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ABSTRACT

The global debate on homosexuality has been dominated by arguments on social justice and human
rights. Scholarly attention on the phenomenon has dwelled on these legalistic perspectives, with little
attention paid to peculiar socio-linguistic and ideological values surrounding the arguments in the
Nigerian context. This study was designed to investigate points of view on homosexuality as
linguistically represented in selected Nigerian newspapers in order to identify the ideological
presuppositions underlying the views in the Nigerian context.

Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis, Halliday's Systemic Functional Grammar and Martin and
White’s Appraisal Theory were adopted as framework, for their ideological and contextual approaches
to language. A total of 130 articles: Ten editorials,20 opinion articles and 100 news reports on
homosexuality from five purposively selected Nigerian newspapers (Vanguard, The Punch, The
Guardian, Nigerian Tribune and The Sun) were randomly sampled. The newspapers were selected
based on their preponderant coverage of the discourse of homosexuality between 2013 and 2015. Data
were subjected to critical discourse analysis.

Points of view for and against homosexuality were identified and grouped into ideological principles
ofhumanism, moralism, religious fundamentalism, secularism and culturalism. Humanistic views
affirmedthe rights and dignity of humans, while moralism opposed the practice as demeaning.
Religious fundamentalists upheld moral principles resisting homosexuality in Holy Books, whilesome
secularists, supporting homosexuality, accentuated separation of religious injunctions from state laws.
Culturalists’ views bifurcated into pro-culture and anti-culture. Pro-culturalists argued that cultural
values are against homosexuality, while anti-culturalists emphasised cultural dynamism. These points
of view were lexically and grammatically represented. Lexically, collocations and synonymic
relations, such as ‘taboo’ and ‘abomination’, foregrounded culturalists’ view, while lexical reiteration
of ‘change’ emphasised anti-culturalism. Labelling and reiteration of holy books-related words, such
as ‘sin’ and “unscriptural’ were both used toexpress secularists’ and religious fundamentalists’ views.
Moralism was articulated through reiterations of evaluative adjectives, ‘bad’, ‘wrong’ and ‘evil’.
Humanists deployed equality and rights evaluative adjectives,such as “‘unconstitutional’ and ‘illegal’.
Grammatically, transitivity of material processes represented homosexuals as negative actors of
‘murder’ and ‘rape’, ideologically depicting them as social threats, thus affirming the moralists’
stance. Verbal processes either supported or opposed the phenomenon. Religious fundamentalists
deployed exhortatives (‘urges’, ‘warns’) to refute the practice of homosexuality; political leaders chose
assertives (‘states’, ‘asserts’) to articulate their pro-culturalists’ sentiments; gay activists and
international bodies used accusatives (‘condemned’, ‘blamed’) to discourage discrimination against
homosexuals, endorsing anti-culturalists’ and humanists’ views. Deontic, boulomaic, epistemic and
perception modalities were deployed to either support or debunk homosexuality. Deontic ‘should’ and
‘must’ expressed culturalists’ and humanists’ assertiveness; boulomaic ‘hope’ and ‘wish’, humanists’
yearnings for social acceptance of homosexuals. Epistemic ‘will’ and ‘can’ as well as perception
modality ‘clearly’ foregrounded the resolute attitude of religious fundamentalists. Homosexuals
appraised ‘self” as dynamic and normal.

Lexicalisation, transitivity and modality were deployed to encode divergent points of view on
homosexuality, based on peculiar socio-cultural values and taboos in the Nigerian context. Thus, the
socio-linguistic understanding of the discourses of homosexuality throws insight into the underlying
ideological presuppositions on the phenomenon.

Keywords: Homosexuality in Nigerian newspapers, Socio-linguistic representations, Ideologies
on sexuality
Word count: 495
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CHAPTER ONE
GENERAL INTRODUCTION
1.0 Introduction

In this chapter, the background to the study, statement of the problem, aim and objectives,
research questions, significance of the study and the definition of terms are presented. The
chapter forms the introductory part of the research work, a pre-requisite to understanding the
issues dealt with in the study.

1.1 Background to the study

Sexuality as an essential aspect of humans, which revolves around the issues of gender, sex,
sex roles, identities, reproduction and sexual orientation, and is often expressed in
relationships, behaviours, attitudes, fantasies, beliefs, practices and thoughts (Izugbara, 2004).
According to Akinwale (2009:2), “human sexuality is a life-long and multi-dimensional
process involving all aspects of behaviour. Its layers are biological, cultural, economic,
physical, political, psychological, sociological and spiritual”. This means that sexuality
affects all aspects of human endeavours. Sexuality can be based on identities and members of
a society can be segregated into different identity categories. Pierson (1990:257) asserts that
“homosexuality and heterosexuality are two aspects of sexuality”. Homosexuality is the
sexual relationship between persons of the same biological sex, while heterosexuality is the

sex relationship between persons of opposite biological sex.

The issue of homosexuality is one of the controversial topics in contemporary Africa. Many
African leaders have stood their grounds against the practice, while very few have approved
of it. For instance, in 1995, the Zimbabwean President, Robert Mugabe publicly made his
standagainst homosexuality known by saying that “homosexuals were worse than pigs and
dogs”, therefore, should not be accorded any rights at all (Reddy, 2002:168). Likewise,
President Sam Nujoma of Namibia, in 1997, opined that homosexuality is an awful
immorality meant to “be uprooted totally” from the society (Phillips, 2004:157). One of the

few African nations where homosexual relationship is recognised is South Africa.

In homophobic nations of Africa, different laws have been passed against the practice of
homosexuality. For instance, a gay couple was sentenced to a fourteen year jail term by a
Malawian court in 2009becausethe sexual behaviour is considered lewd. Also, a

Cameroonian court in November 2011, pronounced a five year jail verdict on three men



caught in the act of homosexuality. The Ghanaian President, John Mills also vilified the act,
stating that he will never instigate or back up any effort to legalise homosexuality because it
contradicts the Ghanaian values on sexuality (BBC News, 2011). More recently, in Nigeria, a
fourteen year jail term was pronounced on homosexuals if found; though they are often
convicted to death if caught in the Northern part of the country. However, the Nigerian anti-
gay law does not only criminalise homosexuality and same-sex marriage, but also punishes
anyone who witnesses, abets, and aids the solemnisation of individuals of the same gender. In
essence, not only will homosexuals sufferbut so will anyone associated with them. The map
below shows the penalties attached to the practice of homosexuality in different countries in

Africa.
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CAMARY NMORDCCO
Ry ALGERIA
F LIS EGYPT
WESTERN
SEMEAL
GRMBIA—
# Ug' Fo| - J‘
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Uncleanino data

Figure 1.1 Penalties on homosexuals in Africa:Nostrings.com

Figure 1.1 above shows the attitudes towards homosexuality in the different parts of Africa. It
can be seen that homosexuals are penalised in almost all African nations. The negative
reaction against homosexuality in many African nations is premised on the idea that it is
“unafrican” (Cock, 2003:41). Homosexuality is perceived as a disease/sickness, a demonic
possession, an occulticpractice, or awestern influence (Reddy, 2002). These homophobic
views have been repeatedly espoused in Africa through the media, churches, mosques,

political speeches and everyday dialogues. Most homosexuals in Africa have been forced to
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hide their identities from the people around them because of the criminalisation of the act and
the attendant negative reactions of the majority to it in most African nations.However, more
recently, some, against all odds, have stood up for their rights as humans who should be

respected irrespective of their sexual identities.

The Nigerian society largely supports heterosexuality as against homosexuality because of the
belief that homosexuality is “un-African”. Many Nigerians react negatively to homosexuality
as death and imprisonment are the penalties for culprits.Recently, the issue of homosexuality
became prominent in the Nigerian media due to the criminalisation of homosexuality in
Nigeria and the legalisation of the phenomenon in the United States and other places. These
events have drawn different reactions and points of view from the Nigerian public, including
the international community and have been given coverage in the Nigerian print media. These
reactions include the positions of homosexuals themselves, their supporters (gay rights
activists), heads of religious bodies, politicians and private individuals. These different
opinions are packaged into news by journalists who tactfully inject into the media implicit
ideologies. The newspapers show divergent judgemental stances and implicit ideologies of

groups and individuals which can be known by studying the language used.

The issue of homosexuality has been argued from religious, cultural, legal and moral
perspectives. The following question can therefore be raised: how is homosexuality viewed
by a typical African/Nigerian? This question necessitates the investigation of the different
points of view and the attitude presented vis-a-vis the African worldview about marriage,
culture, family, sexuality and homosexuality. The different views and reactions to the practise
of homosexuality and same-sex marriage are packaged into different sections of newspapers,

such as news report, opinion column, viewpoint, interviews open letters and editorials.

Stances, which are seen as expressing “personal feelings, attitudes, value judgements, or
assessments” (Biber et al., 1999: 966) are made using language. Thompson (2004:30) opines
that,

We use language to talk about our experience of the world, including
the worlds in our own minds, to describe events and states and the
entities involved in them. We also use language to interact with other
people, to establish and maintain relations with them, to influence
their behaviour, to express our own viewpoint on things in the world,
and to elicit or change theirs.



Language is an important tool in constructing stances and points of view on social issues,
such as the issue of homosexuality; hence, this study is socio-linguistic as it seeks to unearth

how language is used to foreground socio-cultural values and ideologies.

The language use of individuals, either spoken or written, depicts their ideologies about issues
of discourse. Over time, the ideological analysis of language use has been critically explored
by some scholarsin the social sciencesand the humanities (Van Dijk, 1998:140). Hence, the
implicit ideologies of speakers or writers are revealed through the understanding of their
language use. This study therefore, is a socio-linguistic investigation of public discourses,
opinions and points of view on homosexuality, generated by both heterosexuals and
homosexuals. Writers’ or speakers’ different stances result in conflicting, yet related,
representations of homosexuality. This research is significant in its study of language use

relating to specific issues of homosexuality and ideologies in Nigeria.
1.2 Statement of the problem

The global debate on homosexuality has been dominated by arguments on social justice and
human rights. Many scholars have examined discourses on homosexuality from different
perspectives, ranging from social, psychological, political, religious, legalistic and linguistic
aspects and contexts. Some of these scholars are Lyonga (2014), Onuche (2013), Obidimma
& Obidimma (2013), Atoi and Ojedokun (2013), Abah (2012), Kuhar (2012), VanderStouwe
& Martin (2010), Baker (2005), Kuhar (2003), Lillian (2001), Kulick (2000), among others.

Kuhar (2012; 2003) has explored the ideological representations of homosexuality in the
Slovenian print media and found that stereotyping, medicalisation, sexualisation, secrecy and
normalisation were the strategies used by the Slovanian media in their representation of
homosexuality during the period studied.In the same vein, VanderStouwe and Martin (2010)
have examinedthe construction of identity within the gay community by analysing
discussions on same-sex matrimonyprior to and subsequent tothe passage of Proposition § in
California. Lillian (2001) uses critical discourse analysis to examine the writings of a
Canadian neo-conservative writer, William D. Gairdner, specifically focusing on his
discourse about homosexuals and homosexuality and realised that homosexuals were
represented as criminals in the texts. The central issues in the reviewed works are social
justice, human rights and the behavioural representations of homosexuals, with little attention
paid to the use of language in relation to social issues surrounding the practice of

homosexuality.



In the Nigerian context, scholarly attention has been paid to the potrayal of homosexuality in
some Nollywood movies (Lyonga, 2014; Abah, 2012), particularlyfrom the literary
perspective. Scholars such as Lanre-Abass, 2012; Onuche, 2013; Atoi & Ojedokun, 2013
have also examined the phenomenon from the philosophical, legal and religious perspectives,
arguing that homosexuality is immoral, ‘un-African’ and unscriptural. Obidimma &
Obidimma(2013) specifically questioned the morality behind the passage of the anti-gay
marriage bill. Generally, studies on homosexuality in Nigeria have been legalistic and
sociological. However, peculiar socio-linguistic and ideological values surrounding the
different arguments on homosexuality in the Nigerian context, as represented in the Nigerian
media have not received adequate attention. The understanding of this provides insights into

the underlying ideological presuppositions on the phenomenon in the Nigerian context.

1.3 Aim and objectives

This study aims to explore the socio-linguistic representations of points of view on
homosexuality in selected Nigerian newspapers so as to unearth the socio-cultural and

ideological presuppositions underlying the views in the Nigerian context.

The objectives of the study include:

i.  to identify and classify different social actors, their divergent points of view as well as
the underlying ideologies found in the discourses of homosexuality in the selected
newspapers based on lexicalisation.

ii.  to describe the lexical strategies in the representation of viewpoints in the discourses

ili. to analyse the grammatical structures in the representation of the points of view
identified and their ideological implications

iv.  to appraise the attitudes of writers to the practice of homosexuality and the passage of

the anti-gay marriage bill.
1.4 Research questions

i.  What are the different categories of social actors, their divergent points of view and
underlying ideologies; and the lexical choices foregrounding them in the discourses of
homosexuality in the selected newspapers?

ii.  What lexical strategies are used in the representation of viewpoints in the discourses?

iii. How do the writers’ grammatical structures depict their points of view and
ideologies?

iv.  What are the attitudes expressed by the Nigerian public and writers in the discourses?



1.5 Research design

The present study focuses on both the print and online versions of five Nigerian newspapers,
which include Vanguard Nigerian Tribune, The Guardian, The Punch andThe Sun. These
newspapers have wider coverage of the discourse of homosexuality when compared with
other Nigerian newspapers. They have given considerable space to the issue of
homosexuality. Each of the selected newspapers has online visibilityand articles and reports
are written in Standard English. Using the purposive sampling technique, editorials,news
reports,opinion articles and interviews on homosexuality and same-sex marriage are searched

in the newspapers.

Applying Fairclough’s socio-semiotic approach to Critical Discourse Analysis, Halliday’s
model of Systemic Functional Linguistics, as well as White and Martin’s Appraisal Theory,
the analysis involves the identification of points of view in the public reactions to
homosexuality, the lexical and grammatical choices that have ideological imprints, the
evaluation strategies employed by different participantsand the attitudes they show towards

the practice of homosexuality and the criminalisation of the phenomenon in Nigeria.

Fowler-Uspensky’s idea of ideological point of view is employed for the identification of the
different points of view in the discourses and the lexical items reflecting the points of view
are highlighted. The theory of lexicalisation is also used in the analysis of lexical choices,
while transitivity and modality are investigated under Systemic Functional Linguistics.
Appraisal theory is employed to evaluate the reactions of social actor to the issues
surrounding homosexuality in Nigeria. Data analysis includesthe identification of the formal
properties of texts in terms of vocabulary and grammar, their functions and their ideological
implications. For instance, the use of passive or active statements, nominal choices,
metaphors among other lexicalisation strategies, signify that certain choices are made by
writers in a bid to depict a particular viewpoint targeted at either promoting or challenging
somebody or an ideology.More details on the methodology will be seen in chapter three of

this study.
1.6 Significance of the study

The intellectual significance of this study lies in the strength of its potential insight into
divergent points of view on homosexuality in Nigeria. This divergence may further lead the
way to the understanding of the phenomenon in other African nations which have similar

historical and cultural backgrounds. Instead of the usual generalisations in previous works,



this study offers concrete evidence that points to the need to revise what is usually the
common assumption about the acceptance or otherwise of homosexuality in Africa. The
linguistic analysis, in terms of lexicalisation and grammaticalisation vis-a-vis discourse
contents, unearths the socio-cultural and ideological presuppositions that originate from the

African worldview about the concepts of family, relationships, sexuality and homosexuality.

Another significance can be observed in the context of media discourse and the use of
language. This study gives insight into the more or less ambivalent posture of the Nigerian
print media on important social/national issues such as homosexuality, thus, suggesting the

need for the readers to be more sensitive and critical of such reportage.

This research is significant in the literature of language, discourse analysis and the discourse
of homosexuality in Africa and Nigeria in particular. By studying the socio-linguistic
representations of opinions and points of view on homosexuality in the Nigerian print media,
journalists and readers will understand that beyond the ordinary meaning that can be derived
from a text, a writer’s attitude and point of view can also be traced by studying the use of
language. Readers will have a better knowledge of the role language plays in depicting
ideology.

1.7 Definition of terms

The terms that are central to this research work are defined as regards their meanings in the
study. These terms include homosexuality, same-sex marriage, linguistic representation,

public opinion, points of view, ideology, lexicalisation, discourse, and print media.

Homosexuality: The term ‘homosexuality’ means ‘same-sex’, which is a fusion of the
“Greek prefix ‘homo’, meaning ‘same’ and Latin root ‘sex’, meaning ‘sex’” (Mallon & Betts,
2005:594). It connotes sex between members of the same biological gender. In this study, the
term homosexuality is used for both male and female homosexuals.

