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Abstraci

This research is intended to (1 }to observe the process types used inthis articles, (2) 1o
investigaie the circumsiances (yped described in this article, {3) 1o know the
participants imvolved in the text and {4) 1o disclose the relationship between the text
and the social context. In order to answer the aforementioned questions, the writer
ises 8 deserptive gualitative (nofuralistic) desion, and the data of this study were
taken from the samples of newspaper article entitled “Courtoom Qeervel Marks
Eredent Protester’s Teial! writien in The Jokevie Post, Thursday, October 16, 2008
Thetextis annl'_-,-':md ua:in_g Functiomal CGiramumar .-"'u:||':'$i:-. 1_1:-:-' :ll:L."llf:.;ing the theme amd
rheme and the transitivity elemenis). The resulis indicated that the fext is dominanthy
mumbered by the material progess explaming that doing words are very dominant,
wherens, the types of participants involved aré ranged from specific legal context such
a5 lawyver; defendant, witness, the ¢ourt, the trials, the officials, ete, The writer of the
text seems to show that in Indonesta, the power relation between the new order era and
the reformed era has changed inn number of aspocts.
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1. Introduction

Language 15 the primary means of
communication through which the people
can express almost unlimited ranges of
meanings. In @ cerlamn  communmication
siluation, a person conveyvs poly single
meaning o other people, but, in other
sititation he'she can express a great mumber
of meanings in one comimunication event, In
a colfea shop, for example, & customer is
ordenng a cup of coffes and says “Coffes,
51]:135-‘::*", tr the waitriss, the clause (he
gustomer ufters 15 then appropriately
responded by the waitres: by bringing
hinvher a cup of hot coflee to drink. In this
particular sinsation (context), the customer
expresses single meaning (requesting o cup
of coffee), the waitress responds by

performing single action (brimging o cup of
coffee not bringing, say for example, a cup ol

coffee with a plate of food). In classroom
sttuntion, howewer, & lecturer explains the
lesson to the students and delivers wide
ranges of meanings. The sudents respond by
performing series of achions like
summarezing, re-explaining, discussing,
doim some classroom project, el

When two persons are engaged in
communicabion using a spoken languape,
they are involved in joint dctivities inorder to
attend mutsal understanding. In a jomi
pitivity, the apgents do recprocal sequence of
metions o establish and o maimiam the
apreed goals. The agenis imvolved act in
coordination with each other to produoce and
recerve uiterances directad ot the same guul
When one scts o2 o speaker, the ogenl that
produces the utterances, the other scte pe &
hearer, the one recciving the utterances. The
speaker 15 trymng to deliver the message and
the hearer 18 trying 0o attend the meaming
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across hisher mind The two partscipants
egaged in comversation do the so called point
activities {(Clark, 19956}, In relation to this
point, Levinson [1992) suggests that joint
activities are goal-centric and constrained in
terms of setting, mole, and sbove all, oo the
kind of allowable and appropriate
contribution, Both Clark and Levinson secm
to sugpest that spoken languape’discourse is
dependent on context, In other words, the
infomation the speaker delivers will be
easily understood when it 12 supported with
relevant context where the communication
takes place

In addition Lo the poals, settings, amd
rofes that are involved in spoken mguape;
the communication participanis derive
explicithy and implicitly a set of common
belielz about e activity, and they drmne
towards mutual understanding. In other
words, the participants' acls in conversition
are oot free-values — the ullerinces the
speaker produces 15 not ondy determumied by
the speaker but they also defermined by
several confingencics factors, Participants
gt implicitly or implicitly a common sense
of (heliefs, thoughts, ideas, referents, ete.,)
about the activity, in that, they achieve (o
what we usunlly coll mutual understanding as
both partics coordinate and accept uttermances
cach ather.

