CHAPTERIII

THEORETICAL FOUNDATION

This chapter presents theories relevant to theeptegudy. It embraces the
explanation of media framing, discourse analysi8)([@ritical discourse analysis

(CDA), media discourse, ideology, topical themansitivity, and evaluations.

2.1 Media Framing

Framing is an approach to see how reality is shapet constructed by
media (Eriyanto, 2002:66). In addition, Gamsonetiin Eriyanto, 2002) defines
frame as an organizing idea or story line that gless meaning to an event. The
concept of frame analysis was proposed by Goffreatman develops Goffman’s
idea and conceptualizes how frames work (Peng,)2006

Entman (cited in Eriyanto, 2002) notes that fragnimvolves “selection”
and “salience”. It means framing process is to ciete piece of information
deliberately and ignore others. In his conceptrethege four framing elements.
The first element is problem identification. Thecsed element is causal
interpretation. The third element is moral evalmatiAnd the last is treatment
recommendation.

Problem identification is a framing element thafies how media views
an event. Causal interpretation is a framing eléntensee the actor that is
considered the cause of the problem. Moral evalnas a framing element that is

used to legitimate the actor as the cause of theblgm. Treatment



recommendation is a framing element that is useseéowhat solution offered by
media to solve the problem.

In relation to the present study, the framing @eta of Entman are used
to trace the differences #fompasand Utusan Malaysia’'sframe with regard to

Ambalat case.

2.2 Discourse Analysisand Critical Discourse Analysis

Fairclough and Wodak (cited in Dirks, 2006) statattthe notion of
discourse refers to social practices and their sjimleultural impact, which is
usually analyzed on the basis of text. Additionalgirclough (1989:22) defines
discourse as “language as a form of social prattitkose definitions largely
correspond to McCarty and Carter’s perspectivedaim Narudin, 2006:9)

A view of language, which takes into accounts, finet that

linguistic patterns exist across stretches of t€kese Patterns
of language extend beyond the words, clauses, amigrses,
which have been the traditional concern of muchglage

teaching. The view of language we take is one efftituses,
where appropriate, on complete spoken and writtets tand

on the social and cultural context in which suchglsage

operates.

Mc Carty and Carter’s definition of discourse ingglithat discourse does
not only concern the language pattern formulategritten or spoken texts, but it
also concerns the social and cultural context whexdanguage is demonstrated.

The analysis of discourse is called discourse yargal Gee (1999:99)
explains that discourse analysis as “a reciprogdl@yclical process in which the

structure (form, design) of a piece of language thiedsituated meanings shuttled

back and forth”.



In line with the Gee’s definition, Cook (cited Eriyanto, 2001:9) states
that the focus of discourse analysis is not onhgleage but also the context of
communication: who is communicating with whom anaywin what condition of
society and situation, through what medium, how fed#nt types of
communication involved, and their relationship &zle other.

There have been much forms of discourse analyses of them is critical
discourse analysis (CDA). According to Fairclou@B95a, in Atkins, 2002) CDA
is different with other forms of discourse analyassit is “critical”. It is used as
an interdisciplinary approach to the study of texthich views language as a
form of social practice (Fairclough, 1989). In madetail, Fairclough (1995)
gives definition of CDA that encompasses most otledinition of CDA as quoted
in Atkins (2002:2-3).

[CDA is the study of] often opaque relationshipscafisality and

determination between (a) discursive practicesnevand texts,

and (b) wider social and cultural structures, refet, and

processes; to investigate how such practices, g\aamt texts arise

out of and are ideologically shaped by relationspofver and

struggles over power; and to explore how the opacftthese

relationships between discourse and society idf itsefactor
securing power.

Fairclough’s definition implies that CDA tries tonvestigate the
relationship between the language used in textstmndocial contexts to unpack
the hidden ideology in the text.

Therefore, in analyzing texts is not just analyzing relationship between
texts, processes, and social conditions but alsosttuational context and the

more remote conditions of institutional and soatlctures (Fairclough, 1989:

26). Fairclough’s view can be represented in Fiduie
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Figure 2.1: The framework of CDA (Fairclougho528).

Figure 2.1 shows that the social practice and tiseudsive practice
(production, distribution, and consumption) givdluance in text making. In
other words, the integration of the three dimensiorakes the text is not just a
collection of words.