Same-sex marriage: This is the union of people of the same sex, for instance, when a man
decides to marry another man.

Socio-linguistic representation: This means how issues, events, people are represented,
illustrated or depicted via the use of language. It includes the lexical and grammatical
structures.

Public opinion: This means the view, judgement, estimation, belief, attitude of people in a

community about a particular issue of discourse.



Points of view: This means the perspective with which a person speaks about an issue of
discourse.

Ideology:This is the orientation that characterises the thinking of an individual, a group or
nation. Ideologies include ideas, values and beliefs of individuals about the world.

Sexuality: This concerns biological matters relating to the male and female sexes of human

beings.



CHAPTER TWO
REVIEW OF RELEVANT LITERATURE AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
2.0 Introduction

In this chapter, attention is paid to the review of relevant literature and the theoretical
framework for the study. The first part of this chapter explores discourse analysis, the
relationship between socio-linguistics and discourse analysis, studies on the discourse of
homosexuality globally, in Africa and in Nigeria; studies on points of view and other related
topics such as gender, culture universalism and relativism, sexuality, religion and marriage.
The review of studies done under these topics gives a form of background to the present
study as it reveals what other scholars have done relating to this work and what they have left
undone, providing the necessity to carry out this research. The part provides insights into why
this study is both linguistic and sociological. The theoretical framework for this study is the
focus of the second part. It is a synthesis of the Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) and the
Hallidayan Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL). Other relevant approaches reviewed
include: Fowler-Uspensky’s ideological point of view, Martin and White’s evaluative
semantics and van Leeuwen’s social action theory. These approaches are reviewed and their
principles identified. The analytical framework for the study is also constructed in this

chapter.
2.1 Discourse analysis

The term ‘discourse’ is a broad one which according to Titscher et.al. (1998: 42) “integrates a
whole palette of meanings”, ranging from linguistics, through philosophy, sociology and
other disciplines. This means that the meaning of discourse extends beyond text, though texts
provide the avenue for the analysis of discourses. Discourse is considered in this study, from
the linguistic perspective, capturing*“the whole process of social interaction of which a text is
just a part” (Fairclough 1989: 24). The study considers different texts on homosexuality in

some Nigerian newspapers, all forming the discourses of homosexuality.

Discourses need to be explored not only directly, but by also examining the texts that
constitute them. The systematic study of texts in relation to their invention, distribution and
use is the focus of discourse analysis. This way, the association between discourse and social
reality can be explored. Thesite for data collection is the text, which can be easily accessed

and subjected to analysis systematically. However, discourse analysis does not merely centre



on single texts but on bodies of texts, because social reality which is its focus does not
depend on individual isolated texts. Therefore, discourse analysis focuses onthe analysis of
bodies of texts, how the texts collectivelymake meaning through interrelationship, how they

are produced, to whom they are distributed, and how they are received and consumed.

Foucault (1977, 1980) conceptualises discourse as historically situated systems of
representation which includes language and practices that produce the understanding of a
particular issue and dictate how it can be meaningfully considered and discussed. Discourses
influence and regulate the behaviour of people by defining, creating and controlling the way
in which the issues of discussion are understood and managed.A position of knowledge could
be celebrated as normal, while some others vilified as abnormalin discourses. This is in line
with the view of Fairclough (1992: 64), who argues that “discourses are practices that do not
merely represent the world as it is; the world is also signified, constructed and constituted in

meaning through discourse practices”.
Stubbs (1983:1) describes discourse analysis as

...the linguistic analysis of naturally occurring connected
speech or writing discourse. Roughly speaking, it refers to
attempts to study the organisation of language above the
sentence or above the clause, and therefore to study larger
linguistic units, such as conversational exchanges or
written text.

The definition above implies that discourse analysis is an aspect of linguistic study which is
not limited to the sentence level. It includes larger linguistic units such as collections of texts,

either written or spoken. This definition looks at discourse from a formalist perspective.

According to Schiffrin (1994: 20), definitions of discourse are influenced by three linguistic
paradigms. The first is the formalist paradigm, where discourse is seen as “language above
the sentence”, focusing on the way different unit of structures function in relation to one
another. The second is the functionalist paradigm which is of the view that discourse is
“language use”.For instance, according to Foucault (1972: 80), the broad domain of all
statements is discourse. Statements are generally made to perform certain functions. Also
corroborating this viewpoint is van Dijk (1990) in Wodak (1996:14), who opines that
discourses are a particular form of language use and a variety of social interaction. Osisanwo
(2008: 8) also defines discourse as “language in use”. These definitions emphasise that

discourse is the use of language for specific purposes and the realisation of certain meanings.
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There is a third definition which attempts to close the gap between the formalist and
functionalist paradigms. It defines discourse as an “utterance”. This third definition views the
relationship that exists between structure and function.In a wider sense, discourse analysis
does not only entail the description of the formal properties of texts, but also includes the
connection between texts and realities, as the contexts in which texts are produced are equally
important. For the purpose of this study, discourse is considered from both the formalists’ and
the functionalists’ perspectives because structures, their functions and the contexts of texts

production are considered in the analysis.
2.2 Socio-linguistics and discourse analysis

Sociolinguistics and discourse analysis are two inter-related branches of linguistics known for
their interdisciplinary nature. For Boutet and Maingueneau (2005:14), “sociolinguistics and
discourse analysis developed around discursive and linguistic practices within the language
sciences and in creative interaction with other fields in the social sciences and the
humanities”. These two areas of linguistic study are both interdisciplinary ventures and have
similarly recommended interdisciplinarity in action and practices. However, the
interdisciplinarity in these two fields is inherently interactive and less theoretical. Discourse
is a form of social interaction and an interface between different disciplines. For instance,
texts which are studied by discourse analysts are not automatically autonomous. According to
Hymes (1974:116),sociolinguistics mediates between disciplines of Linguistics and
Sociology. It sharesthe boundaries of linguistics and the social sciences. A good textual or
linguistic analysis will not disregard its cognitive or social dimensions. This is why
researchers in the field of discourse and sociolinguistics find it normal to be interdisciplinary

in their approach.

Sociolinguistics has been defined by several scholars. For instance, Hudson(1996) considers
sociolinguistics as an aspect of sociology because it shows the relations between language
usage and the sociological basis for such usage. For van Dijk (2009), language is considered
in relation to its social context in sociolinguisticsand Trudgill(2000)believes that how every
aspect of the society, including cultural values, expectationsand context affect the way
language is used is the focus of sociolinguistics. It is obvious from these definitions that
language is used in relation to the society and that every linguistic choice carries social
information about the speaker or writer. This means that there is a connection between

languageuse and the social structure. This kind of linguistic study, according to Widdowson
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(1998:136) is “linguistics with a conscience and a cause, one which seeks to reveal how
language is used and abused in the exercise of power and the suppression of human rights”.
This has led to what is called ‘critical discourse analysis’, which considers the manner in
which language is used to express ideologies, perpetuate power in the society and the way

people being dominated, fail to grasp the abnormality in the system.

Discourse analysts and sociolinguists often share common grounds methodologically in their
analysis and description of language, which is often not restricted to the acquisition of
knowledge and understandingof the social world, but also for critical reasons such as
changing the way things are. These methodological common grounds can be summarised as

follows:

« Studies on features of language use produced naturally by actual language users, rather than
studying systems of abstract language.

 Studies on larger units, such as texts, discourses and communicative events instead of
isolated words and sentences.

* The extension of linguistic analysis beyond grammatical structures to a study of action and
interaction.

* Study of the role of contexts of language use.

Having considered some of these methodological common grounds, it is vital to say that the
nature of language and human communication is sociological, which provides the need for an
integrated approach for linguistic phenomena. For Gadet (2003:5), “the study of real
language practices in a social context is part of sociolinguistics in the broad sense”.
Fairclough (1994) offers an understanding on the interconnectivity of language and social
practices as he argues that“linguistic texts and socio-linguistic conventions incorporate power
differentials, that they arise out of, are the outcome of and also themselves give rise to power
relations and struggles” (Morley, 2004:20). These power relations are embedded in
commonsense assumptions that consider hierarchical relations as natural. The strength of a
critical approach to language lies in its capacity to bring together multifaceted, extensive,
interpretative social theories and insights with a critical linguistic analysis of specific

discourses (Morley, 2004:22).

However, critical discourse analysis builds on the weaknesses of sociolinguistics. Some of
such weaknesses according to Fairclough (2001:6) include the failure of sociolinguistics to

deal with the why and how questions of language. He argues that the strength of
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sociolinguistics resides in asking the question “what?”, but its weakness is the failure to ask
“why?” and “how?” questions relating to the development of social relationships of power.
The focus of sociolinguistics should cover the consideration ‘who speaks (or writes), what
language is being used,to whom, when and to what end (Fishman, 1972b: 46). Critical
Discourse Analysis is deployed in this study in order to put into consideration the ‘who’,

‘why’ and ‘how’ questions in the discourses of homosexuality in Nigeria.

The combination of discourse analysis and sociolinguistics allows for the explicit and
systematic description of texts in their social contexts since discourse and social analysts are
often concerned with tackling complex and socially relevant issues. Discourses are strongly
entrenched in society and culture, hence, strongly associated with all forms of social
inequality and power abuse. A sociolinguistic study therefore focuses on how language use is
governed by social factors, including gender, race, religion, among others. These concepts
help to observe variations that characterise discourses on homosexuality in Nigeria. It is
therefore necessary to complement discourse analysis with some sociolinguistic tools such as

context as would be examined in this section.

2.2.1 Social context of language use

Context is a commonterm in both discourse and sociolinguistic analysis. It is very important
to the analysis of discourses because “language is always produced by someone to someone
else, at a particular time and place, with a purpose and so forth” (Blommaert, 2005: 39).
Blommaert (2005: 251) further defines context as“the totality of conditions under which
discourse is being produced, circulated and interpreted” and summarises the meaning of
context, asserting that it “addresses the way in which linguistic forms—‘text’—become part
of, get integrated in, or become constitutive of, larger activities in the social world” (2005:
39). Van Dijk (2009) considers context as a cognitive model and representations used by
speakers to make their contributions suitable to the situations they find themselves. He
believes this cognitive model is the mediating link between language and society. Therefore,
carrying out a linguistic analysis without a consideration for context is limited because

language will be isolated from the dynamic, changing, social context in which it is produced.

Language and society are intertwined such that none can function effectively in isolation. For
instance, critical discourse analysts look for the relationship between language and social
processes and this form of investigation will require probing how texts and interactions are

incorporated into the context of cultures, socio-political action, social structures, among
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others (Halliday & Hasan, 1985; Fairclough, 1989). Also, scholars in sociolinguistics,
discourse analysis andpragmatics have often highlighted the importance of considering the
“immediate environment in which a text is actually functioning” (Halliday & Hassan, 1985:

46).

Scholars like Hymes (1972), Fetzer (2004), Halliday & Hassan (1985), Fairclough (1989),
among others have tried to explain what context entails. For instance, Hymes (1972) devised
the SPEAKING grid, which focuses on eight contextual parameters useful for the analysis of
speech events. They are the setting, the participants, the ends, the sequence of actions, the
key, which is the manner and tone of speech, the instrumentalities (i.e., the channels of
communication used), the social and cultural norms foregrounded in the interaction, and the
genre. Fetzer (2004) differentiates between “linguistic context”, “social context”, “socio-

cultural context” and “cognitive context”.

Language is used and comprehended in relation to the social context in which theyare placed
or produced. At different times, a speaker may decide to make different linguistic choices
based on the purpose s/he wants to achieve. Every individual hasa verbal collection like a
mental dictionary from which words are chosen depending on the occasion. However, the
verbal collection is often influenced by the society or communities in which individuals
belong.Therefore, meaning of words and sentences in this study is understood in relation to

the contexts of usage.

2.3 Sociolinguistic representations

A sociolinguistic perspective generally assumes language as a social phenomenon used in the
representation of thoughts and ideas and an important tool for social representation.
Moscovici (1961, 1981,1982)opinethat social representations are manifested in speech and
language. A sociolinguistic approach, therefore, sets a link between the society and language.
This means that the features of representations are both social and linguistic. Markova (2003:
121) observes that social representations can be regarded as “thoughts in movement” which
develops through discourse exchanges. They reflect socio-cultural and historical contexts
and practices. Moscovici (1988: 214) opines that,

Social representations [...] concern the contents of everyday

thinking and the stock of ideas that give coherence to our religious

beliefs, political ideas and the connections we create as

spontaneously as we breathe. They make it possible for us to

classify persons and objects, to compare and explain behaviours
and to objectify them as part of our social setting.
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From the definition, it can be deduced that the issues surrounding the discourse of
homosexuality are sociological and ideological. A social representation is a “system of ideas,
values and practices which enable individuals to familiarise themselves with the social world;
and to also facilitate communication among members of a community by providing them with
the code for social exchange, naming and classifying unambiguously the various aspects of
their world and their individual group history” (Moscovici 1973: xiii). Olausson (2010) notes
that, there is a connection between social representation and the concept of ideology as they

help in making sense of the society and everyday experiences.

2 (13

Social representations could be perceived as the “network of ideas”, “theories”, metaphors
and images which are intricately part of communicative practices, such as media discourses,
dialogues,scientific discourses and debates,pointing out the relevance of language to social
representation(Moscovici, 2000: 153). However, the aim of all representations is to make the
unfamiliar familiar (Moscovici 1984b: 24). A way of making an unfamiliar phenomenon
familiar is through the instrumentality of language. For instance, when something is named, it

makes the phenomenon become familiar and comprehensible.

The processes of naming and classifying of concepts or entities are closely related to
processes involved in stereotyping. For instance, the naming of someone as a deviant, an alien
or a fundamentalist, or naming of behaviouras an act of madness or an evil cannot be said to
be a form of neutral classification. Lippman (1998: 119) notes that such classifications are
“loaded with preferences, suffused with affection or dislike”. According to Pickering (2001),
naming of social groups in terms of inclusion and exclusion, showing some forms of bias,
unequal power relations and dominance are aspects of stereotyping, which are inherently

social representations.

All these conceptions necessitate the need to carry out a sociolinguistic analysis of points of
view on homosexuality in the Nigerian context. The studyfocuses on how social issues are

constructed by the media and citizens through the instrumentality of language.

24 Global studies on the discourse of homosexuality: a critical review

Different studies have been carried out on the discourse of homosexuality globally and from
different perspectives: sociological, psychological, legal, literary, linguistic, and so on. The
review reflects how the discourses of homosexuality have drawn on different approaches and
the scholarly gap this study intends to fill. A review of some of these studies is presented in

this section.
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There continues to be widespread prejudice against homosexuals globally, though this
negativity seems to be disappearing. This prejudice is due to certain factors ranging from
religious inclination to other social factors. For instance, Fone (2000) observes that
discrimination against homosexualsusually arises due to some factors, including the Christian
religious sentiments against homosexuality, the view of homosexuality being a threat to
family life and cultural mores and the re-awakening of fears of death caused by homosexuals.
Scholars such as Roggemans et al. (2015), Cameron-Ellis (1999), Wilcox and Wolpert
(2000),Sherkat et al. (2011), Wood and Bartkowski (2004),Burdette, Ellison, and Hill (2005),
Tuntiya (2005), Olson, Cadge, and Harrison (2006) and Whitehead (2010) have considered
attitude towards homosexuality vis-a-vis the different religious sentiments and concludes that
the attitude of religious persons has been largely negative towards homosexuality. In
Ellison’s(1993) view, when the issue of homosexuality is studied by bible scholars, they are
often challenged in studying completely what the Bible saysand does not say about the
phenomenon.Haider-Markel and Joslyn (2008a) discover that people branded as ‘‘born
again’’ and Evangelical Protestants are unlikely to subscribe to the notion that homosexuality
is inborn. They also note that a high rate of religious service attendance is also likely to
influence the view that homosexuality is a choice and not caused by genetics. Also,
Whitehead (2010) observes that the literal interpretation of the Bible by some individuals is

responsible for the belief that homosexuality is a choice.

