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Abstract
This thesis intended to compare the discourseedféhran Times and that of
the New York Times, which are ideologically different, through a ardl
discourse analysis approach. The current work tigeged how these two
newspapers have used linguistic (semantic and &yejtatrategies to express
their attitudes about an identical subject, the evalrag. To achieve this end,
ten issues of th&éehran Times and ten issues of tidew York Times have been
selected randomly from the archives of these twespapers. To analyze the
comments of these issues, the researcher has ddbptelallidayan linguistic
model. The analysis focused on the linguistic itevikin the three functions or
meanings of the Hallidayan model of language. Tiguistic items chosen to
be analyzed in the issues of these two newspapesaetive and passive
voices, emotive language within the ideational meaningpminalization within
the interpersonal meaning atingmatization within the textual meaning.
Finally, the researcher has come to the conclukiainthese two newspapers
have differently used these linguistic strategretheir interest to get the
support of public opinion in their favorite diremtis.
Key words: discourse analysis; critical discourse analysisology; linguistic

manipulation; Hallidayan model of language.
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Chapter One

Introduction



1.1. Overview

Language is an indispensable part of people'sdiid,social life without
language is very difficult if not impossible. As \s (2006) believes, language
IS a social practice that in fact defines the dqmiactice. Our social behavior
and relationships are understood in language. Tanguage can influence all
parts of our social life. One aspect of this sostednd is media discourse.
Fairclough (1989) states two reasons for the sigantte of media discourse. It is
the most influential in society because it hasrgdacale and it exposes the
whole population to a relatively homogeneous output

Moreover, in media discourse, the part that getgribst attention and has
the most audience is news. White (1998) believasthie modern mass-media
news is the most influential written text type lugncing the terms of political,
economic and cultural debates. In van Dijk's wd@98, p.18) "news is not a
reflection of reality but as a product shaped bitipal, economic and cultural
forces". According to the previous statements,gherl bilateral relationship
between media news and social issues. Since neaftuisnced by and can
influence the public concerns, it cannot be vahee-fand neutral.

As Fairclough (2004, cited in Wodak & Busch, 208aygests, media

institutions, most of the time, claim that theytstdne public concerns as facts,
without any bias and their statements are not sftkby social and personal

factors, but this is just a fallacy. They cannadl gahould not state just the factual
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events. They should, as it will be elaborated, attegm to the favor of society
and, of course, the dominant group of the society.

In other words, this is just a myth that "anyon&é® to say what they
like" (Fairclough, 1989, p. 63). Since languaga social activity, it will have
social results so it will be controlled by socidjowever, the control of media
discourse would be more prominent because it isnibgt visible discourse in
society. Therefore, to control the society, thisckof discourse needs the most
control. Fairclough (ibid.) suggests that, medscdurse is a medium in the
hands of power-holders to send thedices to the mass pbpulation, so the
discourse of media is in favor of power-holdersotiner words, media discourse
is a means for reproducing the power and dominangmopulation. "This
exercise of power can be by means of strategiaf¢ot people's attitudes that
not only do what power-holders wish them to do,dppear to do it willingly"
(Ataveh, 2007, p. 3).

Hacket (1991) confirms this kind of persuasion anggests that no power
could last forever through imposing force. Fairgjband Chuliaraki (1999) also
verify that hegemony is through consent rather tt@ercion. The concept of
hegemony emphasizes the importance of ideologghreging and maintaining
the relations of domination. To achieve the publegnsent through ideology,

the mass media is one of the essential instrunfEntsler, 1991).



The relationship between discourse, ideolagy @ower is generally
elaborated in Fairclough's words. He suggests that
On the one hand, ideology functions asagerial form of discourse.
Ideologies are located in both the foemd meanings of discourse and
the linguistic strategies employed ircdigrse structures are socio-
ideologically determined and invested.t@®e other hand discourse as a
socio-ideological practice constitutegiddrom diverse positions in

power relations. (Fairclough , 1992editn Xiaofei, 2001, p. 20)

The relationship between discourse, ideology awep has been discussed.
However, as van Dijk (1998, p. 143) suggests, fibiat of ideological discourse
analysis is not merely to discover underlying idguts, but to systematically
link structures of discourse with structures ofoidgies". This is why the
researcher has decided to select two newspapéersethias to be ideologically
different in order to investigate their semantid agntactic manipulation
through the microscope of CDA. This investigatiofi alarify their opposing

opinions and attitudes toward the same subjectjmiaag.

1.2. Statement of the Problem

Journalists often claim that they are presentingsngeutrally, without any bias

but this is just a claim. As Beaugrande (2006, patQues, “there is no zero



5
degree of uninvolvement for us to leap in prioaty understanding of the data,
even hard science is affected by ideology". Thaspte willingly or
unwillingly, are affected by their ideology andntluences their thought and
performance indirectly. In political media discogirthis effect seems to be more
obvious. As van Dijk (1998, p. 20) suggests, "alifcal news does have some
bias".

The bias in news is usually in favor of tlwver- holders. As "George
Orwel'sNineteen Eighty Foushowed governments and those in power use
media for the policies they want to introduce amelytmake demands on media
to serve what they define as national interesta@4h, 2007, p. 4). The media
discourse that discusses the War in Irag cannahlexception. It is probably
the voice of governments and expression of thejuglices. Iraq war may be
argued differently by different media. While Amexncmedia pretend that
American troops are in Iraq because of sympatlayian media suppose them as
occupiers. This disagreement is probably the redudifferent ideologies (Kies,
2007).