Critical discourse analysis is developed withtipatar aims. Batsone
(cited in Atkins, 2002:3) explains the definitiori what CDA actually try to
achieve:

Critical Discourse Analysis seek to reveal how dexre

constructed so that particular (and potentially ortdnating)

perspective can be expressed delicately and cgvbetause they

are covert, they are elusive of direct challengejlitating what

Kress calls the ‘retreat into mystification and ermgonality’

Batsone’s explanation implies that CDA aims to edvéhe hidden
meaning beneath the texts. In addition, CDA carused to understand media
messages (Eriyanto, 2001).

In relation to the present study, CDA is chosem &#amework to reveal
hidden messages and ideology behind media discoBesmple may accept all

information presented without asking its validitg. this context, CDA will be

beneficial to examine media messages critically.ertables the analyst to



recognize that a single reality can be viewed iifidy by the media depend on
its ideology and interest. Therefore, media messagenot necessarily have to

be taken for granted.

2.3 Media Discourse

In wikipedia, media are defined as carrier of sdnmgt. Common things
carried by the media are information, art, or pbgsiobjects. It may provide
storage or transmission of information

Van Dijk (1995) explains power in media is usuafigirect and scarcely
control. However, social representations can betl{ppacontrolled, the social
consequences are considerable, since these cogniil control much future
interpretation as well as action. Harris (1989yvan Dijk, 1995) says that “the
more the media were found to be powerful, the ledependence was attributed
to the audience, and vice versa”.

Thus, Eriyanto (2001) believes that critical pectpe considers the
media are not autonomous and impartial. On therapntmedia is considered an
arena in which dominant groups spread their belgfd overlook other non-
dominant group. Therefore, critical discourse asialpn media attempts to reveal
and criticize how the minorities are reported anelspnted in a news report and
how the dominant groups exercise their power ower mon dominant ones

through media.
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2.4 The Meaning of 1deology

Ideology, according to Fairclough (1995:110), is set of formal features
found in a specific text. It can be regarded adiq@dar choices among the
options. On the other hand, van Dijk (1995) exdaithat ideologies are
demonstrated anywhere where social actors engagecial practices as group
members.

In more detail, van Dijk (1995) believes that idepes are most explicit
in discourse, for instance in the programs of tbgeghment and the political
parties, in textbooks, in the mass media, in sebbip and so forth. They are
explicit when these need to be legitimated in goreant programs, economic
theory, or newspaper editorials, news reports,iamgegneral in elite discourse.

William (cited in Eriyanto, 2000) classifies theeuof ideology in three
aspects. First, ideology is defined as system &éfisewhich belongs to certain
group or class. Second, ideology is consideredamstructed belief-fake idea or
fake awareness-which contradicts the scientific Wwkedge. And the third,
ideology is seen as general process of producfiomeaning and ideas.

With regard to the explanation, ideology can binéd as a set of belief

that exists in social practices and particularlppbgs to dominant group.
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2.5 Element of Analysis
The analytical elements that are used to traceptbblem identification,
causal interpretation, moral evaluation, and treatrnecommendation ikompas

and Utusan Malaysia’'frame are topical theme, transitivity, and evabrat

2.5.1 Topical Theme

Eggins (1994) notes that topical theme is an etmoé the clause that
appears in the first position in a clause anddenees a transitivity role, such as
actor, behaver, senser, or circumstance. She adtvery clause must contain
one topical theme. In addition, Halliday (1985)misiout that topical theme is an
element functioning as subject, complement, oruonstance. Eggins (1994)
provides example of topical themie: Greece(circ: location),they (actor),give
(pr: material),you (beneficiary),nothing (goal). In Greeceis the element that
comes first and it receives transitivity role acemstance, therefola Greecels
the topical Theme.

Topical theme is very fruitful to analyze the centof the media since it
is the starting point of the message (Halliday, 5)98n relation to the present
study, the problem identified bfompasand Utusan Malaysiawith regard to

Ambalat case can be traced by analyzing topicahéhe
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2.5.2 Transitivity

Transitivity is a system of grammatical choice diwed in experiential
aspect of meaning (Halliday, 1985). In transitivisystem, there are three
elements, namely processes, participants, andnegi@nces. Processes are central
in transitivity and they are realized by verbs. éwtng to Halliday (1985), there
are six types of transitivity, hamely material pFes, mental process, verbal
process, behavioural process, relational procedseaistential process. In the
present study, the texts KompasandUtusan Malaysiaonly analyzed in terms of
material process, verbal process, mental procebsetational process.

