourning, framed the monarchy as an outdated institution, and encouraged public debate on
the future of the constitutional monarchy. In doing so, the paper sought to undermine the
monarchy’s continued relevance and legitimacy. These critical perspectives reflect the paper’s
broader stance on the monarchy, even as it recognized the late Queen’s personal significance.

Given the limited research on media discourses surrounding the British monarchy, this
study offers new insights into how the monarchy is represented in the press and how such
representations reflect editorial and political orientations. It sheds light on how language is
used to express ideology and shape public perception of national institutions like the monarchy.
Moreover, it illustrates how moments of transition, such as the passing of a long-reigning
monarch, can intensify public debates about the institution’s future.

While members of the royal family are integral to the monarchy, examining the collocates
of their names could have provided additional insights into how the monarchy is represented
in the media. However, this thesis, in contrast to much of the previous research, focused on the

monarchy as an institution rather than on individual royals. Although the discourses included
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references to individual royals, primarily King Charles, Queen Elizabeth, and Harry and
Meghan, expanding the analysis to the collocates of their names was beyond the scope of this
study. Future research could build on this by exploring how individual royals contribute to the
representation of the monarchy.

This analysis concentrated on a 60-day period following Queen Elizabeth II’s death,
meaning that the findings capture only a specific moment of heightened media attention. A
longer-term study could reveal whether these patterns persist over time or were unique to this
historical moment. Furthermore, future research could expand on these findings by comparing
them with reporting in international newspapers or other significant moments in the
monarchy’s history, such as the coronation of King Charles IIl. Such research could offer
valuable insights into the broader representation of the monarchy in the media and whether the

patterns identified in this study are part of a larger, ongoing trend.
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