However, Anderson (1996) considers the theological, moral and pastoral implications of
previous research which indicates that homosexual orientation might be due to genetic
predisposition, and not due to choice. He realises that discrimination is a part of the
discourses of homosexuality and opines that the church should provide a place for Christians
who are homosexuals while, at the same time, uphold God's preference for heterosexual
expressions of human sexuality. Anderson tries to strike a compromise between accepting
Christian homosexuals and upholding the scriptural notion of heterosexuality. Then, one
would ask whether there are Christian homosexuals. Can homosexuals be called Christians?
Anderson’s study gives an insight into some of the points of view from which people who are
outside the African/Nigerian context have considered the practice of homosexuality. Issues of
discrimination, human rights, moral guidelines and Christianity are discussed with regard to
homosexuality. The present study also considers the issues of discrimination, human rights,
religion and morality in relation to the discourse of homosexuality in the Nigerian context,

but not from the theological perspective. These concepts are considered vis-a-vis the use of
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language. The study examines how language is used to construct the religious ideologies of

Nigerians in relation to homosexuality.

Another important interest area of investigation on homosexualityand to this study is how the
media represents homosexuality and homosexuals. The media constructions of issues and
social actors have an impact on the attitude of readers since the media is one of the social
institutions that shape the society. The premise on which this study is based is the idea that
media representations are important means of constructing and legitimising identities as
Luthar (1998) opines that the discourses and representations which individuals are exposed to
often shape their identities. To construct ones’ identity socially, there is need to understand
the texts which mirror such identity. Hence, the reliance of many people on the media for
information on happenings around them results in the same, helping them form opinion on
issues. Therefore, the media sets the public agenda on pertinent issues. In the news making
process,events are framed by the media in a way that they would capture the interest of the
public and would be considered important, thus attaining its agenda. By reproducing
dominant ideology recurrent in society, the media through its agenda setting role makes sense

of the world.

On theframing of homosexuality by the media,Kuhar (2003) studies the depiction of
homosexuals in the Slovenian print media within 1970-2000. These media texts were situated
within their historical contexts by the author, presenting a synopsis of the history of gay and
lesbian movement in Slovenia. According to the research, five basic categories in which
media portrayal of homosexuality in Slovenia bifurcates into stereotyping, medicalisation,
sexualisation, secrecy and normalisation.Stereotyping, according to the researcher,manifests
in the rigid gender schemas deployed by the media in representing gays as effeminate and
lesbians as masculine. Medicalisation manifests in the search for the causes of homosexuality
and its relegation to the medical and psychiatric spheres, representing it as a mental disorder.
Sexualisation manifests as a reduction of homosexuality solely to sexuality and sex. Secrecy
is also deployed by the media in order to make homosexuality appear like a thing of shame
and regret. Normalisation is a feature of the late 1990s, when past representations of
homosexuals as criminals and patients of mental disorder among other negative depictions,
were suppressed. The author’s conclusion is that media reporting on homosexuality in the
period 1970-2000, was generally compassionate, though, with homophobic tendencies

encouraging the perpetuationof negative attitude towards this phenomenon by the public. The
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media often chooses highly stereotyped images, which causes uncertainty and discomfort for

homosexuals, but aligns with the views of the masses, so as not to upset them.

The reviewed work is related to the present study. The point of convergence is that both
studies deal with the portrayals of homosexuality in the print media. Kuhar (2003) considers
both the positive and negative attitudes of Slovenians to homosexuality from the historical
perspective. The present study also examines the different attitudes expressed in the
discourses of homosexuality in Nigeria, though, historical development is not considered.
The point of divergence is that while the reviewed work deals with the Slovenian
newspapers, our present study deals with the Nigerian newspapers and not restricted to media
representation but also includes different public opinions, points of view and their linguistic
indicators. Kuhar’s study however, provides useful insights for the present study as it looks at
whether the Nigerian media during the period of study also aligns with the masses, using

highly stereotyped images at the detriment of homosexuals

Recently, the attention on the language of homophobic discourse within the field of language
and sexuality has relatively increased (Leap, 2012: 567). Morrish (2010: 325) asserts that
hate speech is a form of homophobic language which is capable of inciting the masses into
voting for a proposition that discriminates against homosexuals, or murdering or abusing
individuals suspected of being homosexuals. An overt expression of hatred is portrayed by
such definitions. However, Peterson (2011: 748) observes that, “homophobia works in often
complex ways, such as by negatively evaluating queer relationships in a covert way via the
questioning of their validity”. Studies have explored hate speeches in relation to
homosexuality. For instance, Reddy (2002) analyses print and electronic news sources in
Africa, considering examples from Namibia, Egypt, Uganda, Swaziland, Zambia, Kenya and
Zimbabwe, and identifies homophobic discourse as hate speech. What is clear from the
analysis is that homophobia cuts across geographical and political boundaries. It manifests
cross-culturally and internationally, intimidating homosexuals both physically and
psychologically. This is a sociological study of the discourses of homosexuality. The present
study is a linguistic approach, focusing on the overt and covert evaluation of

homosexuals/homosexuality and its focus is Nigeria.

Having argued that homophobia could be implicit or explicit, it is therefore essential to
consider homophobic discourse in terms of its covert realisations. Some scholars have also
considered the discourses of homosexuality from the linguistic perspective, especially with

emphasis on critical discourse analysis, making homophobia explicit. The analysis of texts at
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different levels ranging from a close linguistic analysis to an analysis of broader discursive
and socio-historical levels has the potential of revealing hidden homophobia in discourses.
For instance, Lillian (2001) employs critical discourse analysis in her study of three aspects
of a Canadian neo-conservative writer’s (William D. Gairdner) discourse on sexism,
homophobia, and racism. She discovers that Gairdner's sexism and his homophobia are
related, both ideologically and linguistically. Feminists are equated with lesbians, and both
are denigrated along with gay men. However, while all three groups are denigrated through
inflammatory lexical choices and metaphor of cancer and disease, gay men are represented
differently from feminists and lesbians in terms of transitivity. She concludes that the writer
attempted to discredit homosexuals, suggesting that they are violent,dangerous and
unhealthy. Lillian considers the linguistic representation of homosexuality in a social actor’s

discourse on homosexuality.

Lillian’s study bears a relationship with the present study, in that, they both seek to explore
the linguistic representation of opinions on homosexuality, relying on critical discourse
analysis. The difference between both studies is that, while Lillian examines the discourse of
an individual (Gairdner) on homosexuality, the present study considers the opinions of many
social actors and their viewpoints on homosexuality in the Nigerian newspapers. Also, the
context of Lillian’s study is Europe, while the present study is situated within the Nigerian
context. However, lexical choices and metaphors are also considered in the present study.

Therefore, Lillian’s study becomes important to the present study.

Looking at Lillian’s study and some other studies on homophobic discourses, critical
discourse analysis and Halliday’s systemic functional linguistics have become useful tools for
analysis. Gouveia (2005) for instance,explores how homosexuals are depicted in a Portuguese
newspaper- Didrio de Noticias, examining the transitivity patterns deployed. The paper
examines the social representations of gays and lesbian in somenewspaper texts published
over a week, titled “Gay Power” (“Poder Gay”). The theories for the study are Fairclough’s
approach to Critical Discourse Analysis and Halliday’s Systemic Functional Grammar.
Gouveiarealises that the noun ‘gays’ is mainly used as a participant in attributive relational
processes with about 65% of occurrence. Gays are depicted as carriers of attributes. In
existential clauses, gays are mainly existents and in material processes, they are often
represented as goals. Gouveia (2005: 238) opines that “[t]his type of representation serves the
purpose of confining the social group under consideration to a set of characteristics... which

helps to differentiate them from other social groups”. Gouveia’s study is of great significance
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to the present study, in that, transitivity system is also considered in the representation of
homosexuals in the Nigerian newspapers. Its emphasis on linguistic analysis is of enormous

benefit.

Also, Bartley & Hidalgo-Tenorio (2015) explore articles on homosexuality in some Irish
newspapers in order to detect instances of homophobia in their discourse construction of the
topic. Using a corpus-based critical discourse analysis with attention paid to the idea of
transitivity, they investigatehow segregation and homophobia are enacted in the public
sphere. The investigation is done in a bid to uncover people’s perspectives on the topic.The
researchers realised that there is the profusion of negative emotive mental processes with
gays as phenomenon, verbal processes with negative depiction of homosexuality as verbiage
and attributive relational processes with negative attributions being ascribed to gays,
especially in the statements made by Democratic Unionist MP Iris Robinson. Iris Robinson
overtly expresses her dislike forgays, describing the homosexual act as “an abomination
which made her feel sick”. This study is closely related to the present study especially in the

area of transitivity, but differs in terms of context.

In the same vein, Baker (2005) explores the use of language in public discourses on
homosexuality, drawing data from a range of publicly available sources, both written and
spoken. He explored texts on homosexual law reform represented in newspapers and the
UK’s House of Lords’ debates in order to unearth homophobic language and the discourses
of degradation that still pervade the present-day understanding of homosexuality.Corpus
linguistic tools are deployed to show how homosexuality is constructed by homosexuals and
non-homosexuals.The study explores how different discourses of homosexuality interrelate
with and affect each other and impact upon the identities of gay men. Baker’s study is similar
to the present study in its exploration of public discourses on homosexuality, especially in the
media. This study deviates because of its focus on Nigerian newspaper and its shift from
corpus linguistics. However, Baker’s idea of constructing a collocational network as a means
of understanding a writer’s viewpoint about the phenomenon is borrowed in the present

study.

Koller (2008) also carried out acomprehensive linguistic analysis of eight texts written by
self-identified lesbian authors between 1970 and 2004. The work centres on the notion that
the “[lesbian] group identity and community differ vastly across time, as [...] do the linguistic
features used to define and communicate such a community” (Koller, 2008:18). Koller argues

this point, combining Wodak’s (2001) discourse historical approach (DHA) to critical
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discourse analysis with Anderson’s (1983) notion of ‘imagined communities’. Her sources of
data are wide-ranging, including pamphlets, magazine articles, and web-based documents
that clearly display disparate conceptions of lesbian community. Koller focuses on six
rhetorical devices: social actors’ representation; the evaluation of those actors; the types of
action ascribed to different actors; various forms of linguistic modality; in-text references to
other texts and discourses; and the use of metaphor. From the analysis, one can observe, for
example, whether, how, and to what ends each author uses the personal pronoun ‘we’, which
is widely recognised as a linguistic tool for constructing collective social identities. Koller’s
research provides an imitable example of CDA, which is service to the communities she
studies and applicable to the study of other marginalised communities such as the present

study.

Vanderstouwe & Martin (2010) is a corpus based investigation of discourses on same-sex
marriage by its supporters. The paper investigates the construction of identities within the
homosexualand related communities by analysing data from discussions of same-sex
marriage in California both prior to and subsequent to the passage of Proposition 8§ in
November 2008. It examines three areas of interest within the discourses including, straight
versus gay responses in relation to sexual identity and community membership; the
comparison of responses of married couples before the passage of proposition 8 with the
responses of the general public after proposition 8 on the meaning of marriage legally,
romantically and socially; and the use and significance of relationship terms such as
'husband/wife' as compared with 'partner’. These areas of investigation were explored using
Critical Discourse Analysis and Corpus Linguistics techniques. The researchers realised that
among responses,the overt mention of one's sexuality isthemain difference between the
heterosexuals and homosexuals. Critical Discourse Analysis reveals the scarcity of an
inclusive “we”, creating less of a “they” to compare to, which presents an interesting
challenge to the assumed power dynamics of dominant versus subversive discourses and
communities. The difference of this study to ours is that the research is based on California’s
proposition 8 and it is not focused on the print media. The similarity it shares with the present
study is the use of CDA in the analysis and the focus on the discourse of homosexuality. The
use of CDA is of enormous significance to the present study. The concept of ‘we’ and ‘they’
is also considered in the present study. Both studies focus on opinions and reactions to the

issue of homosexuality.
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Peterson (2011) examines how legitimacy is derived from the broader political economic
discourses associated with the neoliberal moment by a U.S.-based, conservative Christian
organisation’s institutionalised homophobic text-making practices.The connection between
homophobic language use and its social context is the focus of the study. Using the Family
Research Council’s statement on marriage and the family as the basis for analysis, the
research investigates how the organisation represents homosexualsas threats to human
development. Linguistic strategies that revealed these representations include lexical choices
that avoid overtly identifying homosexuals as the object of discussion, the categorisation of
what constitutes “proper” families that implicitly excludes homosexual-related formations,
and the deployment of neoliberal discourses of self-governance and marketisation as the basis
for that exclusion. This is a linguistic investigation of a homophobic discourse which bears a
relationship with the present study. However, the context of investigation is different. Insight
is gained from Peterson’s analysis of linguistic strategies, especially lexical choices, because
the present study also investigates the lexical choices used in the representation of certain

points of view on homosexuality.

An essential question to be asked in this area of research, however, is the question of
whoactually contributes to debates about gay rights in the media? Who the visible
participants in the discussions on homosexuality are as represented in the media. Whose
voices are heard and whose opinions are shared? Moscowitz (2010) focuses on these
questions in the analysis of a body of US news reports, investigating the social actors who
were given airtime or allowed to talk about/for same-sex marriage by the media. Moscowitz
(2010: 34) discovered that “gays and lesbianswere not often given a chance to speak in news
reports”. This implies that homosexuals who are the real subjects of debate are denied the
privilege of airing their views about the legislation that affects them. Therefore, they are not
part of the decision making process in the public sphere. For the purpose of the present study,
Moscowitz’s finding is considered interesting, though it does not set out to provide a
quantitative analysis of the representation of social actors. Moscowitz (2010:27) further noted
that when the issue of homosexuality is being covered, “gay andlesbian people are typically
pitted against opposing ‘official’ sources from legal, medical,religious and political

authorities”. Thisview is also examined in the present study.

Also, Kuhar (2012) examines the media representation of selected minorities, which include
gays and lesbians, Roma and Muslims, in Slovenia within the period of February 2006. The
first part of the study presents a statistical analysis of the sample, using the SPSS software.
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The second part of the report presents a discourse analysis of the texts in the sample,
deploying Fairclough’s (1992) approach to Critical Discourse Analysis. Kuhar considers the
question of who speaks, what and how they speak, whose views and interpretations are
reproduced by media, which implicit (common sense) assumptions about the target groups
underlie these media texts, and which discriminatory/ intolerant practices are given
legitimacy. The analysis covered eight Slovenian print media and four broadcast media. The
researcher realised that secrecy, normalisation and eccentricity were the themes of the media
representations of homosexuality. The analysis clearly reflects the “we versus they”
dichotomy. This study has a relationship with the present study as they both involve the study
of how homosexuals are represented in the print media, using critical discourse analysis. The
point of divergence is the context. The present study is situated in the Nigerian context.
However, the use of CDA in Kuhar’s work makes it relevant to this study.All these studies
have focused on different aspects of the discourse of homosexuality and the subject has been
considered at different contexts. However, the reviewed works provide useful insights for the

present study.
2.5  Studies on the discourse of homosexuality in Africa/Nigeria: a critical review

Studies on homosexuality have also been carried outin the African/Nigerian context from
different perspectives- religious, cultural, philosophical, among others. Some of these works

are reviewed below.

Generally in the Africa/Nigerian context, attention has been on the attitudes of people
towards the practice of homosexuality and the reasons for such attitudes. For instance, Atoi
and Ojedokun (2013) consider the disposition and attitude of students of four selected
Nigerian tertiary institutions —The University of Ibadan, Oyo State School of Nursing,The
Polytechnic Ibadan and Immanuel College of Theology in Ibadan, Nigeria - to the practice of
homosexuality. A set of 300 semi-structured questionnaires was administered and eight focus
group discussion sessions were heldover a period of three months (October - December,
2011). Multi-stage sampling technique was adopted for respondents’ selections. Findings
revealed that respondents confirmed the practice of homosexuality among students in
Nigerian tertiary institutions; however, there was no clear cut consensus among them as to
the level of its prevalence. Also, the majority of the respondents (78%) expressed preference
for heterosexual relationship over same-sex relationships. This research however looks at

homosexuality from the sociological perspective. The research alludes to the fact that there
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are homosexuals in Nigeria and there are different stances and attitudes towards the practice

of the phenomenon, though majority react negatively to it.

Examining some of the reasons behind the negative attitude towards homosexuality in the
African context, Adelgaard, ef al. (2011) investigate the history and culture of Ugandans in
relation to the practice of homosexuality.In the study, an analysis of the Ugandan Anti-
Homosexual Bill proposed in 2009, alongside articles, speeches and interviews on the subject
was carried out. The researchers realise that certain factors influence the people to have
negative views towards homosexuals; these include the influence from statements of political
and religious authorities, the negative labels attached to the term“homosexuality”, among
others. He asserts that, as a result of the profusion of homophobic discourses in the public
sphere, homosexuals have become scapegoats for problems not directly related to their sexual
orientation. The reviewed work has a close relationship with the present study because both
are concerned with the attitudes towards homosexuals and homosexuality. Both studies focus
on public opinions and reactions to the practice of homosexuality. However, the point of
divergence is that while Adelgaard, et al. (2011) focus on the factors responsible for the
negative attitude towards homosexuality, the present study considers not only the factors
responsible for both positive and negative attitudes towards homosexuality but also their
linguistic indicators. The present study provides linguistic evidence, which concretises any
finding on attitude. The reviewed work is carried out on Ugandans while the present work is

on Nigerians.

