DISCUSSION

Social Actors

Whilst the ‘Results’ section contained brief explanations and interpretation of results, this section comprises of a more in depth assessment, identifying the significant points arising from the study. The specific representations of social actors, the semantic fields and specific linguistic terms and grammatical items were all identified in the ‘Method’ section. Analysis of the representations of social actors revealed significantly different attitudes between the two newspapers towards the war in Iraq. The ‘Mirror’ referred to significant social actors in a more informal manner, using references to, for example, ‘George Bush’ and ‘Tony Blair’, creating a personal connection between the reader, writer and social actor involved, which concurs with findings by Smith (1975). Such a style of journalism is used in an attempt to encourage the reader to adopt the newspaper’s way of thinking, as identified by Scott (2002). The ‘Telegraph’, on the other hand, referred to its social actors in more formal terms, adopting a more serious and professional approach to reporting on the war. The ‘Telegraph’ used such a formal approach (e.g. ‘Blair’, ‘Mr Blair’ and ‘Mr Bush’) to emphasise the distance between the reader and actor, highlighting the lack of influence readers could have over events surrounding the war. Furthermore, the ‘Telegraph’ concentrated more on the key social actors, implying their motives were of a strong political nature, a notion which concurs particularly with the findings by the Commonwealth Press Union (1978), which noted the ‘Telegraph’s’ tendency to act as a national and political voice. The analysis of one particular social actor, undergoing functionalisation – ‘Prime Minister’, revealed that both newspapers referred to him in formal and professional terms on a similar number of occasions. The ‘Mirror’ was often seen to oppose the US politicians with strong negative emotions, whereas the UK politicians were criticised in a gentle manner, a finding not noted in any of the existing academic literature.

Semantic Fields

The analysis and interpretation of the various semantic fields illustrated that the ‘Mirror’ had a strong tendency to use emotive terms in their reports. Such a concept portrays the tabloid’s attempt to gain support from readers, by using language that has morality and ethical issues. Moreover, the context of the fields revealed that the ‘Mirror’ used the majority of such emotive terms in a negative manner, conveying their opposition to the war through criticism. Such a finding concurs with the ideas asserted by Edelman (1966) and Waterhouse (1981), who note the publication’s propensity to adopt a critical view towards an event of this nature. The ‘Telegraph’, however, was less inclined to express its position on the war. In general, the newspaper used a similar amount of positive and negative terms, perhaps implying that their attitude to the war is more neutral. Most interestingly was the nature in which terms relating ‘Happy/Sad’ and ‘Safety/Danger’ fields, for example, were written, in that the language used illustrated politically orientated attitudes and motivation. Such a finding implies that the broadsheet newspaper has a tendency to present the facts, acting as a national voice from a political perspective, an idea which lies in accordance with findings by the Commonwealth Press Union (1978). 

Specific Terms and Grammatical Items

The findings for the specific terms and grammatical items revealed that the ‘Mirror’ used more informal language than the ‘Telegraph’, was more patriotic in its articles, provided more reasons to oppose the war and issued questions of morality. Such findings imply that the ‘Mirror’ concentrated its negative views on the readers, attempting to gain their support in opposing the war whilst challenging the key political actors in question. Smith (1975) and Waterhouse (1981), in particular, support such a contention, noting that the reader’s views could be influenced by the articles. The ‘Telegraph’ demonstrated a more balanced and neutral position, providing approximately equal amounts of positive and negative context related terms. One particular grammatical item, the contraction ‘n’t’, portrayed that the ‘Telegraph’ justified the actions of politician’s, relating most predominantly to context which corresponds to a dismissal of their responsibility for decisions made. The nature of its articles orientated around politics and was presented in a serious and strict manner, which concurs with the general notion that the ‘Telegraph’ is highly regarded and respected, acting as a political voice (Commonwealth Press Union, 1978).

From a more general perspective my results and interpretations revealed that the broadsheet newspaper, the ‘Mirror’, was opposed to the war with Iraq, whereas the ‘Telegraph’ held a more neutral stance. 

Positive points about investigation.

Outcomes achieve goals?

The outcomes of the study did allow me to achieve the goals stated in the introduction. Whilst a number of strengths, relating to the approach used in this study, are highlighted in previous sections, the issue regarding framework adopted, perhaps warrants consideration. The investigation of social actors in terms of ‘frames’, ‘packages’ and ‘evaluations’ could be conceived as a more suitable approach, having been adopted in previous studies (see, for example, ****** (****)). This study, however, did not scrutinise the role of social actors according to these categories, as the approach seemed too broad and would, therefore, fail to analyse the actors in the specific detail required. In order to combat such a problem, however, I adopted a proven academic framework of analysis of social actors, in the shape of Theo van Leeuwen’s (1996) theories of nomination, functionalistaion and categorisation. Such a framework enabled the in-depth analysis of social actors and how they are represented, producing significant and accurate results and interpretations. This method of analysis is similar to that identified in the proposal in the fact that they both attempt to investigate the representation of social actors. The method used in my study, however, seems more appropriate for this investigation, offering a more precise and detailed framework for analysis.