In today's world, people wse both spoken
and wiien lanpuage egually well to cngage
communication with other people. They use
the two modes o eachange information, (o
express ideas; to share feelings and emotions,
etc, Like spoken lanpuage, written language
is alzn wsed to deliver messages o other
people and i occurs in variows- contexts
[ family, peademic, social). Examples of
written langnage inclode letters or e-mails,
research projects, books, magazine,
newspaper, cic. When people produce
writien texis, they act as authors or wrilers of
e gexts, and when people read the texts, they
acl upon as readers of the texts, When a
person reads a picoe of teat, he'she often has
difterent interpretation from what 15 expected
by the writer. Even if when the toxt is simple
which sesms to conveya single meaning, the
text 1y sometimes imlerpreled  differently,

]

Different person might have hisfher own
interpretation depending on wide varieties of
factors. For example, the signm “NO
BICY CLES” cited from McCarthy (195926), is
highly contexi-dependent, It may mean “All
available icveles are already hired'scld™ or
it may mean “It s orbidden to ride o fo park
g bieyele in this area”. The meamng of the
fexi 15 depemdept om where the nofice 15
located, The first interpretation may be the
case when the notice is written in the store
selling bicyvcle while the second
interpretation may be fmiz when the notics 1
found in the park. Context-dependency also
ipplies to other wnitten texis such 85 cssays,
repotts, newspaper articles, instruction,
letters whose meanings are sometimes clear
to one reader buat are still opague to others.
Texts, written and spoken mode, are
prodieced through the choices made by the
spesker or the writer, Both the speaker and
the writer have certain depres of the 2o called

“authoritative right™ to choose the lanpuage

corpora o express o unit of mesning which
operates within a context, Mesnwhile the
reader or the listener inferprets the text bazed
on hiz'her exizsting knowledge of the world
(zchemata), the knowladee of hupge lanmouage
corpora and the connection of the text with
the context, McCarthy (1996) supportoed fhat
both spoken and  wolten  discourses are
dependent on immedinte contexts to greater
or lesser degprec. Failling to combme the
agpocts mvalved may result n mcomplete
understamding of the texi, Fanclaugh (2003)
sUgREEls that there are threo .|||&[:.-'Ii|’.':|.|.'.'r'.'
separable elements in the process of meaning
making: the production of the text, the ex
itself, and the reception of the text. He funher
says that the production of the text puts the
focus on the producers, suthors, speakers,
writers; the receptionof the text put the focus
en interprelation, interpreders, readers, and
listeners.

With reterence to the aspects involved in
a written text, in this essay, thercfore, there
seems o be in nesd of analyzing the
newspaper arlicle "Cowrtroom warvel
Marks Sident Protester’s Tral” cited from
Ihe Jakara Post, Thursday, October 16,
2008 ). The text coneems about the trial of the




sludents forassaulting the police officer in a
violent demonstrabon protesting the increase
of fuel price. In this particular occazion, the
analysis will concern the position of the
participant involved in the discourse whether
they are in equal posilioa of in uwnegual
posibon As The Jakarda Post 5 ooe of the
daily newspapers written in English and it is
read by mostly well-educated persons, this
soems 1o imply that the newspaper release the
dizzourse that depict how the social apents (
the sudents, the police officers; the courd
officials) act upon in soctal events.

The text iz then amalyzed based on:
firstly, Functional Grammar especially in
terms of Theme and Eheme and Transitiviey
nz supgested by Gerot's (F995 ) Making Senge
.-J_."-,F'rrn(:Jic.:r:lr:!ﬂn’:rnnr.lrr. Eﬂul]qﬂ}'. ik texl i
further snalyzed based on Crticsl Dyscourse
Analysiz (CDA) perspectives. Therefore, thiz
dizcussion shall describe the terms suchas

[.1. What the process types are used in
thi article?

1.2, What ciresmstances are found in
thearticle?

1.3, Whe are the participanis mvolved
in the texi?

1.4 What 15 the relationship between
the text and the social context?

2.  Method

In ardes to answer the aforementioned
questions, (he wriler oses a descriplive
gualitative (nataralistic) desizmn, and the data
of this study were taken (rom the sumples of
newspaper article entitled “Cowriroom
Cugrrel. Mavrks Student Protester’s Tral”
written in The Jakarta Posf, Thursday,
Detober- 16, 2008) Lynch (1996) supgesis
that the most commtos methods for gathedng
mnd recording the data in a8 naturalistic
program  evaluation are observation,
interview, journgls, gquestionnaire, and
document  analvsiz. The text 5 analyzed
using Functiomal CGrammar Analysis (by
pmalyzing the theme snd rhieme and the
transitivity elements).
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3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Generic Structure

This text is taken from one of the articles
released by Jakarta Post on Thursday,
October 16, 2008, After reading throagh the
words, clauses and sentences that make up
the text, it can be inferred that the text is
categorized into MEWS [TEM - entitled
“Courlreaom Ouarrel marks Stadent
Protester’s Tral™ Thizs text informs the
readers shout the tnal of student named Jahn
Irvan who was claimed for assaslfing one of
the police officer, Second Insp. Henrico
Manursng in a violent demonstration
protesting (he povernment to for the increase
of fuel price, The police officer was reperted
tosuffer from brulse all everthe body.