Still on the reasons for the negative attitude towards homosexuality in Africa, Otunba (2014)
examines how the LGBT rights are enhanced in Africa, using Nigeria as the case study. He
explores the impediments to the recognition of the rights of LGBT (Lesbians, Gay, Bisexual
and Transgender) in Nigeria and how the problem can be tackled. Data were sourced from
persons believed to be deeply informed about the phenomenon in Nigeria through semi-
structured, formal and open ended interviews. These individuals included gay rights activists,
policy makers who are essentially government officials, academic scholars and homosexual
individuals. The data collected were subjected to thematic reading so as to identify recurrent

themes in the interviews.

The researcher observes that religious beliefs and insufficient knowledge of the subject are
the major obstacles to recognising the rights of homosexuals in Nigeria. The findings suggest
that closing the knowledge gaps on LGBT through enlightenment will suppress the strong

religious-related and ideological homophobic views held against homosexuals in Nigeria.
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The success of this will naturally bring about a change in the attitude of the masses towards
respecting the rights of the sexual minorities. The research tilts towards the religious point of
view as it gives insights into the ideologies of Nigerians in relation to the discourse of
homosexuality. It reveals some prevalent themes in the discourses of homosexuality in the
Nigerian context, which are relevant to this present study. The reviewed studies are merely

sociological surveys of the acceptance or otherwise of homosexuality in the Nigerian context.

Nmah (2012) argues in favour of culture as a reason behind the negative attitude towards
homosexuality in the Nigerian context. He exploresa descriptive study on plural marriage and
homosexuality in the Nigerian context from both cultural and religious perspectives. He
submits that Africans must be courageous in the affirmation of their cultural heritage, without
any indulgence in cultural anachronism. For him, Africans logically explore and borrow from
other cultures when there is a genuine need to strengthen theirs. They should, however, be
proud of their sexual ethics. This is a socio-religious perspective to the discourse of
homosexuality. The study shows that western culture might want to influence Africans into
accepting homosexuality. Nmah believes that Nigerians should fight against such influence.
The study is a representation of a viewpoint in the discourses of homosexuality in the
Nigerian context. The study provides insights into the influence of culture and religion on
Nigerians in relation to the practice of homosexuality. These are part of the factors

responsible for the negative attitude towards homosexuality in the Nigerian context.

Mabvurira and Matsika (2013) also examine the views of Zimbabweantraditional leaderson
homosexuality as a public discourse. Data were sourced through in-depth interviews of
village heads,chiefs, traditional healersand a spirit medium in the Mashonaland Central
Province of Zimbabwe. The researchers discover that most of the respondents disproved the
existence of homosexuality in their communities. Most of them unanimously approved that
homosexuals should be seriously penalised. The reason for this view was premised on the
notion that homosexuals are the cause of disasters and misfortunes, such as droughts and
infertility of the soil. They argued that homosexuality did not exist in traditional Zimbabwe
but was brought by the Whites and that it is against African Traditional Religion.In the same
vein, Obasola (2013) explores the moral perspective of Africans on homosexuality especially
on the claim that homosexuality is ‘un-African’ and it is culturally unacceptable. The paper
suggests that homosexuality is unethical and unnatural. Therefore, it should be condemned in

strong terms. The research is hinged on the culture of Africans.
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Lanre-Abass (2012) also considers the morality or otherwise of homosexuality as an act. The
paper emphasises the fact that it is typical of a Yoruba person to make reference to either
Christianity or Islam in order to defend the moral unacceptability of the phenomenon. The
study argues that homosexual act is unnatural and contradicts the dictates of reason. The
paper also argues that the notion of homosexuality being a result of certain biological factors,
which cannot be controlled, cannot be completely ruled out. In the light of this, the paper
argues for both nature and nurture as predisposing factors responsiblefor homosexual
behaviour. It concludes by emphasising that biological argument in favour of homosexuality
notwithstanding, such act challenges the values of the Yoruba community where marriage
and procreation are highly esteemed. This study is carried out from the philosophical point of
view. It explores how homosexuality is viewed in the Yoruba context. The relevance of the
study to this present work is its emphasis on the culture and the moral ethics of Nigerians and

their consideration vis-a-vis the practice of homosexuality.

Also, Onuche (2013) views same-sex marriage from the philosophical perspective in order to
probe the significance or insignificance of the argument on morality as against the demand
for legal recognition of same-sex marriage in Nigeria.Onuche believes that Nigerians will
continue to see homosexuality as an aberration as long as Nigerian moral context remains
communitarian. This study is insightful on the notion of morality as perceived by Nigerians in
relation to the discourse of homosexuality. It reveals the thought of an average Nigerian
about the immorality of homosexuality. The present study goes beyond identifying the
attitudes of Nigerians to the practice of homosexuality; it also identifies the linguistic

indicators of these attitudes.

Some African scholars have also considered the practice of homosexuality from the legal
perspective. While some have argued for the rights of homosexuals against any constitutional
barricade, some have said the constitutional barriers are just right because of certain African
worldviews. For instance,llyayambwa (2012)investigates the legal position of homosexuality
in South Africa, showing the sufficiency of the legal changes. The paper also highlights the
international position on homosexuality, concluding that the legal system of South Africa has
crossed all major legal and parliamentary barriers to ensure the universality of human rights.
This decision has, however, been challenged based on religious and other sentiments.
Notwithstanding, the rule of law has been allowed to prevail. There are still perceptions that
being homosexual or being labelled as one is humiliating. Ilyayambwa submits that

challenges associated with individual’s perceptions cannot be dealt with legislatively since
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they are within the conscience of individuals. This is a legal perspective to the discourse of

homosexuality. The attitude of South Africans to the practice of homosexuality is also shown.

Obidimma andObidimma (2013) also considerthe provisions of various laws, including the
Nigerian Constitution on homosexuality and same-sex marriage. The paper compares the
contents of the Nigerian anti-gay marriage law with what holds in other jurisdictions. The
conclusion of the study is that the Nigerian anti-gay marriage law is not in agreement with the
fundamental rights provided by the Constitution and what holds in developed countries.
Nigeria should therefore borrow a leaf from countries that have legalised same-sex marriage.
The study takes a legal perspective. The study gives an insight into some views of individuals
on the passage of the anti-gay bill in Nigeria. While some say it is not in agreement with the
law of fundamental human rights, some are of the opinion that the passage of the bill is the
best decision because Nigerians are expected to be heterosexuals. Obidimma andObidimma’s
(2013) study reveals the provision of the Nigerian law in comparison with the laws in other

jurisdictions in relation to the practice of homosexuality and fundamental human rights.

Ezekiel-Hart (2014) presents the plights of homosexuals in Nigeria as regards the legislation
against homosexuality in the country. The paper tries to advocate alternative measures in
dealing with homosexuals, a measure that will not necessarily impinge on their fundamental
rights. The writer avers that rather than death sentence for homosexuals, other measures such
as the teaching of sex education both in schools and by parents at home should be
undertaken.Such measures would enable members of this group to handle their sexuality
appropriately.Ezekiel-Hart (2014) concludes that human rights should not be put aside by

national legislation. This study is hinged on human right.

Lyonga (2014) explores how homosexuality is represented in two contemporary Nigerian
films namely, ‘Men in Love’ and ‘Rag Tag’. Engaging the concepts of trans-nationality and
stereotype as framework, the paper uncovers the divergences in how homosexuality is
represented in the two Nigerian movies. The analysis reveals that the movie ‘Men in Love’
reproduces predominant negative stereotypes on homosexuality by portraying homosexuality
as a demonic or satanic influence that is tied to immorality. The film ‘Rag Tag’, which is
more transnational in orientation, radically challenges negative same-sex stereotyping, as it
represents homosexuality on equal level with heterosexuality; that is, as a relationship that
can be grounded on strong love and respect. This research takes a sociological stance and a

comparative analysis of the two movies to ascertain whether or not homosexuality is
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stereotypically represented and the manner in which they challenge or maintain societal

stereotypes on homosexuality.

Linguistically, Kamwendo (2015) establishes that homosexuality is a social taboo and crime
in Malawi and other African countries. He examines the linguistic expressions that attack
homosexuals and homosexuality, referring to these linguistic expressions as linguistic
assaults. With the use of readers' comments drawn from a Malawian online newspaper, he
illustrates how the dominant voices attack homosexuals and homosexuality. Using the notion
of face to analyse readers' comments on homosexuality, it is shown how the positive face and
the negative face of homosexuals come under attack. The paper is constructed within the
face-saving view of linguistic politeness. This study takes a pragmatic analysis of the
discourse of homosexuality in a Malawian newspaper while the focus of the present study is a

linguistic analysis of the discourse in the Nigerian newspapers.

In all, in the African/Nigerian contexts, homosexuality has mainly been considered from the
sociological, philosophical, religious and literary perspectives, with little attention paid to the
sociolinguistic representations of divergent views on homosexuality and the underlying

ideologies on homosexuality in the Nigerian context, which are the concerns of this study.
2.5.1 History of homosexuality/same-sex marriage

It is important to trace the history of homosexuality and same-sex marriage and its emergence
in Africa and Nigeria in particular, as this provides a better understanding to this study.
According to some scholars, homosexuality has always existed but the emergence and
acknowledgement varies from one nation to another. According to Fone (1980: xvii), “gay
people have always been here... we have a history as ancient, rich, and honorable as the
heterosexual history which rarely if ever mentioned us.” The very first historical and
comparative studies of homosexuality were the products of the earliest wave of the
homosexual emancipation movement. In 1883, John Addington Symonds assembled
materials on ancient Greece in order to explain that when a society values homosexuality, it
could be considered as being noble but if otherwise, it is repressed. Edward Carpenter, who
gathered reports written by travellers and anthropologists about homosexuality among ancient
people, made a claim that homosexuals appeared to have extraordinary mental and spiritual
abilities that made them superior. From time to time, historical treatments of homosexuality
did appear but their concerns rarely went beyond the identification of famous figures of the

past as homosexual (Greenberg, 1988).
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During the early RomanEmpire, there wasthe earliest talk about the act of same-sex marriage
in history (Boswell, 1995). The actwas said to have begun with Emperor Nero whoin a public
ceremony married one of his ‘Freed men’ named Pythagoras and they lived together as a
couple. Two other men were said to have been married by him in similar extravagant open
ceremonies (Cassius, 1984).A chariot driver named Hierocleswas also said to have been
married by Emperor Elagabalus, who further proceeded in marrying another athlete named
Zoticus also in an extravagant open ceremony in Rome amidst the rejoicings of the Roman

citizens (Scarre, 1995).

These events notwithstanding, it should be pointed out that same-sex marriage was not given
any legal recognition in ancient Rome. Hence,conubium(the right, sometimes given to non-
Romans, of contracting a Roman marriage)existed only between a male Roman Citizen and a
female Roman Citizen so that same-sex marriages or marriage to a slave would have no legal
backing under the Roman law. The concept of matrimonium under the Roman lawis an
institution involving a mother. The implicit meaning of theword is that a man takes a woman
in marriage in order to have children in a process calledmatrimonium ducere(Treggiari,
1991). However, in 342 AD, Emperors Constantius II and Constans, being Christians, gave a
decree in the Theodosian Code (C. Th. 9.7.3) barring same-sex marriage in Rome, with death

penalty attached to it (Kuefler, 2007).

There were also instances of same-sex marriage during the medieval and modern periods. For
instance,on April 16, 1061, Pedro Diaz and Muno Vandilaz, who were both males, were
married by a priest (CBC News, 2009).Inmodern times, in 2001, the Netherlands emerged as
the first nation in the world to give legal recognition to same-sex marriages. This followed
the recommendation of a special commission appointed to deliberate on the issuein 1995 and
the subsequent passing of the same sex marriage bill by both the House of Representatives
and theSenate in 2000. The law took effect on April 1, 2001. Other nationsthat legalised
same-sex marriage include Canada,Norway,Belgium, SouthAfrica, Spain,
Argentina,Portugal, Denmark, France and New Zealand (Lavers, 2013) and most recently,

many states in the United States of America also permitted same-sex marriage.
2.5.2 History of homosexuality in Africa/Nigeria

The first most influential comment on the absence of homosexuality in Africawas said to
have been made by Edward Gibbon in a study published in 1781 titled “I believe and hope,

that the Negroes in their own country were exempt from this moral pestilence [i.e.
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homosexual vice]” (Gibbon cited in Murray & Roscoe(1998: xii)). On the eve of the colonial
invasion of Africa, a prominent Englishman,Sir Richard Burton also wrote that “the negro
race is mostly untainted by sodomy and tribalism” (Burton cited in Murray & Roscoe(1998:
xii)). Also, in the works of social anthropologists who visited Africa during the first half of
the twentieth century, a connection has always been drawn between homosexuality and
cultural infiltration and imperialism. These colonial era writers assert that Africa had archaic
cultures, which were not only pure, but also devoid of the influence from Western cultural
traits, which are highly characterised by sexual laxity (Murray & Roscoe, 1998). Echoing this
view that homosexuality was introduced to Africa by the Whites, Kenyan President Daniel
Arap Moi claims that “words like lesbianism and homosexuality do not exist in African

languages” (Mail and Guardian, 1995:3).

Contrary to the opinion about the absence of homosexuality in Africa before colonialism,
some other scholars have said that homosexuality had always existed in Africa. There is the
story of the Kabaka (king) of the Buganda who was rumoured to have executed thirty pages
for declining his sexual advances in 1886, which was before colonialism. This story
according to Hoad(2007: xi), emphasises the presence of homosexuality in the nineteenth
century Buganda. While this story appears to have confirmed the acceptance of same-sex
relationship among the elites in that part of Africa, attempts have also been made to link the
practice to the influence of outsiders, notably the Arab traders who were present before

colonialism.

Igwe (2008) has also argued in favour of the existence of homosexuality in Africa before
colonialism. His view is that homosexuality existed before the contact of Africans with the
Arab traders and the Whites. For him, homosexuality is as old as Nigerians in Africa. It is
possible to say the phenomenon never existed before colonialism because gays in Africa just
as in other climes have mainly remained in the secret, only exhibiting their sexual feelings
privately, with heterosexuality being celebrated as the standard. Subsequently, homosexuals
in Nigeria get engaged in heterosexual relationshipsin order to cover up their sexual
preferences and to bear children according to the cultural standard. He buttresses this by
saying same-sex marriage is a practice by Igbo women basically for the purpose of
procreation. For him, the notion that homosexuality is un-African and a Western culture is a

misconception, that should be done away with for the purpose of progress.

Supporting this view, Mensah (2009) argues that the insertion of anti-gay laws instatute

books by the departing British colonial masters is an obviousproof that same-sex relationship
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is not a Westernconception and therefore not strange to Africa. Homosexuality, according to
him, is simply human nature and it cuts across all cultures. In fact, until relatively recently,
homosexuality was frowned at and criminalised in many western countries. However, in spite
of the legalisation of gay marriage in western societies, many homosexuals still hide their
sexual identities, going into marriages with heterosexuals just for thesake of keeping up
appearances; afraid of the mockery and disdain from their peers if their secrets were revealed.
He posits that argument on homosexuality as essentially a western pervasion forced on poor

Nigerians is simply an ignorant one devoid of any intellectual evidence.

Igbodo (2012) also claims that homosexuality existed in Nigeria even before its existence as a
nation, though practised in great confidentiality. There has never been an incident of same-
sex marriage. However, in recent times, the issue of homosexuality has grown from its silent
days when people with such preference hid and deniedtheir sexual identities vehemently to a
period when it has become a matter of right that must be respected. Bold homosexuals have
stood for their rights; an action which may have provoked the subsequent ban of the practice
by the government. Since various studies have shown that homosexuality is nobody's culture,
it could have grown out of developmental processes such as urbanisation, international travel,
education, and the spread of the Internet in Nigeria. However, with the intrusion of these
developmental changes into Africa and Nigeria, it is inevitable that some of the moral

structures would be affected.
2.5.3 Nigeria’s stand on homosexuality and same-sex marriage and reactions

Nigeria is mainly a homophobic nation. A 2007 Pew Global report claims that 97% of
Nigerians think that homosexuality should be rejected. There are severe penalties against the
practice of homosexuality including a 14-year jail term. More recently, a bill was passed in
Nigeria that banned same-sex marriage ceremonies, penalising those involved in them as well
as attempt promoting such activity, through any means.There is also a penalty of up to 10-

year imprisonment for witnesses or collaborators in such ceremonies.

