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Abstract. Organizational metaphors are powerful cognitive tools used to conceptualize and analyze
complex institutional dynamics. Far beyond literary devices, metaphors shape the way we understand
structures, roles, cultures, and processes within organizations. This article explores the
methodological dimensions of employing organizational metaphors in research and practice. It

examines how metaphors frame perceptions, guide analytical inquiry, and influence strategic
decisions. Drawing upon the foundational work of Gareth Morgan and others, the paper discusses the
use of metaphor as both a heuristic and diagnostic device. Additionally, it explores limitations,
contextual variables, and ethical considerations in metaphor-based inquiry. By elaborating on how
metaphors operate methodologically, the paper contributes to more nuanced, reflective organizational
studies and enriched decision-making processes.
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INTRODUCTION

Modern organizations are complex, adaptive systems that resist simple description. As traditional
models of analysis struggle to accommodate ambiguity, change, and contradiction, organizational
metaphors emerge as dynamic tools for sense-making. Rooted in cognitive linguistics and interpretive
sociology, metaphors allow researchers and practitioners to frame institutions through familiar
conceptual lenses—such as seeing an organization as a machine, an organism, a brain, a culture, or a
political system. These metaphors are not neutral; they both reveal and conceal, shaping what we
notice, prioritize, and disregard. Methodologically, the use of organizational metaphors offers both
opportunity and risk. When applied critically, they enhance our understanding of structures and
behaviors; when applied carelessly, they can distort reality or oversimplify complexity. This article
explores the methodological grounding of organizational metaphors and discusses their application
within educational, corporate, and public sector environments.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

At the core of metaphor methodology is the principle of cognitive framing. Metaphors act as

epistemological tools that frame the researcher's interpretation of organizational phenomena. When
an organization is described as a “machine,” the researcher or manager is likely to focus on structure,
control, efficiency, and hierarchy. In contrast, the metaphor of an “organism” shifts attention to
adaptation, environment, and survival. These frames are not just analytical devices—they also
influence what kinds of problems are diagnosed and what solutions are considered legitimate. For
instance, machine metaphors may lead to restructuring or optimization efforts, while organism
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metaphors may favor environmental scanning or strategic flexibility. This framing function makes

metaphor a methodological lens—one that guides data collection, analysis, and intervention.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

One of the most cited contributions to this field is Gareth Morgan’s Images of Organization (1986),
in which he identified eight dominant metaphors: the machine, the organism, the brain, the culture,
the political system, the psychic prison, the flux and transformation, and the instrument of
domination. Each of these metaphors highlights different organizational dimensions, from rational
design to unconscious constraints, from symbolic meaning to power dynamics. Methodologically,
Morgan’s approach encourages researchers to use multiple metaphors in parallel—an approach
known as multi-metaphor analysis—to avoid reductionism and gain a more holistic view. This method
allows for cross-comparison of insights and the identification of contradictions, which may signal
deeper tensions or overlooked dynamics in the organization [1].

Metaphor analysis is particularly valuable in qualitative organizational research, where it functions
as a coding and interpretive tool. For example, in semi-structured interviews or ethnographic studies,
researchers may identify metaphorical language used by employees—such as describing leadership
as “a compass,” or the workplace as “a family” or “a battlefield.” These metaphors offer insight into
organizational culture, internal logic, and power relations. They can also reveal implicit values and
emotions that are otherwise difficult to articulate. In this sense, metaphor becomes both a method of
data gathering (through elicitation techniques) and data interpretation (through hermeneutic analysis).
Beyond research, metaphors are integral to organizational change management and leadership
communication. Leaders often use metaphors to craft vision statements, mobilize stakeholders, and
justify transformation. For instance, describing a change initiative as a “journey” invites collaborative
exploration, whereas calling it a “battle” implies urgency, competition, and potential sacrifice.
Strategically chosen metaphors can align teams, reduce resistance, and foster a sense of purpose.
However, inappropriate or inconsistent metaphor use can lead to confusion or distrust. Therefore,
understanding the contextual appropriateness and cultural resonance of metaphors is essential for
effective communication and planning.

Methodologically, the application of organizational metaphors must be subjected to critical reflection.
Metaphors simplify reality, but this simplification can obscure important complexities [2]. For
instance, viewing a university solely as a “business” may promote efficiency but marginalize
educational values such as curiosity, dialogue, and autonomy. Likewise, metaphors can reinforce
ideologies or power structures, legitimizing certain narratives while silencing others. Feminist and
post-colonial scholars have critiqued dominant organizational metaphors for privileging Western,
masculine, and capitalist frameworks. As such, researchers and practitioners must consider whose
reality a metaphor represents and whose interests it serves. This calls for ethical sensitivity and
pluralistic thinking.

Another methodological consideration is the dynamics of metaphor evolution over time. Metaphors

are not static—they evolve as organizations undergo change. An organization that once viewed itself
as a "family" may shift toward a “network” metaphor in the digital age [3]. Capturing these shifts can
provide valuable insights into changing identities, strategies, and stakeholder relationships.
Longitudinal studies that trace metaphor usage over time contribute to organizational learning and
strategic foresight. Metaphor tracking tools—such as metaphorical mapping or narrative analysis—
are useful for monitoring these transitions and identifying inflection points in organizational
discourse.
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A more recent methodological innovation is the use of metaphors in design thinking and co-creation

workshops. In these contexts, stakeholders are invited to construct visual or narrative metaphors to
describe their experience of the organization or envision future possibilities. This participatory
method democratizes knowledge creation, fosters creativity, and enhances engagement. It also
generates data that is rich in symbolic meaning, which can be analyzed through visual ethnography
or discourse analysis. Such approaches are particularly effective in educational settings, where
learners, teachers, and administrators may have conflicting perceptions of the institution’s purpose
and function [4].
A deeper methodological nuance in the study of organizational metaphors is their capacity to surface
unconscious organizational dynamics, which often remain inaccessible through formal structures or
rational models. Many organizational behaviors—such as internal resistance to change, informal
power relations, and unspoken cultural norms—are governed not by policies but by symbolic
understandings and mental models. Metaphors help researchers and consultants penetrate these
implicit layers of meaning. For instance, if staff consistently describe their organization as a “ship
lost at sea,” this may reflect underlying feelings of disorientation, lack of leadership, or strategic drift.
In this sense, metaphor functions as a diagnostic lens for organizational psychology, revealing
emotional undercurrents and collective anxieties that might otherwise go unexamined [5].
CONCLUSION
Organizational metaphors offer a versatile and insightful methodological approach to understanding
and shaping institutional life. They serve as cognitive frames, analytical tools, and strategic resources
that help individuals navigate complexity and ambiguity. When used rigorously and reflectively,
metaphors enable multi-layered diagnosis, foster creativity in problem-solving, and enhance the
interpretive depth of organizational research. However, the power of metaphor also demands caution.
Misuse or over-reliance on a single metaphor can distort understanding, entrench biases, or legitimize
harmful practices. Therefore, methodological engagement with organizational metaphors must be
grounded in pluralism, critical thinking, and ethical awareness. As the challenges facing modern
organizations intensify, metaphor will remain an indispensable instrument for both analysis and
action.
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