For investigating the disagreement in ideology émadutcome in media
discourse, the newspaper texts can be helpfulrd$earcher will focus on the
Tehran Timesnd theNew York Time® clarify how different ideologies

affected their discourse in reference to the Wdraq and how differently they
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used linguistic features (semantic and syntacgifgrring to the same subject,

namely war in Iraqg.

1.3. Significance of the Problem

Hall (1980, cited in Fairclough, 1985, p. 117) sesfg, "the social function of
media is to put across the voices of the poweduf they were the voices of
common sense". Thus, media discourse most ofrtieeii an expression of the
ruling group's ideas in the society and it usuedlyresents their activities in a
way that is dialectically acceptable. As Eaman {198 38, cited in Henderson,
2004) suggests, "news is consciously created te sbe interest of the ruling
class". According to this statement, news mosheftime, is the voice of
governments. So the quarrel of two opponent govenisncan be reflected in
their news media discourse.

It is evident that the Iranian and Aman@governments, which are
assumed to be enemies, have different beliefs@wdr in Irag. The American
government released that they went to Iraq for tigiaey goals. They state that
the American troops entered Iraq to disarm thel lgagernment of weapons of
mass destruction, to end Saddam Hussein's supperrarism, and to free the
Iraqi people. However, the Iranian government bekethat the Americans
occupied Irag to plunder that country's oil and keaThis difference in opinion

is evident in their discourses. So, the researchsiselected thEehran Times
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discourse as a representative of the Iranian govent and th&lew York Times
as a representative of the American governmembyvestigate how these two

newspapers reflect the same event, namely thennleaq.

1.4. Research Question
The question this research seeks to investigate is

1. What linguistic features (semantic and syntaclid theTehran Timesind the
New York Timesse in reference to the war in Iraq in order fteot their

ideological orientations?

1.5. Definition of Key Terms

1.5.1. Discourse

The Longman Dictionary of Applied linguisti¢z002, p. 160) defines
discourse'as a general term for examples of language wselanguage which
has been produced as an act of communication”. ¥/(®@06, p.1) defines
discourse as the "language in use - real langusdedal people use in the real
world".
1.5.2. Discourse Analysis
Norman Fairclough (1989, p. 7) as a great piooE€DA definesdiscourse
analysisas "analysis of how texts work within socio-cudtiysractice". Johnstone
(2008, p. 4) defines discourse analysis as,

Dividing longer stretches of discourse into padsaading to various
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criteria and then looking at the particuidharacteristic of each part.
Calling what we do 'discourse analysis' mathan 'language analysis'
underscores the fact that we are not céynfiatused on language as an
abstract system. Studying language in com$extshared commitment in all

approaches to discourse analysis.

1.5.3. Ideology

Fairclough definedleology as an "implicit common sense assumption”
that is shaped by power relations and governsipeafairclough, 1989, p. 156,
cited inHruska, 2004)Bloor and Bloor (2007, p. 10) define ideology #w"set
of beliefs or attitudes shared by members of aiqaar social group”. In
Simpson's words (1993; cited in Ghazanfari & SarafD9, p. 26) ideology is
" the taken- for- granted assumptions, value sysdeoh sets of beliefs which

reside in texts."

1.5.4 Critical Discourse Analysis

Fairclough (1995, p. 39, cited in Atkins, 2002) gests this definition for CDA,
CDA is the study of often opaque tiglaships of causality and
determination between (a) discursiveficas, events and texts, and (b)
wider social and cultural structures, tielass and processes; to

investigate how such practices, eventstaxis arise out of and are
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ideologically shaped by relations of powad struggles over power; and
to explore how the opacity of these relaghips between discourses and

society itself is a factor securing power.

Allan Luke (n.d., p. 30) adds that CDA is @pipach to "the study of
language and discourse in social institutions. Dmgwn poststructuralist
discourse theory and critical linguistics, it foesan how social relations,
identity, knowledge and power are constructed thhoaritten and spoken

texts".



Chapter Two

Review of Related Literature

10
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2.1. Iragi and American Relations: Overview

Since this thesis tries to compare the discours@@ihewspapers on war in
Iraq, it seems necessary to have an overview oivirebetween Iraq and the
United States and the nature of the relations beivtlee two countries.

According to Dobbs (2006), Zini (2009) dPalck (2007), invasion of Iraq
from March 20 to May1, 2003, was led by the Unigdtes, backed by British
forces and smaller contingents from Australia, Rdland Denmark. Four
countries participated with troops during the alitnvasion phase, which lasted
from March 20 to Mayl. These were United StatestddrKingdom, Australia
and Poland. 36 of other countries were involveitisiaftermath. The invasion
marked the beginning of the current Iraq war. Tingédl States supplied the
vast majority of the invading forces, but also reed support from Kurdish
troops in Northern Irag.

According to the president of the US, GBMsh, and the Prime Minister
of UK of that time, Tony Blair, the reasons for thegasion were "to disarm Iraq
of Weapons of Mass Destruction, to end Saddam khisseipport of terrorism,
and to free Iraqi people". However, in 2005, thettd Intelligence Agency
released a report that no weapons of mass destuwdid been found in Iraqg.
Although remnants of 1991 production were founeératthe end of the war, US
government spokesman confirmed that these werthaateapons for which the

US went to war (Zini, 2009).