The discourse of homosexuality has been tossed into the forefront of political and religious,
and social consciousness of the Nigerian polity in the last decade by a series of events.
However, despite the severity of sanctions for homosexual acts in Nigeria, several individuals
continue to live their lives as homosexuals in Nigeria mainly covertly and there are now
organisations that exist to protect homosexuals from public persecution. In fact, some

individuals now reveal their identities as gays, pointing out that their fundamental rights
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should be respected. Igwe, expressing the view of the Nigerian Humanist Movement, avers
thatthe anti-gay bill is a huge distraction and a waste of Nigeria's limited legislative
resources. He claims “It will worsen Nigeria's human rights records and undermine the
efforts by Nigerians to foster true democracy,national dialogue and tolerant pluralism” (Igwe,

2008).

It is discovered from the arguments above that there are two major views on homosexuality
in the Nigerian society. These two views are the conservative view and the liberal view. The
conservative view, which is negative towards homosexuality, holds that homosexuality is a
disorder, an aberration and the behaviour is pathological, while the opposing liberal view
which is positive towards the practice of homosexuality holds that the act is normal and

determined before birth. These views sum up the stand of Nigerians on homosexuality.

2.6 Studies on points of view (POV)

The study of point of view (henceforth POV) in language aims at “exploring the ways in
which things are made to look in language™ and focuses “on language as representation, as a
projection of positions and perspectives, as a way of communicating attitudes and
assumptions” (Simpson, 1993:2). This means that the use of language indicates speakers’ or
writers’ points of view. A study of viewpoints, therefore, reveals the angle from which a
language user perceives an issue of discourse. The issue of POV has received much
attentionin the literature in recent years, with literary scholars, structuralists,stylisticians,
linguists and even cognitive psychologists converging on the topic from their different
theoretical perspectives. Examples of scholars who have worked on point of view in prose
fiction include Booth (1961), Uspensky (1973), Chatman (1978, 1990), Genette (1980),
Fowler (1986), Simpson (1993), Bal (1997), with relatively little attention paid to point of
view in other discourses. However, some scholarly works on points of view are reviewed

below.

According to Rasley (2008:9), “a point of view is the perspective from which the reader
experiences the action of the story”. Perspective to him is the perception, thought, and
emotion. POV determines whose perception, whose thoughts, whose emotions are presented
to the readers. He further posits that POV is a writer’s closest connection to her reader as it
creates meaning beyond what is offered by the combination of character and plot. POV is an
essential part of developing plot and character as it adds subtext, secrets and suspense to a

narrative.
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In a narrative, the point of view could be the perception of a character in the text, which is
often determined by the author. This means that POV is reader oriented but author controlled.
Narrative POV is the very essence of a story’s style, that is, what gives it its ‘feel’ and
‘colour’ (Simpson, 1993:4). According to Rasley (2008:75), a narrator’s worldview can be
optimistic or pessimistic, naive or cynical, suspicious or trusting; it could also have a political
outlook or religious faith that colours his view. This work provides insight into writers’
worldview in relation to the practice of homosexuality as represented in the Nigerian
newspapers. Writers’ writings reveal their optimism, pessimism, and other factors that colour

their views.

Mclntyre (2006) considers a cognitive stylistic approach to viewpoint in drama and other text
types. He concentrates predominantly on Alan Bennett’s play,The Lady in the Van. He is of
the view that the study of points of view in drama has been abandoned because there are no
narrator which is the primary concern of point of view. He asserts that point of view can be as
important in dramatic texts as it is in the novel, and that applying viewpoint analysis in detail
to play-texts can be interpretatively revealing and can highlight the structural complexity of a
dramatic text and show up the kind of viewpoint effects most commonly associated with

prose fiction.

He considers point of view to be closely related to the narration style adopted by a writer. He
further says that the term ‘point of view’ is controversial because many writers prefer to use
alternative terms. For instance, Genette (1980) explains his objection to the term ‘point of
view’ by referring to the work of Brooks and Warren (1943), who suggest the term ‘focus of
narration’ as an alternative. Genette decides not to use the term‘point of view’ on the grounds
that writers who favour this term are conflating two different aspects of narrative that should
be studied separately (Genette 1980: 186). These two aspects of narrative being referred to
here by Genette are‘narrative mood’ and ‘narrative voice’. He explains the distinction by
saying that ‘mood’ focuses on the question ‘who is the character whose point of view orients
the narrative?’, whereas the category of ‘voice’ concentrates on the question ‘Who is the

narrator?’ (Genette, 1980:186).

Rimmon-Kenan (1983) and Bal (1997) also follows Genette’s (1980) lead and prefer
‘focalisation’ to‘point of view’. In his later work, Genette himself appears to change his mind
about the term ‘focalisation’ and suggests instead the term ‘foyer’ (Genette 1983: 49). The
fact that ‘point of view’ has overt visual connotations is a criticism often levelled at those

writers who preferthis term, but this criticism is itself open to question. It is not made clear
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byGenette or other writers who favour the term ‘focalisation’ what is so objectionableabout
retaining the visual connotations of ‘point of view’. The literal (i.e.non-metaphorical) sense
of ‘point of view’ (an ‘angle of vision’ as Wales (2001: 306) defines it as an important aspect
of the phenomenon of viewpoint, and it is fromthis that the metaphorical senses of the term

are analogised.

Another scholar who dissociated from the non-metaphoric meaning of point of view‘angle of
vision’ is Uspensky(Wales 2001: 306). The relationship between non-metaphorical and
metaphorical point of view issystematically covered in Uspensky’s (1973) study on point of
view in narratives. Uspensky (1973) asserts that point of view exists in four ‘planes’, these
being the spatial and temporal plane, the ideological plane, the phraseological plane and the
psychological plane.Uspensky (1973) considers spatial point of view and temporal point of
view to exist on the same ‘plane’. Spatial point of view, being the non-metaphorical aspect of
the term point of view, refers to the special position from which a scene is viewed. Uspensky
(1973) observes that,in a narrative, the spatial position of a narrator does not necessarily
equate to the spatial position of a specific character. For example, an omniscient narrator has
the capacity to describe events in more detail than a specific character would be able to.
Spatial point of view can also be realised in the stage directions of dramatic texts, and is often
used to express what the spatial point of view of an audience watching a performance of the
play would be. Temporal point of view focuses on the fictional presentation of events from a
particular position in time. The concepts of distance and proximity apply metaphorically to

temporal viewpoint.

Uspensky (1973) explains that point of view on the ideological plane is concerned with the
following question: “[. . .] whose point of view does the author assume when he evaluates
and perceives ideologically the world which he describes?” (Uspensky, 1973:8). Semino
(2002: 97) submits thatideological points of view‘“capture those aspects of world views that
are social, cultural, religious or political in origin, and which an individual is likely to share
with others belonging to similar social, cultural, religious or political groups”. In Uspensky’s
(1973) taxonomy, point of view on the phraseological plane concerns the viewpoint effects
that can arise as a result of an author’s choices with regard to the presentation of speech and
thought. This plane also concerns the naming of characters and the consequences for the
expression of point of view that this has. Point of view on the plane of psychology concerns
the choices an author makes with regard to the various ways in which a story might be

narrated. Uspensky’s notion of point of view on the ideological plane is useful for the present
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study because it provides the tool for the identification of writers’ worldview on the issue of

homosexuality.

Fowler’s work on point of view (1996:160-84) is developed from Uspensky’s (1973)
taxonomy, with some modifications. He concentrates on the study of narrative point of view
and identifies three categories which are spatio-temporal, ideological and psychological
points of view. Fowler (1996) also chooses to conflate the temporal and spatial planes of
point of view, referring to the category asspatio-temporalviewpoint. Fowler (1996) explicates
that the focus of point of view on the ideological plane is the set of beliefs and values a
person has, and the categories by which they comprehend the world. The narrative voice or
the character could be the vehicle for the ideology. Fowler (1996:162) argues further that
point of view on the phraseological planeis better thought of as being part of Uspensky’s
‘psychological plane’ rather than being construed as constituting an independent level.
Fowler refers to Uspensky’s (1973) point of view on the plane of psychology as
psychological point of view. Fowler goes further to describe the term “worldview” and
introduce the term “mind-style”. These are important concepts with regard to points of view.
Fowler notes that the social environment into which individuals were born, the patterns of
interaction they were involved in as they grew up, and the different experiences that they
have had willdetermine how such individuals understand the world. This understanding of the
world is reflected in language and, as Fowler views it, “the point is that every person’s
sociolinguistic abilities are diverse, so that their language-use incorporates a repertoire of

ideational perspectives” (Fowler 1996: 212).

In essence, what Fowler is saying is that every individual’s language experience and use (and,
indeed, non-linguistic experience) will reflect their understanding of the world, and he refers
to this understanding as a worldview. Fowler then explains that he prefers the term ‘mind
style’to Uspensky’s point of view on the ideological plane. Mind style as a concept has
received a judicious amount of critical discussion. Semino (2002), for example, questions
whether Fowler’s use of the term really is an equivalent to ideologicalpoint of view. Semino
has argued that the notion of “ideological point of view” is most apt to capture those aspects
of worldviews that are social, cultural or political in origin. The notion of “mind style”, on
the other hand, is most apt to capture those aspects of worldviews that are primarily personal

and cognitive in origin (Semino, 2002: 97).

Simpson’s (1993) work on point of view attempts, in part, to resolve some of the problems

that are noted in Fowler’s taxonomy. Simpson takes Fowler’s categories of narration as a
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starting point and tries to introduce more precision into this framework in an effort to identify
the linguistic components common to each category. He formulates a grammar of point of
view by connecting different grammatical systems of the language with each of the categories
of points of view identified by Fowler. He connects the psychological point of view with the
modality system, the ideological point of view with the transitivity system and the spatio-
temporal point of view with deixis. He also extends his argument to pragmatics and gender
studies. Central to Simpson’s model of point of view is the concept of modality, which he
explains as referring to “a speaker’s attitude towards, or opinion about, the truth of a
proposition expressed by a sentence” (Simpson, 1993: 47). Simpson attempts to extend
Fowler’s work on modality as an indicator of viewpoint not only by identifying the different
means of expressing modal commitment (for instance, modal auxiliaries, modal adverbs,

among others.), but also by examining in detail the varioustypes of modality in English.

Language and media discourse study has been mainly established in connection with the
ideological point of view. For instance, Simpson (1993) uses newspaper discourse to
illustrate the relationship between ideological point of view and the transitivity system. It is
argued that transitivity is useful in accounting for the ‘ideational’ dimensions of viewpoints,
showing how experiences of world are encoded in grammatical configurations of the clause.
This is intended to supplement the ‘interpersonal’ aspect of viewpoints which is realised
primarily through modality. However, the transitivity model also constitutes a framework of
analysis in its own right and, to this effect; it is developed in two different ways in the central
sections of the work. First, it is deployed stylistically, in that it provides a further means of
analysing point of view in narrative fiction. On the other hand, its potential as a critical
linguistic technique is demonstrated by the analysis of different types of short media texts.
This critical linguistic application gives an insight into the analysis of what was defined as

‘ideological’ point of view.

Short’s (1996) approach to point of view differs from that of Chatman, Uspensky and others,
in that it does not attempt to categorise narration, but rather concentrates on the linguistic
phenomena within texts that give rise to viewpoint effects. Short collates these into a
checklist of prototypical linguistic indicators of viewpoint, though there is no suggestion that
this is a comprehensive list. The indicators include, schema-oriented language, value laden
language, given versus new information, deixis, representations of thoughts and perceptions,
psychological sequencing, graphology, presupposition and Grice’s co-operative principles.

Examples of these linguistic indicators, especially the value-laden language, are examined in
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the study of points of view in the discourses of homosexuality in selected Nigerian

newspapers. Therefore, Short’s study is relevant to the present research.

Parina and De-Leon (2014) use Simpson’s approach to modality in carrying out a stylistic
analysis of Ian Rosales’s Things You Don’t Know, in a bid to identify the writer’s point of
view. Since linguistic choices embedded in a text are the focus of a stylistic analysis, the
modal choices of the writer based on Simpson’s frameworkfor modality allow the readers to
identify the attitude of the narrator. The researcher finds out that the epistemic type of modal
is preponderant in the text, which apparently reveals the narrator’s uncertainty in situations or
events to the readers. Furthermore, Simpson’smodal structure also allows readers to identify
the shade of a text, which can either be positive, negative or neutral. Since the epistemic
modal is the preponderant modal, the story definitely has a negative shade. This study is
relevant to our own study especially in the area of modality and its ideological implications,

though the concept of shading deviates from Simpson’s style.

Iwamoto (1998) explores points of view and modality of war time discourses in Japanese
newspapers. He considers POV to be classified into both internal and external. The study is a
demonstration of the existence of a wartime register in Japanese newspaper journalism and
characterises its major linguistic and stylistic features. Attention is given to the analysis of
modality in relation to point of view identified by Simpson (1993). The issues of point of
view, deontic and epistemic modality,certainty and probability, and the use of classical style
are consideredin relation to, or as a part of, modal functions. To demonstrate the special
features of modality in the wartime register, a diachronic comparison is made with texts from
peacetime discourse. He concludes that strong modality is employed towards a country
directly at war with Japan, with abundant use of classical stylistic features. Also, in terms of
Simpson's theory on the relationship between modality and point of view as applied to
Japanese war discourse, the point of view from which it was written was an internal and
positive one (in the sense that the world should change to fit the words expressed), as shown
by the type of modality employed. In Japanese war discourse, as opposed to peacetime
discourse,modalities of deontic and strong epistemic commitment are foregrounded.This
present study tries to reveal the relationship between the ideological points of view and
modality in the discourses of homosexuality in the Nigerian context, therefore, [wamoto’s

study becomes useful to this study.

In the media context, some scholars have also considered POV in relation to language. Sierra

(1994), for instance, has considered point of view of political discourses in the Spanish media,
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using Fowler’s (1986) and Simpson’s (1993) idea of psychological and spatio-temporal points
of view. He explores how these perspectives of point of view influence ideologically the angle
from which written media present events. The paper examines the point of view from which
Spain and Spaniards have been portrayed in the British press during the coverage of the
general election. The paper concludes that a number of values/events associated with Spain
were detected. They are bullfighting, the sun, a fascist past, drinking, Catholicism and
partying. Deictic elements and modification serve the purpose of painting the image of a

picturesque, underdeveloped, exotic country.

2.6.1 Perspectivisation

Perspectivisation is the angle from which an individual writer of speaker views something or
an idea. It is the subjective representation of something, which is always a part of that which
the author depicts for the readers. In discourses, texts are framed from different perspectives
by writers or speakers as the case may be. The content of the discourse is certainly displayed
from a particular perspective. Perspectivisation is when the speakers invoke ideological
perspectives to position their point of view (Reisigl &Wodak, 2009). It involves expressing

the positioning of a speaker on a certain issue of discourse.

Sandig (1996: 37) defines perspective as the representation of something for someone from a
given position. For instance, during an act of giving, an external observer can make
his/herfocus of perception be on the person who gives (agent) or the object being transferred
(patient) or the person who receives the transferred object (recipient). The observer’s focus of
perception forms his/her perspective over the issue being observed. There are different
linguistic means to perspectivise such an act of giving, or better, to perspectivise the
participants of such an action. Textual perspective as defined by Sanders and Redeker
(1993:69) is “the introduction of a subjective viewpoint that restricts the validity of the
presented information to a particular person in discourse”.Perspectiveis how one sees or feels
about something, which is often subjective or personal. It could mean that people describing
the same event could have different opinions depending on their physical location. If they are
at different places viewing the same object, it is therefore possible to see the event

differently. Their opinions about the same object or event might also be different.

In the discourses of homosexuality, different perspectives have been engaged in the
representation of views on homosexuality. This study therefore considers the perspectives

from which arguments are made in the discourses.
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2.7 Media discourse

Media discourse is a broad term which refers to a totality of how reality is represented in
broadcast and print media. One can say media outfits such as newspapers,the television, and
other forms of communication play active roles in mediating the society to itself. Interactions
that take place through a broadcast platform, whether written or spoken, are media
discourses. They are public, manufactured forms of interactions. The discourse analysis of
the media allows for the understanding of which representation of the social world
predominates and the different ways people think and see issues. The media has developed
from just the television and print due to the introduction of the new media (Internet).The
Internet has been greatly explored by media institutions as a response to the ever-growing
preference of people around the world to click through pages rather than turn them as well as
to reach greater number of audience without the hassle of traditional broadcasting and
publishing practices. The potentials that the Internet offers for mass media have made it a

prime subject of intellectual scrutiny (Guinto, 2012).