This study confirmed the majority of the views presented in the hypothesis. The ‘Mirror’ newspaper was shown to oppose the war in Iraq, attempting to create a personal connection with its readers and social actors and pose questions of morality in its articles. The ‘Telegraph’, on the other hand, was shown to take a neutral stance towards the war and present a national voice by focusing its articles on political issues. There existed, however, some evidence which contradicts such a claim, such as the discovery that the ‘Telegraph’ occasionally used informal language in its articles, by using contractions, a finding which was not expected. Moreover, the study revealed that the ‘Mirror’ referred to the ‘Prime Minister’ in a similar way to the ‘Telegraph’. Such a finding perhaps contradicts Edelman’s (1966) claim that the ‘Mirror’ tends to oppose the key politicians involved. Results found that the ‘Mirror’ was more critical of the US politicians than the UK politicians. Such a concept was not originally anticipated. 

With regards to the interpretations of the results, certain explanations may have been too general, for example, the claim that the ‘Mirror’ used ‘emotive language’. More specifically, the range of terms categorised as ‘emotive language’ may have varying implications with regards to influencing the reader. Such further level of analytical detail was beyond the scope of this study and perhaps provides an interesting opportunity for future research.

The claim that the ‘Mirror’ opposed the war was comprehensively justified through the analysis of the actors, fields and terms and grammatical items, and, whilst a small number of contradictory findings emerged, a more focused attempt to challenge such a hypothesis may have been beneficial. 

The study manipulated data using the ‘Wmatrix’ program exclusively. The additional use of other corpus linguistic programs, such as ‘Wordsmith’, may have produced a different perspective regarding the findings and their interpretations. Such an addition was again beyond the scope of this study, primarily due to the intended focus on the previously underused ‘Wmatrix’ program, but may provide a valuable and contrasting outlook if implemented in future research relating to corpus linguistics. 

With regards to scrutinising the corpus according to the various specific linguistic fields, the wide range and large number of terms meant that there was likely to be a number of terms which were not relevant to the subject. Indeed, whilst the categorisation of terms into specific linguistic fields is regarded by Rayson (2002) as the most accurate way of analysing corpora, also providing concordances, the more comprehensive omission of irrelevant terms prior to analysis would be beneficial.  

The issue of including items which are the same or more than 3.8 log-likelihood value when comparing frequency lists caused some initial problems. Whilst I originally intended to omit results which were below 3.8LL, their inclusion in the study provided valuable findings. The data was deemed relevant to the study, as the results would significantly portray the attitude of each newspaper, with each item occurring on numerous occasions. Because of the reliability of the data the results were presented with a note detailing potential inaccuracies.

Upon compiling the corpora for each publication, there was a slight difference in corpus size of approximately one hundred words. The results included relative frequency percentages to guarantee the accuracy of the method, a procedure preferred to randomly omitting the one hundred words from the over-sized corpus. 

Furthermore, an element of the methodology involved deciding to omit quotations from each corpus by sifting through the data and manually deleting all quotes. Throughout the analysis, however, there did appear to be a small amount of text with quotations, due to human error at the omission stage. Such errors led to misunderstandings when analysing the language as some of the quotes where interpreted as the journalist’s view. Such a method could have been improved if I had either spent more time carefully omitting every single quotation or, by deciding to include quotes in the corpus. The latter solution would not really be feasible to my study, as I was investigating the attitudes of the newspapers and not the politicians involved.

Relate its outcome to material in literature review – identified a gap in the research literature I am attempting to fill.

The theories incorporated from Theo van Leeuwen’s research were a successful model in determining the representations of each social actor in each publication. Using the nomination, functionalisation and categorisation areas of van Leeuwen’s research I was able to identify the attitude of each newspaper towards the significant social actors, thus revealing their general attitude towards the war in Iraq. The research model by van Leeuwen (1996) has not been used to identify the representation of social actors, i.e. politicians, in relation to the event of war. This study, however, has filled such a gap and accurately illustrates how the newspapers represent the politicians.

Paul Rayson (2002) illustrated the methods of analysing and comparing data held in corpuses, using ‘Wmatrix’. The thesis includes the method and results used by Paul Rayson in his analysis of corpus linguistics. Such a study is the only published academic work using ‘Wmatrix’, implying that my study has filled a gap by using the same program, and is, therefore, a unique concept. The methods of data analysis included in the thesis were particularly relevant to my study. Furthermore, Rayson’s re-arranged research model of ‘Build-Annotate-Retrieve-Question-Interpret’ was implemented into this study in respect of how I approached it.

The literature review included the investigation of the nature of which the ‘Mirror’ and ‘Telegraph’ typically write their articles. The outcomes of this study reiterated the notion, by Smith (1975), Edelman (1966) and Waterhouse (1981) in particular, that the ‘Mirror’ generally opposes an event like war, focusing its criticism on the politicians involved. Furthermore, the outcomes illustrated the considerable tendency for the ‘Mirror’ to personalise their articles in an attempt to relate closely to its readers and hopefully influence their views on an event. The results from this study re-emphasised the ‘Telegraph’ tendency to take a neutral stance and act as a national and political voice when writing their articles, in accordance with findings by the Commonwealth Press Union (1978). Research focusing upon the ‘Telegraph’ and its style of writing is relatively scarce, implying that this study has identified a gap which I have adequately filled. 
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