3.2. Material Process Type

Theahsence of a key withess in the trial
{eirc:lociplace) of student John Irvan
(Participant: Actor] for assaulting (process:
material)a police oilcer {Farticipant;

Gioaly irigpered (process: malerial)
heated arpuments betwesn the lawwver and the
protestor. The hesning  was- schedoled
(process; material) 1o stan at [ poam on
Wednesday (Circ: Time) but it furned Into
courtroom drama, And the lawyer walked
out {process: materal) of the moom and
sfudent {Participant: Actor) who ¢ame (o
Support [process: matersal) John  held
(process: malenalp mlly outside the court,
The triel was then adjourned {process:
material} for several hours unfil 5 p.m., shen
Manuring arrived (process; material), The
defendant claimed Manurong had tormed up
(process: material) because the team of
lawyers pressurized (process: matenal) the
court officials participant; Croal). Manurung
was reported (Process: wverbal) to have
bratse all over his body, As 15 indicated in
Table 1, the resuliz of the analysis show that
the article comsisl of 28 material process
making the element the most occurmng one,
and subsequently followed by verbal process
(&), mental process (6).and relational process
(0. There are fowhere foind in this ex
behmioral, existential, and meteorological
process bype.

14
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Table 1 Process Type

Mo | Process Tyvpe : Momher of
Crecnrrence
I hdsterial 23
2| Behavioral -
3 | Memal 6
4 Yerbal |
& | Relmional [ &
h Existential |
T | Mateorological - |
[ Total 47 |

3.3. I'he participant

Theresult of the analyzis of participant is
depicted in Table 2 below, The enalysis
ivolves WHO {actor, senser, saver. token,
and eprrier) and TO WHOM (posl,
phenomenon, verbiage, value, and atiribute).
In the case of WHO, the text imwvalves 16
actors. who odcupy the most Feguent
parficipant oo oeeur, and subsequently
fioklosnad |'|:.-' fi BV ETS, 3 iokens, 3 sensers, and
3 l.:.'-ITri-l:Tﬁ = ]r: 1||I:! Case il I'-Iﬁ 1l"¢'ll'!|::|.rl.'1_ |I_'|_I'_" fesck
invelves |8 poals who enjoys the most
oeourring  participant and successively
followed by 3 werbiages, 3 values, 3
phenomena, and 2 attributes. The typical type
of participant in legal context ranges from
specific termas such a3 lawyer, defendont,
withiess, the cowt, the trial, the officials, the
hearing, and the chient; Examples of these are
{ourd in “The trinl (Participant; Goal ) wis
adjourned until mext Wednesday Lo hear other
witness™ -i-E'Il..IIJ:I_.';ti there mre 5ome Cormmo
terms found such as the sudent, the group,
personal pronoun (we), nanes o7 persons.

Table 2 Participant
No | Participant Type Mumber of
I (Mecurrence
| | Actior ]
12 | Coall B =
L3 T Behaver g
+ | Pangg =
3 | Senser k]
TI_I Fhenmmsennn i
T "'n_'-_l.-_" e __r-'_'
= Merbiuge 3
] A e — = E
I —...1..__
11 | Cariiet | EhDe |
12 Altribuie ]
e e

A
2

34, Circumstances

Circumstance answer the questions as
when, where, why, how, bow many. They
realize meaning about time, place, manner,
cHUSEs, accompaniment, and matter. As is
indicated in Table 3 below it can be reported
that cireumstance of place occurs 14 making
thiz element the most [frequent, and
subzequently fallowed by 6 time, 5 manner, 4
cause, 2 matter, | acoompaniment.