The media play an important role in legitimising certain beliefs and values held by the
society. Individuals are often influenced, their opinions shaped, reinforced and altered by
their exposure to the media. van Dijk (2001) asserts that public opinion is often ideologically
sustained and reproduced by the media. According to Fairclough(1993:3), the media “do not
just reflect or represent social entities and relations, [but] they also construct and constitute
them”. Therefore, it can be said that the norm of practice in a particular socio-cultural context
is what shapes a media discourse just as Candlin and Maley (1997: 202) opine that “any
discourse is a way of talking about and acting upon the world which both constructs and is
constructed by a set of social practices”. Since media discourse is manufactured in relation to
what is obtainable in a context, there is a need to examine how it is done both literally and

ideologically as would be done in this study.

Power is closely connected with the media. There is usually power play in media
representation of events and actors. Previous studies on media discourse have revealed social
inequalities in the representation of actors, as some are represented as being powerful or
influential than others. This power play is often uncovered through the analysis of linguistic
choices made by media personnel. Power relation is revealed when the voices of some actors
are heard and that of others are not heard. In summary, media discourses provide the platform
for power relations. This study, therefore, seeks to understand the power relations in the

discourses of homosexuality as evident in the selected Nigerian Newspapers.
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The media also suggests expedient solutions for societal problems by providing the platform
for the discussion of such issues, especially by experts. When the society is faced with a new
problem, it becomes a media discourse. For instance, recently, the media has frequently
addressed the issues of homosexuality and same-sex marriage within the context of current
political questions, primarily connecting the debate to the law guiding the existence of such
relationships. The listing of pro and contra arguments and statements by parliamentarians and
other stakeholders, which is the classical pattern for reporting on homosexuality, pervades the
media discourse on the issue. Though in the Nigerian context, rather than providing solution
to the problem, the media has provided a platform for the reproduction of intolerance against

homosexuals.

Previous studies on media discourse from the standpoint of critical discourse analysis have
demonstrated how the media linguistically construct ideological representations of different
groups of people, events and different countries, and how these representations have become
powerful forces in shaping readers’ interpretation of the world. In Nigeria, various studies
have been carried out on media discourse from different perspectives, ranging from
linguistics, political science to other fields of study. However, important to this work is the
linguistic representations and interpretations of the discourse on homosexuality in the

Nigerian media.
2.7.1 The print media

The print media is an embodiment of history, opinion and ideology. It reflects people’s values
and lifestyle based on historical facts and other factors such as, culture and religion. Different
scholars have analysed news reports, editorials, headlines, etc on different issues of discourse
such as politics, wars and conflicts, in a bid to explicate the ideologies that inform the
representation of these issues in the media by looking into the writers’ use of language. A
growing number of studies on the print media from different perspectives (Fowler,
1991;Caldas-Coulthard & Coulthard, 1996;van Dijk, 1988a, 1988b, 1991, 1993;Fairclough,
1989) has established that news reports cannot be completely value-free even in its

representation of facts.

News-producing involves the construction of realities in a way that corresponds with the
underlying ideologies of media outfits and the intended audience. Therefore, the processes of
news production include selection, interpretation, and presentation of events to the audience.

Anything that is said or written about the world is articulated from a particular ideological
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standpoint. A news report, editorial, comment, or letter imposes a structure of values on
whatever it represents, and so inexorably produces meanings that construct ideological
representations of the social world. The focus of this research work therefore is premised on

this idea.
2.7.1.1 Different sections in the Newspapers

There are different sections in newspapers; these sections include opinion articles (such as
editorials, letter to the editor), News reports, Health section, Entertainment, Science, Feature
Story, Human Interest Story, Sport, Finance/Business, Education and Adverts. The main
sections in the newspapers, particularly in Nigeria and of interest to this study include news

reports, editorials, letters to the editor and interviews. These sections are considered in turns.
2.7.1.1.1 News reports

News reports are considered to represent the realities of the world as people depend on them
for information about happenings and events. The language of news report is rather formal
and official. Colloquial words and sentences are not used by journalists in news reports; they
can only appear in quotations. Scholars have argued about the complexity of sentences in
news reports. While some have said that news reports are characterised by simple and short
sentences (Tuchman, 1978:106), others have said sentences are often long and complex in
news reports (van Dijk, 1987:8; 1988a:76; 1988b:10). News reports have syntactic structures
that are usually not found in other sections. An example of such structures is an inverted

declarative sentence.

News reports are not haphazardly done; they are organised in such a way that the most
important is presented before the less important. van Dijk (1988a:52ff) analyses the structure
of news reports. It is believed that news reports have top-down, relevance-dependent and
cyclical information structure. The organisation of news reports includes the headline, lead
and body. The headlines are often designed to be short and catchy in such a way that readers
will recall headlines even when they forget the content of the body. Headlines express the
core of the important information and are meant to sell the entire article to readers; they can
be called the ‘abstract of the abstract’ (Bell, 1991:150). Headlines are often used by
journalists for the expression of their ideological view in the news stories being reported (van
Dijk 1988). After the headline, is “the lead” which is often the first sentence of the news
story. It introduces and summarises the story by advancing some explanations to harness the

view initiated in the headlines. It forms the lens through which the remaining of the story is
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viewed (Bell, 1991:152). The body, which is the third part of a news report, consists of a
series of details, examples, statistics, etc. that serve as concrete illustrations that sustain and

justify the intended ideologies.

A news report may also contain verbal reactions of different people as well as the journalist’s
comment. Quotations and reported speeches are an integral part of news reports because what
people say is what makes the news. News actors’ words can be quoted directly or indirectly.
However, in the process of quoting or reporting what others have said objectively, journalists
still insert their opinions either overtly or covertly. Sayings are transformed through the
perspective of the teller in a discursive practice, such that the use of a reporting verb can be
evaluative, prompting the readers into how to interpret the reported speech. It is also
expedient to note that the selection of quotations may not be objective as journalists only
select those parts, which they consider important and serve their ideological aim (Caldas-

Coulthard, 1994:298, 303; van Dijk, 1988a:56).
2.7.1.1.2 Opinion articles

The opinion section includes articles written by prominent national writers, activists, experts,
individuals, among others. Personal editorials, which are labelled the opinion section in this
study, on the other hand, can be written by individual authors approaching and taking sides

on different issues that are not necessarily published a priori.
2.7.1.1.2.1 Editorials

Editorials constitute a part of a newspaper, where editors bare their minds on issues of
discourse. Bhatia (1993: 170) opines that the editorial pagecould be generally regarded as the
newspaper's analysis, discussion, opinion or verdict on the issues of discourse. It offers views
and opinions of the newspaper, which often align with the ideologies of the media outfit.
Sinclair (1995) cited in (Ansari & Babaei, 2004: 7) defines an editorial as “an article in a
newspaper that gives the opinion or ideology of the editor or publisher on a topic or item of
news”.Studying editorials is important when analysing the ideological role of the media
because editorials are expressions of “the broader ideological stance of thenewspaper’s
owners and managers” (Henry & Tator, 2002: 93).The main function of editorials according
to van Dijk (1996: 13) is “the expression and persuasive communication of opinions”.This

means that the editorial is often persuasive in its approach.

Three organisational schematic categories make up editorials. These categories are defining

thesituation and giving a summary of the news event,presenting an evaluation of thesituation
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especially of actions and actors and advancing pragmatic conclusions inthe form of
expectations, recommendations, advice, and warnings (van Dijk, 1992). Generally, an
editorial is a type of journalistic article that is meant to persuade the readers to think in a
particular way about an issue, which could be local, national or international. What
characterises editorials according to (Richardson, 2007:86) is that they are “opinion articles
and... will never qualify as ‘objective reporting’”. This means that they are meant to
expresssubjective opinions. van Dijk (1996:23) categorises them as “public-mass
communicated types of opinion discourse par excellence”. Thus, editorials are newspaper
texts expressing opinions directed to a large public and consequently, their aim is to persuade
and convince. They are also described as “rhetorical” (Billing, 1991 in van Dijk, 1995:7),
because they occur in interaction contexts. This means that, their objective is to convince the

recipient with the legitimacy or invalidity of ideas.

Editorials include leading articles, letters to the editor, and personal editorials (Koubali
2007:31). Koubali (2007:31) explains that leading articles or institutional editorials are
regularly written by members of the editorial board, and so reflect the ideology of the

newspaper.
2.7.1.1.2.2 Letters to the editor

This is where readers are able to get their opinions and views published in the newspapers.
Letters to the editors are usually received by the newspaper from the readers as answers or
comments about a particular issue already published in the newspaper. The publishing of
letters by readers in the newspapers makes them “feel a sense of importance and special
communication” (Wober, 2004:50). Letters are often written in response to previous articles
in the newspapers and the section represents an important site for the (re)production and
resistance of ‘us’ versus ‘them’. Thus, while leading articles follow the opinion of the
newspaper, letters to the editors reflect those of the mass public, which might be the case for

personal editorials as well. Belmonte (2008) supports this conclusion.
2.7.1.2.3 Interviews

Interviews are also parts of newspapers’ sections; this is where particular social actors are
questioned about certain issues of discourse. Media practitioners often probe important
persons in the society over certain issues. The ideological standpoints of these individuals are
often revealed in the process of answering these questions. Interviews can therefore not be

ignored in the exploration of viewpoints in the media.

43



2.8 Studies on some concepts relating to the discourse of homosexuality

Some concepts are considered important in the understanding of the discourses of
homosexuality. Some of these concepts include cultural relativism/universalism, religion, and
sexuality. In the discourse of homosexuality, especially in the Nigerian newspapers, it is
discovered that arguments have centred on religion, culture, sexuality, marriage, law, among

others. It is therefore necessary to consider these important concepts in the study.
2.8.1 Studies on cultural relativism/universalism

Culture is an important concept in the discourses of homosexuality. Roohul-Amini (1989:15)
asserts that “culture has multifarious meanings”. This means that culture could mean different
things to different people. However, from the sociological perspective, it could be seen as the
totality of the inherited values, beliefs, ideas and knowledge which form the shared
foundations of social action. Similarly, from the anthropological point of view, culture
includes the total range of commonly shared activities, traditions and ideas of a specific

group of people, which are conveyed, distributed, and highlighted by members of the group.

Culture is a system of unconscious behaviours and modes (Sapir, 1956). Rocher (1972,
2004:142) opines that “Culture is a connection of ideas and feelings accepted by the majority
of people in a society”. Taylor (1974) also observes that culture includes beliefs, arts, skills,
moralities, laws, traditions and behaviours that an individual, being a member of a society,
obtains from the society. Kroeber and Kluckhohn (1952) regard civilisation and culture as
being synonymous. For them, both concepts point to different levels of the same subject.
Civilisation and culture signify the great development of a civilised society.Every society has
its own uniqueculture which may be different from what is obtainable in other societies.
Culture, according to Schein (1990:109), “is the pattern of basic assumptions that a given
group has invented, discovered or developed in learning to cope with its problems of external
adaption and internal integration, and have worked well enough to be considered valid and,
therefore, to be taught to new members as the correct way to perceive, think and feel in
relation to those problems”. From these definitions, it is realised that culture includes the

basic assumptions and values of a group of people.

The concept of cultural relativism is rooted in discussions on relativism in the philosophy of
science and the philosophy of language. However, relativism is usually viewed in contrast to
realism, which is believed to be the idea that what is true and real exists independently of the

mind.Cultural relativismfocuses on the nature of morality and guided by some principles
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including the notion that there are no objective general moral rules and that existing moral
rules are culture-bound. This means that moral rules in a particular culture might not be
obtainable in others. Consequently, a moral rule such as killing is wrong may not necessarily
apply to everyculture. The theory claims that there are moral rules but they vary depending
on the culture, society and context. Cultural relativism argues that, what is
morallypermissibleis what agrees with socially approved customs or standards while what is
morally wrong is what goes against the customs or standards of society. If one does a
particular actionin one culture, it might be morally acceptable, whereas if in another culture,
it would be morally wrong. The definition of what ismorally right or wrong is culture-bound.
For instance, suicide is considered immoral in most Western cultures, whereas, it is
considered honourable in the hara-kiri tradition of the Japanese. Suicide bombers are also
highly esteemed in some Arab cultures but regarded as terrorists in many other cultures. The

stand of the cultural relativists is that rights, moral rules, values, etc are culturally determined.

In the same vein, Howson (2009:2) opines that “cultural relativism is associated with a
general tolerance and respect for difference, which refers to the idea that cultural context is
critical to an understanding of people’s values, beliefs and practices”. Different cultures have
different criteria for making judgments about what is good, bad, false, true or real. While
postmodernists and poststructuralists continue to celebrate the principles of cultural
relativism, moral conservatives view it negatively, claiming that it aids the demise of moral

obligation among other negative effects (Horowitz, 2004).

Cultural universalism on the others hand argues that there exists common human nature and
cross-cultural universals of perception. This means for the Universalists, there are moral
principles that are common to all cultures, such as the universality of human rights, language,
family structures, rules and laws among others. For them, the premise that human rights
standard varies from one culture to another, often made by cultural relativists should be
dismissed because if there is an international human rights standard, the meaning should be

uniform across cultures.

The different arguments from both sides involve differing ideologies, but ironically, can both
function as a solution to discrimination. For instance, in the view of the Universalists, all
humans share a common nature; if this assertion is true, then no one can pretend to be
naturally superior to others. Likewise, Relativists believe that cultures and what obtains in
them are different from one society to the other. If this is true, everyone should be tolerant

with one another; no one can pretend to be superior to the other aseveryone has rights.
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Conversely, both viewpoints can also be interpreted as supporting the inequality of men,
because the theory of the existence of cross-cultural universals can be considered as an
imperialist extension of categories which in fact are construed by the Western culture while
the relativism can be accused of sustaining inequality. Language is an important factor in
cultural relativism and universalism since it is a means of categorising, constructing and
actively shaping what counts as reality. Cultural relativism and universalism seem to be

important in the discourses of homosexuality.
2.8.2 Studies on gender

Gender, which describes the social condition of being female or male, is central in the
discourses of homosexuality. A Greek Sophists in the fifth century BC first used the term
‘gender’ to describe the threefold categorisation of the names of things as masculine,
feminine, and intermediate. The more familiar term ‘neuter’ which is equivalent to the
intermediate category was derived from French or German and later from Latin usage that
described the category as ‘neither’ (Lyons, 1968). Although older dictionaries show that
‘gender’ was only used as equivalent to ‘sex’ in a jocular manner, it has now entirely
replaced ‘sex’ in politically correct speech, except when sexuality is meant (as in ‘the sex
act’). Thus, when asked by a form whether one is a man or woman, it is now customary to
make use of ‘gender’ instead of ‘sex’. ‘Gender differences’, instead of ‘sex differences’ is

habituallyused by many psychologists.

The reason for this change of usage was to highlight the notion that the categorisation of man
and women is largely culture based, not biological, which the term ‘sex difference’ could
imply. It can therefore be assumed that gender is cultural. Words such as ‘womanly’ or
‘manly’ and ‘masculine’ or ‘feminine’ are considered as not being associated with a person’s
biological sex, but as describing culturally variable characteristics. In the 1950s and 1960s,
the British and American psychiatrists and other medical personnel working with intersex and
transsexual patients were the first to distinguish between the terms ‘sex’ and ‘gender’.They

opined that gender is culturally and socially constructed while ‘sex’ is basically biological.

According to OCHA gender toolkit (2012:1), gender has also been referred to as the social
qualities associated with being male and female and the relationships between women and
men and girls and boys. These qualities and relationships are socially constructed and learned
through socialisation processes. In a particular context, gender roles are assigned to both male

and female. The gender roles determine what is expected, valued and allowed for these
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groups of individuals. In societies, different responsibilities are assigned to both men and
women in terms of activities undertaken, decision making and control of resources among
others. For instance, in the African context, boys are generally nurtured to be bold,
independent, dominant and aggressive, which ultimately define their masculine role. Girls on
the other hand are nurtured to be submissive, tender, emotional and dependent, which also
define their femininity (Pipher, 1994; Thompson, 1995). It is also essential to say that these
gender roles are context dependent and can change with time. In essence, gender is

essentially a part of the broader socio-cultural context.

