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Abstract

This study investigated the various types of presuppositions in the press texts of Kayhan and Ettela’at newspapers to
identify the dominant presuppositional types utilized in these publications. The data comprised 300 purposively
sampled news reports published during two significant historical periods: the final years of the Pahlavi regime (1945—
1946) and the early years following the 1979 Revolution (1979-early 1980s), with a focus on unrest in western
regions of Iran. By employing a descriptive-analytical methodology, this research integrated pragmatics—using
Yule’s classification of presuppositions—and Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), particularly the role of ideology in
presupposition as conceptualized by Fairclough and van Dijk. The analysis was framed within the broader context of
press discourse to examine how presuppositions were ideologically constructed and disseminated through official
print media. Findings indicated that lexical presuppositions were the most prevalent, accounting for 45% in Kayhan
and 44% in Ettela’at, while structural presuppositions occurred less frequently. Lexical presuppositions lacking
evidential support violated Grice’s maxim of quality, compelling readers to accept unproven assumptions. A Chi-
square test was conducted to assess statistical significance, confirming a significant difference (p<0.001). This
statistical distinction suggested that structural presuppositions presented as if social actors fully and accurately
reported events played a crucial role in shaping public opinion and reflected ideological patterns in the representation
of events across different periods and newspapers.
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Introduction

Newspapers serve as vital linguistic sources, significantly influencing the representation of social and political events.
Through specific linguistic structures and discursive components, they convey political orientations and ideological
stances to their audiences. One central strategy employed in this process is the use of presuppositions—implicit
assumptions that allow writers to communicate messages without explicit statements (Stalnaker, 1974). Closely related
to concepts, such as background knowledge, implied meaning, and implicatures, presuppositions form a substantial part
of the implicit meaning in media discourse, making them particularly important for linguistic analysis of press texts.

In journalistic discourse, presuppositions are often used as persuasive devices to shape readers’ perspectives and
influence their interpretations of events. As Bekalu (2006:152) notes, their function extends beyond mere linguistic
information; presuppositions primarily serve the ideological purposes of newspapers. Accordingly, this study
investigated how the Iranian newspapers Ettela’at and Kayhan utilized pragmatic presuppositions to portray unrest and
socio-political events in western Iran during the late years of the Pahlavi | era (1945-1946) and the early years
following the Islamic Revolution (1979-early 1980s) and to what extent these presuppositions contributed to the
reproduction of media ideology.

The main objective of this research was to conduct a context-sensitive, pragmatic, and critical discourse analysis of
the selected texts to identify which types of presuppositions (lexical, existential, structural, etc.) were most frequent,
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how they influenced news discourse, and how they supported the reproduction of ideological positions and
consolidation of power relations across different historical periods.

Methodologically, the study employed a descriptive-analytical design that combined qualitative and quantitative
approaches within the frameworks of pragmatics and Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). Competing perspectives—
semantic, pragmatic, and integrated—underscored the necessity of addressing presuppositions both at the sentence level
and within broader discourse (Chapman, 2011:38). The novelty of this research lay in its comparative focus on two
historically distinct discursive contexts and its comprehensive categorization and interpretation of presuppositions in
Persian press discourse. By situating presuppositions within their historical and ideological settings, this study aimed to
fill a critical gap in the pragmatic and CDA-oriented analysis of Persian newspaper texts.

Materials & Methods

This study employed a descriptive—analytical design that integrated pragmatics and CDA. In the pragmatic dimension,
categorization of presuppositions followed Yule (1996), while the discourse dimension utilized the frameworks of
Fairclough (1995) and van Dijk (2006) to elucidate the relationship between linguistic presuppositions, ideology, and
representation of power in news texts.

Data were collected through library and documentary research, comprising 300 news articles published during two
distinct periods: the final years of the Pahlavi | era (1945-1946) and the early post-revolutionary years (1979—early
1980s). These periods were selected due to their association with political and social unrest in western Iran and the
significance of their coverage in the official press. Ettela’at and Kayhan were chosen as primary sources because of
their continuous publication and institutional authority.

Texts that directly addressed political and security transformations in these regions were purposively sampled. All
sentences containing presuppositions were identified and coded according to pragmatic definitions. To ensure accuracy,
the samples were re-checked to validate the coding process.

Qualitative analysis was conducted within the frameworks of pragmatics and CDA to interpret the linguistic
mechanisms of presuppositions and their role in the reproduction of ideology. For quantitative analysis, descriptive
statistics—such as frequency tables and charts—were employed to measure the distribution of presupposition types.
Finally, a chi-square test was applied to examine the statistical significance of differences between the two newspapers.

Discussion of Results & Conclusion

The analysis revealed that existential presuppositions were the most frequently employed in both newspapers,
accounting for 45% in Kayhan and 44% in Ettela’at. While the initial impression suggested no significant difference,
the Chi-square test confirmed that the variation in presupposition types between the newspapers was statistically
significant (p<0.001).

The overlap in the use of existential and lexical presuppositions indicated that, despite potential divergences in
political orientation, both newspapers employed similar discursive strategies to legitimize the dominant state narrative
regarding unrest in western Iran. This discursive convergence reflected a structural consistency in representing security-
related crises from the perspective of centralized authority.

Lexical presuppositions, which tended to reiterate events without providing sufficient evidence, violated Grice’s
maxim of quality and might indicate editorial manipulation or distortion. Structural presuppositions were the least
observed type, comprising 3% in Kayhan and 2% in Ettela’at, implying an unexamined acceptance of truth on the part
of the speaker. Overall, both newspapers framed the unrest not as expressions of popular demand or deep-rooted social
crises, but as security threats instigated by the so-called “insurgents” “invaders”, or “counter-revolutionaries”. By
predominantly employing existential and lexical presuppositions, they constructed a narrative, in which the existence of
crisis, continuity of violence, and culpability of the opposition were assumed as given and indisputable.
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