Themaost typical type of circumstance of
place i legal context are the courfroom,
Jakaria Digtrict Court, in the tnal. Jakarta
Lepal Aid Instibute, courd building For
example in the sentence “Later, the lawver
walked out of the conrtroom [(Cire: Loc
Place) and students who came to support
John held a rally outgide the court [(Circ:
Loe: Placey”

Table 3 Cimumstance Type

Mo | Circumstance Type Mumber of [
g Ceourrence
1 Tz f
2 | Place 14
4 | Monner 3
1.1, Means 3
3.2, Cmalicy 7
3.3, Comparisan : =
4, Canss +
4.1, Fesson 3
4.2, I"uu:-c_:h.a._' |
4.3, Behalf 5
9. ﬁ.-.'-.'l-n||:1u.'|:|1|4.'||'. |
f, Slorer 2
[7. | Role :
Toial Az

4. Critical DViscourse Analysis

Working on Critical Discourse Analysis
ti doing on the project of inguistic and social
context. It deals with relaiing the text as
detned by Widdowson (2007 as actual use
of the fanguage produced for commumeative
purposes and the social context. Fairclogh
(19%95) points out that ecritical discourse
analysis, therefore, means investizaling
discourse “with the eve totheir determination
by, and their effect on, social struchure”
Based on the analysis, it 15 found that the text




is dominantly numbered by material process
explaining that doing words are very
dominant, The text expresses the nodion that
some entity physically does something
{nctor) and other entity receives the doing
trom the actor (goal). Asis shown in the first
sentence™ Theabsence of & key witness in the
trial of student John Invan for assanlting a
police officer triggered heated arguments
between the defense lawyers and
prosecutors”, the doing word “assaulting”
means the actor who is also a student named
John Irvan (actor) cotmmits an assanlt thal
cause bruises 1o the police (goal).

The meining making depends upon nal
only what 15 exphecat in atext boi also what is
inplicit — what 15 assumed. Relating the text
to what society commonly accepts that
“asaaulting™ 15 usually done by the stronger
tor the weaker, by the person who has more
power o those not in power, ar it may be the
case by someone whose social snd
poonamical stalus 15 higher to those whose
class are lower Say for example, “The
soldier assaulte the farmer™, or “The nch
azgauliz the poor” or “The foreman assaulis
the worker”. The stronger assmults the
weaker. Power iz about relalions of
difference, and particularly aboul the effect
of difference: in social strocture (Wodak:
20400

In the o of Subharto, Indonesia’s second
prosident, Indoncsin's Ammed Forces had
powerful authonty to safe and to sccure
cverything that threatened the poace andd
order of the country i||-:'|u|.1i|1g kidnapping
any suspecied individuals andfor proups: The
leader's wordshad high degree of leritmacy
=0 that the armed Forees could take messures
of setion for the sake of security and unity of
the country. Henry and Tator (2002)
supported that opinion of leaders, courts,
government, editors, even family and
consumer scientists, play cnicial mole an
shaping 1ssues and in setting the boundaries
of lemtimate disconmse, In o this  siteation
discourse was written based n the interest of
those who speak, and wonds were politically
made up. Van Digk {2000} o McGregor
(2008 =aid thal the words of those m power
are taken am “self-cwident truths™ and the
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words of those, not in power, are dismssed as
irrelevant, imappropriate, or without
substance.

However, iz text shows the
phenomenon that is very far different from
the current expectation, The wiiter of the text
seems to show that power relation hos
changed and it is especially the case in the
country  like [ndomesia whose social and
political condition is under the turbulence.
N things ame fixed, everything 13 subiect toa
chanee. Tt i5 sodt of shifting about the
discourse of “securty and order of the
country, Companing this ers as partly
depicted in the text to Suhasto era. in Suhario
erd the govemmert, the armed forces and the
state apparaius. firmly controlled the
discoirse. As the shift goes on fuming o
reformed era {era seformasi), the aod hority of
the officers holding the power of the country,
including the police officers, seemsto slowly
weakening. The country'zs contral over the
force of grass root demanding the salary nse,
the decrease of fuel and higuid gas prices
becomes loose, Violent demonstration,
student brawl, mass rally, ond criminal are
this country's bigmest scene.

5. Conclusion

Taking & closer look at the text from the
perspectiva of ¢ritical discoursed onalysis
involves relating the  text with - social
contexfs. Cntcal Bscourse Analysis i8
necessary for describing, interpreting,
mnalyzing, and critiquing social Life as
reflected in the text iself As social changes
discourse changes, depending on who
eontrl the discourse. Critical Discourse
Analvais issudying the texl inonder o reveal
the source of power, dominance, inequality
and bias and how this sources are initiated,
inamlained, reproduced,
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