Attesting to the notion that gender is socially constructed, West and Zimmerman (1987) and
Butler (1990) opine that gender is a performance and not what people are born with or have.
Gender is importantly what people do, which is constructed through the everyday practices of
individuals (Butler, 1988; Lyons, 2009). Since gender is a performance, it manifests in the
ways that individuals speak, move, gesticulate, dress and carry themselves (Butler, 1988,
2004). It is through the repetition of these gendered practices (e.g., body gestures,
mannerisms) that gender is performed (Butler, 1988, 2004). Furthermore, as Lyons
(2009:395) explains, “through engagement in these behaviours or practices, gender becomes
accountable and assessed by others, and aspects of gendered identity become legitimated”.
Therefore, gender comes alive.Gender “is not a homogeneous category, but involves status,
identity and display” (Lorber, 1999:417). It is seen “as derived from socialization and social

context and thus potentially both multiple and fluid” (Lorber, 1999:418-9).
Anne Fausto-Sterling (2000:3) sumsup the situation as follows:

Labelling someone a man or a woman is a social decision.
We may use scientific knowledge tohelp us make the
decision, but only our beliefs about gender — not science —
can define our sex.Furthermore, our beliefs about gender
affect what kinds of knowledge scientists produce
aboutsex in the first place.

Sex is an ascribed status because a person is born with it but gender is an achieved status
because it must be learned.In essence, sex is fixed and based in nature while gender is fluid
and based in culture.Sexuality and gender are strongly linked (Rutter & Schwartz, 1998). It
might be difficult to speak of one without the other.

Educational institutions, the media, religion and other socio-political institutions are agents
that produce, shape and construct gender. They create highly influential gender structure that

is rarely questioned. Institutionalised gender refers to the ways that gender is rooted in and
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expressed through these large social systems through the different responses, values,
expectations, roles, and responsibilities given to individuals and groups according to gender

(Johnson et al., 2007).
2.8.3 Studies on sexuality

The issue of sexuality is integral to understanding homosexuality. Sexuality occupies an
important space in the lives of human and evident in every aspect of human endeavours. The
World Health Organisation defines sexuality as:

A central aspect of being human throughout life and
encompasses sex, gender, identities and roles, sexual
orientation, eroticism,  pleasure, intimacy  and
reproduction. Sexuality is experienced and expressed in
thoughts, fantasies, desires, beliefs, attitudes, values,
behaviours, practices, roles and relationships (ARSRC,
2003:17).
Sexuality is all encompassing and has influenced communities, families and nations for a long

time. It “defines the very essence of one’s humanity including one’s self-image, and his/her
definition of being female or male, physical looks and reproductive capacity. Sexuality
therefore is a fundamental aspect of human existence” (Ikpe, 2004:2). It is believed to be an
attribute of all humans and not restricted to a particular group of individuals or area
(Madunagu, 2007). Sexuality in humans is “experienced and expressed in thoughts, fantasies,
desires, beliefs, attitudes, values, behaviours, practices, roles and relationships....” (Ikpe,

2004:3). In his own view, Ikpe (2004:3) sees sexuality as:
The manner we decide to or are conditioned to enjoy or deny
our sexual desires. Sexuality has a lot to do with sex but is
more than that as there are other processes and activities
surrounding it. Although this should be a private matter, it has

always remained at the centre of societal organisation...
It can be deduced from the definition above that sexuality concerns ways in which sexual

desires can be achieved. It is not restricted to just sex, because other aspects of the society
such as economic policies, religious laws revolve around it. It includes values,
relationships,the feelings of people about themselves and others, and even issues such as

substance abuse and peer pressure.

The term can be defined biologically, sociologically, psychologically, among others, because
psychological, biological, cultural, legal, religious, economical and historical factors influence
the phenomenon.Different scholars have attempted to trace the history of sexuality. One of

such is Lerclerc-Madlala (2004:5), who opines that:
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The term ‘sexuality’..., gained currency from the mid-19th
century Victorian FEurope and America. It developed
simultaneously with the development of western biomedicine
and the scientific method, typified by preoccupations with
classifying, determining, and producing predictable outcomes.

Foucault (1990) points out that the concept of “sexuality” was not seen as a feature of the
human nature until the 19th century. lkpe(2004:5) notes that“the history of sexuality
therefore, is the product of various forms of dealings, communications, influences and social
interventions to control or enhance sex”.For Foucault (1990), the manifestation of human

sexuality would determine the fortune and future of the society.

The description of identities and segregation of members of the society into different
categories fall under the political layer of sexuality, wheregender plays a vital role. Gender
influences the reading of sexuality in terms of homosexuality, heterosexuality and bi-
sexuality. Thus, there are homosexuals, heterosexuals and bi-sexuals in every society and
countries have either criminalised or legalised the practice of each of these sexual identities.
For instance, Nigeria, which is the case study of this research, criminalised the practice of
homosexuality, upholding heterosexuality as the standard and accepted form of sexuality.
Basically, the Nigerian society promotesopposite-sex marriage and family to control human

sexuality.

The understanding of desires in human sexuality belongs to thepsychological layer of
sexuality. Sexual desires and expressions are closely related to this layer, as sexual script is
one of the main issues here. Sexual script encompasses the different stages and methods to be
followed in order to secure the interest of the potential lover. It exists in dating and courtship
as well as the entire family life cycle from marriage to death. Also part of this layer are
communication and intimacy which have an effect on the outcomes of sexual relations.All
facets of interaction, including relationships, friendship, courtship and marriage, intimacy,
love, romance and sexual intercourse, and their implicationsare covered at the sociological

layer of sexuality.

Agents of socialisation, such as schools, family, religious organisations, mass media, pressure
groups and the state are often used by societies to regulate all layers of sexuality. However,
there is usually clash of interests among these agents, especially, when they produce
conflicting information about sexuality.This leaves the society confused on the values of
sexuality to uphold. For instance, peer pressures and unwholesome exhibitions in the mass

media could be conflicting with sexual values acquired through the family, schools and
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religious organisations. Each of these agents differently contributes to the modifications of
lifestyles of members of the society who are usually expected to perform specific roles that fit
their sexualities. Ikpe (2004:30) concludes by urging us to negotiate and have a rethink on

sexuality which is not naturally given.
2.8.4 Studies on the concept of marriage

Marriage is another important issue in the discourse of homosexuality because of the constant
reference to same-sex marriage. It is therefore expedient to consider the meaning of marriage
from different dimensions. Badgett (2009:117) observes that “marriage is a complex,
multilayered institution thatis deeply imbedded in legal, psychological, social and economic
layers of life.” Sociologically, marriage has been described as the union of aman and a
woman for the purpose of procreation and for the benefit of the society. This description has
been given credence by a District court inthe United States of America, which also
describesmarriage as the social union of a man and a woman exclusively including
procreation and rearing of children within a family (Skinner v Oklohama, 1942). From the
religious standpoint, marriage is the union of a man and a woman, thereby becoming one
flesh (Elwell, 1993). Corroborating this view, Lord Penzance defines marriage as “a
voluntary union for life of one man and one woman to the exclusion of all others” (Hyde v

Hyde, 1886). These definitions foreground the opposite-sex marriage for the purpose of

procreation and the ultimate benefit of the society.

It is often said that marriage is the world’s oldest institution. In Christianity, marriage is
believed to have been instituted by God himself at the beginning of man’s creation. It is
therefore believed to be a sacred union that exists between a man and a woman. In Islam,
marriage is conceived as the coming together of a man and a woman for the purpose of
supporting each other within the limits of what has been laid down for them in terms of rights
and obligations. Furthermore, it is a shared agreement between a man and a woman whose
goalis the enjoyment of each other to start a good family and by implication a healthy society.
Marriage is considered by couples for several reasons, including romance, to gain societal

acceptance, financial benefits, among other reasons (Badgett, 2009).

However, presently, there seems to be a paradigm shift in people’s conception of marriage as
a new ideology has been formed. At the beginning of the 21st century, a new ideology about
marriage emerged, agitating for gender neutrality in marriage laws. The agitation is premised

on human rights and thedevelopment in medical technology which has resulted to successful
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sex transplants. The marriage laws stipulating that marriage is a union between a man and a
woman are seen as discriminatory and against the fundamental human rights of homosexuals.
Homosexuals therefore started agitating for legalrecognition and acceptance in the
society.Besides, the legal recognition of same-sex marriage in some countries makes it
imperative to redefine marriage to includehomosexuals and trans-sexuals. Same-sex marriage
is marriage between two persons of the same biological gender. It is known in some
jurisdiction as ‘gay marriage’ while some people call it‘gender neutral marriage’ apparently
because it involves persons of same gender (Ifemeje, 2008). The marriage can be between

two males or between two females.
2.8.5 Studies on religion

Religion is also an important issue in the discourses of homosexuality. However, several
scholars from different fields have attempted to define religion from different perspectives.
There is no generally conventional meaning of religion, taking into accounts the nature of the
discipline, multiplicity ofreligions, religious experiences, and religious origins, among others.
For example, there has been a shiftbetween delineatingreligion with reference to its social or
psychological functions and its belief contents in scientific approaches to religion (Berger,
1974). In terms of etymology, the term “religion” derives from the Latin word ‘religare’
meaning “to bind back” or “to rebind”.This implies that religion is a process of reconnection
between God and his worshippers by worship. Another less popular etymology ofreligion is

the Latin word ‘relegere” denoting “to re-read” (Griffiths, 2000).

Scholars like Taylor (2005), Frazer (1990), Pecorino (2000), Olayinka and Olusegun (2007),
among others have attempted to define religion. Taylor (2005) defines it “as a belief
inspiritual beings”. Frazer (1990) on his part defines it asappeasement of powers considered
superior to man, which control the cause of man’s life. Olayinka andOlusegun (2007) have
further definedreligion as “a system of beliefs, rituals andpractices or a code of moral conduct
involving the recognition by man of asuperhuman power which has control over his destiny
and which isentitled to obedience, reverence and worship”.In these definitions, there is the
recognition of a supreme being, who controls the affairs of men. The Supreme Being should

be feared, respected and worshipped.

Anih (1992:31) opines that the feeling of absolute reliance on a supreme being for everything
that cannot be achieved by human power is the concern of religion. This definition of religion

implies that man feels inadequate in some areas of life and therefore needs a supernatural
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power beyond the natural to meet these needs. Therefore, religion is the belief in a supreme
being as the all powerful. In the same light, Anih (1992:68) citing Otto (1968) posits that
religion relates to the “feeling of awe, dread, mystery, and fascination men experience when
confronted with what is holy, uncannyor supernatural”. Though the supernatural being is not

seen, he is feared and believed to be in existence.

Seventeen definitions of religion relating to different perspectiveswere outlined by John
Ferguson, including  moral, theological, philosophical, sociological  and
psychologicaldefinitions, according to the National Open University of Nigeria (2012: 1-3).
Theologically, religion can be defined as the belief in God and spiritual beings, the life of
God in the soul of man and an awesome mystery. These definitionsconnote that religion
centres on the existence of God or spiritual beings, which is also considered a mystery.
Morally, Ferguson describes religion as: leading a good life, the recognition of all our duties
as divinely commanded and the totality of impediments to use human initiative as against
divine instructions. The general definition of religion form the moral perspective is living a
good life, behaving appropriately in accordance to divine instructions. Philosophically,
religion is considered as an abstract concept. For instance, the twentieth century philosopher,
Alfred North Whitehead (1925) describes religion as what a man does with his solitariness.
He identifies the abstract notion of solitariness as the fundamental religious dimension within
human existence. For him, when one achieves a condition of the solitary, one has achieved a

religious experience.

In view of the above definitions, it appears that religion focuses on the mysterious yet
undeniable relationship between man and the supernatural or Supreme Being. For many
advocates of religion, it is believed that religion enhances orderliness and morality in the
society. It is an important factor in living a good life for many. From this perspective, religion
plays a significant role in establishing and maintaining peaceful co-existence among human
beings. Though, it has also been used as a tool for violence and terrorism by some
extremists.Nigeria is a very religious country, where it is believed that religion, particularly
Christianity and Islam, shapes what is good and what is bad. Majority believe that the rules
for leading a good life can be found in religious books as authorised by the Supreme Being.
Therefore, when national and controversial issues such as homosexuality come up, it is

common to see people argue based on religion.

From the foregoing, it is realised that one cannot talk about homosexuality and not make

reference to the notions of cultural relativism/universalism, religion, gender, sexuality and
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marriage. A review of these concepts provides a better understanding of the study. In the
Nigerian context, these concepts often come up during discussions on homosexuality and

therefore, an understanding of these serves as a means of contextualising the study.

2.9 Theoretical framework

This study adopts a synthesis of Fairclough’s approach to Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA),
Fowler-Uspensky’s notion of ideological point of view, Martin and White’s Appraisal theory
with Halliday’s Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL) serving as the umbrella. These

approaches are discussed in this section.
2.9.1 An overview of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA)

The concept “Critical Discourse Analysis” (CDA) refers to the aspect of applied linguistics,
linked with scholars such as Roger Fowler, Norman Fairclough, Teun van Dijk and Ruth
Wodak. These scholars have suggested different analytical approaches for studies on Critical
Discourse Analysis. For instance, Fairclough is associated with the socio-semiotic approach,
Wodak, the discourse historical approach and van Dijk is known for his socio-cognitive
approach to CDA. These different approaches have come together to make up what is called
CDA. According to Weiss and Wodak (2003:12), “studies in CDA are multifarious, derived
from quite different theoretical backgrounds and orientated towards very different data and
methodologies”.Critical Discourse Analysis is a cross-disciplinary approach and a branch of
Discourse Analysis. Both critical discourse analysis and discourse analysis are concerned
with how language is used. CDA emerged by the influence of the social theories of Foucault,
Bordieu, and Habermas as well asHalliday’s linguistic theories (Burns, 2001:138; McCarthy,
2006:5).

While Discourse Analysis is concerned with studying the relationships between language and
the contexts in which the language is used, CDA is instead concerned with the issues of
language, power and ideology in discourses (McCarthy, 2006:5; Coffin, 2001:99). It also
considers as important the ‘context of language use’. CDA investigates the discursive
constructions that are found in texts in relation to their contexts of usage. Language is thus
seen as a social act in critical discourse analysis. The relationship of language, discourse and

the society cannot be overlooked (Fairclough, 1997).

Critical Discourse Analysis entails critical thinking of texts and the description and

explanation of such texts from a critical standpoint. The critical thinking of texts is expedient

53



because texts are not just written; they are written for specific purposes and from certain
ideological standpoints. Critical thinking helps to identify these purposes and the ideologies
embedded. There is a need to consider whom a text is written for, that is, the intended
audience, and the social, cultural, historical context in which the text is written. The
consideration of these facts would make for a more accurate opinion about the text. The
approaches in CDA focus on the “detailed analysis of text in context and thus draw on
concepts taken from argumentation theory, linguistics, pragmatics, rhetorics, semantics and
syntax” (Forchtner and Wodak, 2018:135). The goal of these detailed analyses is to

understand the workings of language within the society as it relates to power and ideology.

Critical Discourse Analysis attempts a detailed explanation of how ideologies, identities,
attitudes and knowledge that are socially shared are manufactured through reproduction (van
Dijk, 1993:258-259). It helps in the identification of important features of a text in order to
decode the wunderlying ideologies expressed within the lexical and grammatical
representations of the discourse. CDA, as a multidisciplinary approach to language, attempts
to emphasise the nature of social power and dominance by substantiating the intricate
relationships among text, talk, social cognition, power, society and culture (van Dijk, 1995:

253).

A theoretical discourse-cognition-society triangle was advanced by Van Dijk (2001) and the
three concepts of ‘discourse’, ‘cognition’ and ‘society’ were defined differently. Discourse,
according to him, means any text whether written, visual or verbal. Cognition includes beliefs
and goals, personal and social cognition, emotions,evaluations, and any mental
representations involved in discourses and interactions. The society is made up of social
groups, political structures, movements, organisations, group relations in terms of inequality
and power, institutions, social processes, political systems, among other components of
societies and cultures. The three concepts identified by van Dijk foreground the relationship
that exists between texts and contexts in discourses which isan essential aspect in Critical

Discourse Analysis (van Dijk, 2001: 96-99).

van Dijk (1998:1) observes that CDA is a discourse analytical approach that basically focuses
on how dominance, inequality and power abuse are produced, distributed and resisted in texts
and talks in the socio-political context. Therefore, critical discourse analysts take overt
position in order to comprehend, uncover and eventually oppose social inequality and the

abuse of power in the society. The investigation of peculiar social ideologies that manifest
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inequality and abuse of social power to the detrimentof the minorities or the underprivileged
in society is the concern of critical discourse analysts. They are mainly concerned with how
these inequalities are created by the privileged or the advantaged and resisted by the

underprivileged or the minorities.