Material processes are “processes of doing and emapg’ (Halliday,
1985). According to Goatly (as cited in Sopiah, @00analyzing material
processes is a main way to uncover which partitgpaare represented as
relatively powerful and responsible for the actibfalliday (1985) provides the
example of material proces$he lion (Actor) caught(pr: material processhe
tourist (goal). In relation to present study, material g@ss analysis is very
beneficial to find the actor who is considered ¢hase of Ambalat case.

Verbal processes are processes of saying (Hallib284). Eggins (1994)
gives example of verbal procesqsayer),asked(pr: verbal),them (receiver),to
avoid (pr: material)the scar tissuégoal). With regard to present study, the verbal
process is used to trace the treatment recommendatiered byKompasand
Utusan Malaysiaegarding the Ambalat case.

Mental process is process of sensing (Halliday5).98e divides mental

process into three classes, namely cognition (veybsthinking, knowing,
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understanding), affection (verbs of liking, feadin@nd perception (verbs of
seeing, hearing). Eggins (1985) provide examplenehtal processt (senser),
hate (pr: mental),injections(phenomenon). In the relation with the presend\stu
mental process is used to trace the desirability amdesirability of treatment
recommendation and moral evaluatiorKiompasandUtusan Malaysia

Relational process is process of being (Hallide§85). Eggins (1994)
points out that relational process can be useddéntify something e.gyou
(token),are (pr:intensive)the skinniest one her@alue) or to ascribe or classify
something e.gou (carrier) are (pr:intensive)very skinny(attribute). With regard
to the present study relational process is usedrace the desirability and
undesirability of treatment recommendation as wasl moral evaluation in

KompasandUtusan Malaysia.

2.5.3 Evaluation

Evaluation is the aspect of text meaning that corxcéhe value in the
discourse (Fairclough, 2003:215). In other wordlsgfers to the way in which
speaker commit themselves to values of desiral@hty undesirability.

Evaluation is divided into four values by faircldu¢2003:171-173). The
first is evaluative statement. It discusses thaieah terms of ‘desirability and
undesirability, what is good and what is bad’. kndion is rarely made in
statements; it is often embedded in phrases (e.gdbd book is bought by her).

Evaluative statement can also be in a form of ingrme and usefulness.
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The second is statement with deontic (obligationabdality). It is
connected to evaluation. When the one speaks Imguke word included into
deontic modality, such as ‘must’ and ‘should’ heplies desirability.

The third is affective evaluation. It can be obsernthrough the use of
mental or relational process verbs in sentenceclbagh (2003) gives example of
affective evaluationt like this book The mental procedike implies that the book
is desirable

The last is assumed value. It refers to value wiaiehimplicit. Thus, it
depends on the assumption of shared familiarityh vimplicit value system

between the speaker and the interpreter.

2.6 Previous Research on Critical Discourse Analysis

In accordance with the writer's investigation, #hesire some papers
adopting the perspective of critical discourse wsial as their analytical
framework. Rahimi and Sahragard (2006) tried tolarphow a single reality,
that is the death of the pope, John Paul ll, wasented and viewed differently by
different people having a range of religious anttipal perspective reflected in
their emails. Using a critical discourse analysi® researchers attempted to
analyze the using of euphemization and derogatmruricover the fact that
ideological manipulations are expressed, enacigstaimed, at times, inculcated
through discursive structures. They found that rimiation presented and the
perspective developed in the discourse of the geoptically analyzed (in this

case, other representation and positive other septation) was effectively
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created and reinforced by the frequent use of eujgation and derogation
strategies.

Atkins (2002) investigated a letter sent by Rt. .Hbir Norman Fowler MP
in June 1994, the chairman of the ruling Conseveaftarty, to Expatriates
Britons. Drawing upon Fairclough’s analytical franek, he found that labor and

Labor Party were portrayed in a negative light.