CDA gives significant insights to the relationships between language and its use in the social
context because it is often complemented with the“Hallidayan’s view of language in which
language is itself inseparable from its socio-linguistic context, its mediation of ideology and
its relation to power structures within society” (Orphin, 2005:37-38). CDA is able to uncover
the concealed slant that an author takes within discourse in order to represent the world,
whether consciously or unconsciously. This is done by identifying the linguistic means
through which ideology is constructed or enacted.A speaker or a writer has access to a variety
of linguistic (lexical or grammatical) choices. The notion that the choice of one word over
another or the choice of a grammatical structure over another can suggest a speaker or
writer’s ideological stance towards a given topic is an essential aspect of doing a critical

discourse analysis.

Furthermore, the understanding of the potential of language and its realisation within texts
helps in making explicit hidden ideologies. Stubbs (1996:93) states that:

It is necessary to identify the linguistic mechanisms which

convey ideology...Ideology need not function at the level

of conscious or intentional bias...Once it is realized that

choices have been made, it is also realized that other

choices could be made, and that reality could be presented

differently.
Stubb explains that the choice of a particular linguistic pattern or strategy over another in
discourse has the capacity to reveal certain ideological meaning. This is because other

choices could have been made instead of the ones made.

Critical Discourse Analysis as suggested by Pietikdinen (2000:191-192)is a multidisciplinary
approach which is not restricted to one strict method of analysisbut has different
methodological variations. This means that critical discourse analysis is an approach to
language study that goes beyond the text in its analysis.In line with this, Fairclough (1995a:9)
opines that critical analysis should not only focus on textual level of discourse because it
extends beyond that. Moreover, critical discourse analysis should be considered as an
approach that constantly evolves as it spreads into new disciplines. This means that different

methods can be used in critical discourse analysis to make explicit hidden or embedded
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ideology in texts. It draws from different theories and models. Some approaches, such as
Fairclough’s (1992a, 2001) socio-semiotic approach and Wodak’s (1996) discourse historical
approach, rely on the linguistic analysis of texts, especially Halliday’s Systemic Functional
Linguistics (SFL), starting with the analysis of lexical properties, moving through an analysis

of syntactic features and functions to the analysis of genre and text metafunction.

According to Fairclough and Wodak (1997:271-280), critical discourse analysis is guided by
the following summarised eight tenets.

l. CDA addresses social problems: CDA does not just focus on language and language
use in relation to context, but also on social problems. It is concerned with the linguistic
characteristics of social and cultural processes. It seeks to achieve results that are practically
relevant to the social, political, cultural and economic contexts. It approaches social issues
using a critical method.

2. Power relations are discursive: CDA points out how social relations of power are
exercised and negotiated in and through discourses. According to Forchtner and Wodak
(2018:136), all approaches share a view that CDA highlights the substantively linguistic and
discursive nature of social relations of power in contemporary societies. This is partly the
matter of how power relations are exercised and negotiated in discourse.

3. Discourse constitutes society and culture: This means that every form of language use
contributes to reproducing and transforming society and culture, just as both society and
culture influence discourse.

4. Discourse does ideological work: Ideologies are produced through discourse.

5. Discourse is history: Discourses can be understood with reference to their historical
context. In accordance with this, CDA refers to extra-linguistic factors such as culture,
society and ideology in historical terms (Fairclough & Wodak, 1997; Wodak, 1996, 2001).

6. The link between text and society is mediated. CDA, thus, is concerned with making
connections between socio-cultural processes and structures on the one hand, and properties
of texts on the other (Fairclough & Wodak, 1997; Wodak, 1996, 2001; Wodak &Meyer,
2001; Scollon, 2001).

7. CDA is interpretative and explanatory. CDA goes beyond textual analysis. It is not
only interpretative but also explanatory in its approach (Fairclough & Wodak, 1997; Wodak,
1996, 2001). These interpretations and explanations are dynamic and open, and may be
affected by new readings and new contextual information. Richardson (2007:15) agrees with

this, explaining that CDA offers “interpretations of meanings of texts rather than just
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quantifying textual features ... [and] summarising patterns” or merely ‘reading off” textual

meaning from coding frames.

8. CDA is a form of social action: It attempts to bring about change in communicative

and socio-political practices.

Relating to the above list are five other features of CDA identified by Phillips and Jergensen
(2006:61-65):

1. Discursive practices contribute to the construction of social identities and relations.

2. Discourse constitutes the social world and is constituted by other social practices.

3. Language should be analysed within its social context.

4. Discursive practices create and reproduce unequal power relations; CDA aims to reveal
these.

5. CDA seeks to discover the role of discourse in maintaining social relations, and aims to

achieve positive change.

From the foregoing, it is realised that CDA is a useful approach in the explication of social
identities, ideologies and power and how they are enacted in discourses through the
instrumentality of language. These scholars corroborate on the importance of context in the
interpretation of texts in CDA and the notion that it addresses social problems. For the
purposes of this study, CDA is chosen because it is able to offer not only an explanation as to
why specific choices of language are made in discourses, but also how specific choices of
language are categorised within ideologies to construct textual personas which are used for

the intention of reproduction via interaction to maintain power.

In media discourses, CDA has been recognised as a useful analytical tool in understanding
the bias posturing and subjectivity in news reports.Research on news reports and other
aspects of the media has established that various ideologies are embedded in media contents.
For instance, McKay (2006:77) recognises that the reporter’s “attitude of mind” or
subjectivity which contributes to “the shape of the final story” is inevitable in news writing.
Furthermore, he opines that bias is absorbed in the news writers (McKay, 2006:78). CDA
helps to unearth such biases embedded in news reports and other segments of the media. This
points out the need to deploy Critical Discourse Analysis in this study in order to uncover the
ideologies and power relations in the discussions of homosexuality as represented in the

selected Nigerian Newspapers.
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2.9.1.1 Fairclough’s model of CDA (Socio-Semiotic Approach)

Norman Fairclough is a British sociolinguist, who sees CDA as an approach for examining
socio-cultural modification that could be deployed in protest against the dominance and
control of an elite group on other groups (Fairclough, 1989). Fairclough (1989, 1992a 1995c¢)
initially identifies his approach to the study of language as critical language study. After
reviewing other approaches such as linguistics, sociolinguistics, pragmatics, conversation
analysis and discourse analysis, he concludes that they are not critical enough despite the fact
that they add one thing or another to the study of language. He criticises the positivist aspects
of sociolinguistics, the promotion of individualism in pragmatics and the lack of
consideration for context in conversation analysis. Fairclough (1989:10) identifies his
approach as an “alternative orientation” and not as another method of language study. His
attempt to “bring together linguistically — oriented discourse analysis and social and political
thought relevant to discourse and language” is what he describes as a “social theory of
discourse” (Fairclough, 1992a:92). However, he believes that a close analysis of language
contributes to the understanding of power relations and ideology in discourse. He works
towards developing “a method of language analysis which is both theoretically adequate and

practically usable” (Fairclough, 1992:1).

In recognising that language is part of the society, that linguistic phenomena is a type of
social phenomenon and that social phenomenon are partly linguistic, Fairclough
conceptualises discourse as a three dimensional concept. He identifies the discursive event,
discursive practice and an instance of social practice as forming discourse. This can be seen

in figure 2.1. below:
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Figure 2.1 Fairclough’s three dimensions of discourse analysis

Text

Discourse
practice

Social practice

Fairclough’s three dimensions of discourse analysis (1989, 1992, 1995b)

Fairclough (1989) prescribes three stages of CDA as description, interpretation and
explanation

Description stage: This stage is concerned with the identification of the formal features of
texts, such as vocabulary and sentence structure.

Interpretation: At the interpretation stage, the relationship between text and interaction is
foregrounded. The stage emphasises the conception of text as an outcome of production, and

as a resource in the process of interpretation.

Explanation: The explanation stage focuses on the relationship between interaction and social
context. It is at this stage that the identified formal properties, linked with their interpretations

are viewed 1n relation to the social context.

The first level is an analysis of the text and it focuses on the linguistic features of the text
itself, such as vocabulary, grammar and semantics (Fairclough, 2003:36f). In my analysis of
the text, [ have chosen to concentrate on how vocabulary and different grammatical structures
are used and how they give meaning to the text. To identify what other texts and discourses
the text relates to is the main focus of the second dimension in Fairclough’s model, the
discursive practice. This focuses on the analysis of how other texts and discourses are used in
the production and consumption of a text (Jergensen & Philips, 2000:75). In my analysis of
discursive practice, I will concentrate on intertextuality. Intertextuality is the “relations

between one text and other texts which are ‘external to it’, outside it, yet in some way
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brought into it” (Fairclough, 2003:39). This is based on the supposition that all
communicative events are built upon previous events and that texts thus relate to other texts
in an intertextual chain; therefore, intertextuality thrives on “a series of texts that are bound
together in a chain through the incorporation of elements from other texts into each text”
(Jorgensen & Philips, 2000:77). This relation can be more or less obvious but this study will
concentrate on manifest intertextuality; when a text quotes, summarises or alludes to another
text (Fairclough, 1992:117). In a statement such as ‘the Bible says that homosexuality is
wrong’, that statement alludes to another text, which is the Bible, and is hence intertextually
related to that text. The analysis of discursive practice is what Fairclough calls the
‘intermediate level’ between the text itself and other social practices that are external to the
text. To look at the “external relations” of the text, that is to say how the text relates to a
broader social context, is the focus of the third dimension of Fairclough’s analysis, the social
practice (Fairclough, 2003:37). In this dimension, one interprets the texts by applying other

relevant social theories in the analysis of the text.

2.9.1.2 The concept of ideology

Since CDA does ideological work and a major part of this study is the discovery of ideologies
on homosexuality in the Nigerian context, it is important to explain what it means. Ideology
is described as inherent assumptions held by groups, largely in interaction with power
relations (Fairclough, 2001; Wodak, 1996). Ideologies are often not very explicit. They may
be hidden, concealed or implicit; appearing in the form of opinions about specific events, or
in the way such an event is described, more or less prominently. In this implicitness lies the
capacity of ideology to give sustenance to inequalities and thus serve “political” purposes
(Fairclough, 2001). Supporting the view that ideologies could serve political purposes,
Wodak (1996:18) sees ideologies as “particular ways of representing and constructing
society, which reproduce unequal relations of power, relations of domination and
exploitation”. The process of representing and constructing the society involves the use of
language; since language is the siteof ideological representations, language can be
investigated to expose implicit stances, attitudes and political leanings of people. The choice
of words and grammatical structures in discourses can be a pointer to the ideologies of the

speakers. This is because speakers’ ideologies form the foundation of their discourses.

On the view that all texts are ideological, Coulthard (1996:228) states, “all texts code the

ideological position[s] of their producers.”This means that no text can be void of ideologies;
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therefore, a critical examination of texts will reveal these often implicit ideologies. Ideologies
are directly or indirectly expressed in the process of language use. Fairclough sees ideologies
as the viewpoints and ideasof people about the world and how it should be. They are also
beliefs of people about how they influence the world and are influenced by the world.
Ideologies are not simply learned, but reconstructed in all the aspects of life. Fairclough
(1992:87) suggests that the ideologies that are embedded in discursive practices are most
effective when they become naturalised, and people see them as common sense, which need
not to be questioned. In addition, Fairclough (1992:90) notes that ideologies are so natural
and habitual; therefore, people are not always aware of the ideologies being practiced by

them.

Ideology, according to van Dijk (1998), provides the following important social functions:
Membership: This focuses on the question: “Who are we?”’It seeks to define how individuals
and groups can be classified or characterised based on sexual identities, race, gender,
ethnicity, socio-economic class, age, religion, language, culture, among other sociological
features. It also focuses on the question:“Who is our enemy?”” Thus, this creates the ‘we’ and
‘they’ dichotomy.

Action: This concentrates on the question: what do we do as a group? It focuses on the
actions of group members.

Value: What do we value most? Of what do we want to convince other people?

Belief: What do we believe as a group? For example, religious beliefs by a religiousgroup.
Relationships with other group: Where do we stand on certain issues?

Resources: What (realistic or symbolic) resources do we have and lack? Ideologicalgroups

usually protect their resources, or fight for resources they do not have.

These social functions are probed in the quest for the identification of ideologies surrounding
homosexuality in the Nigerian context. In understandingan ideology and its competing
ideologies, how the written and spoken discourse enacts, reproduces, and promotes an
ideology becomes very important.In this study, the ideologies underlying the different

arguments on homosexuality in the Nigerian context are examined.

2.9.2 Fowler-Uspensky’s ideological point of view

The narratologist Boris Uspensky, in a publication on prose composition projected a four-
way category for the study of point of view in fiction (Uspensky, 1973). This model was later
revised and refined by Roger Fowler (Fowler, 1996:127-47), which makes it probably correct

referring to this combined framework of analysis as the ‘Fowler-Uspensky model’. Fowler-
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Uspensky’s model of point of view projecteS four components: point of view on the
ideological plane, point of view on the temporal plane, point of view on the spatial plane,
point of view on the psychological plane. However, the focus of this study is on point of view

on the ideological plane.

Fowler’s idea of the ideological point of view is what Uspensky calls ‘point of view on the
ideological plane’. These two concepts are the same but the researcher prefers to use the term
ideological point of view. Boris Uspensky coined the phrase “ideological plane” as one of the
five distinct planes on which point of view functions in a narrative text. Fowler (1996)
explains that point of view on the ideological plane concerns the set of beliefs and values a
person has, and the categories by which they comprehend the world. For Uspensky (1973:8),
the ideological point of view is significant for its consideration of the question “Whose point
of view does the author assume when he evaluates and perceives ideologically the world
which he describes?”According to him, the point of view in a narrative could belong to the
author; or the narrator who could be distinct from the author in the case of an unreliable
narrator or it could belong to one of the characters. The term ‘ideology’ refers to the matrix of
beliefs we use to comprehend the world and to the value systems through and by which we
interact in the society. This therefore means that the concept “point of view on the ideological
plane’ refers to the way in which a text mediates a set of particular ideological beliefs through
character, narrator or author. The ideology of an author can be perceived from his/her
writing(s). One of the tenets of the Fowler-Uspensky’s model is that a work becomes richer
and more interesting by virtue of the different competing value systems articulated in the

work, the more the competition, the more interesting the work would be.

The criteria to analyse how the use of language highlights certain values in a text are
provided by the ideological point of view. According to Fowler (1986:130), narrator, speech
and thought presentation, the transitivity system of language, the modality system, the lexical
choices and the pragmatics, all contribute in one way or another to reveal different points of
view in a text. For him, the ideological point of view is the “set of values or belief system,
communicated by the language of a text”. This brings about the consideration of Halliday’s
Systemic Functional Linguistics into this research, in a bid to understand the different points

of view and ideologies in the discourses of homosexuality in the Nigerian context.

Some stylisticians have criticised the ideological plane on the ground that it is too broad to
offer any fruitful analysis of point of view; Simpson (2004:78) describes it as something of a

“bucket category”.However, it might also be argued that, for this exact quality of being
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‘broad’, the ideological plane is perhaps the most important of all, in that it brings together
the other three planes under an overarching umbrella that attempts to establish the point of
view of the work as a whole. The study of point of view was originally developed as a tool
for analysing narratives or fictional stories. Nevertheless, the theoretical model could also be
applied in other fields. Therefore, in this study, the model is used in the analysis of media

discourse.
2.9.3 Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL)

Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL) is a grammatical model developed by Michael
Halliday in the 1960s. The term systemic refers to the view of language as “a network of
systems, or interrelated sets of options for making meaning” (Halliday, 1994:15); whereas the
term functional refers to the view of language as a means of communication in different
social contexts. Thus, SFG does not focus only on how language is structured but it also deals
with how language is used. Harris (1993:33) opines that grammar should be regarded as the
“system in a language by which elements are combined to create meaning”; in other words,
looking at the word and sentence level alone, one cannot fully grasp the meaning of a

statement.

Hallidayan Linguistics is a theory, which examines language in relation to the social
interactions which the language encodes and the cultures within which these social

interactions are embedded. The four main theoretical claims of SFL are:

6)] language is functional;

(i)  the function is to make meaning;

(iii))  these functions are influenced by the social and cultural contexts in which they are
exchanged; and

(iv)  the process of using language is a semiotic process, the process of making meanings
by choice.

In summary, one can say that the focus of Systemic Functional Linguistics is on how people

use language and the meanings that are generated from such usages. According to Eggins

(2004:11), “the overall purpose of language then is a semantic one. Each text we participate

in is a record of meanings that have been made in particular context”. Three kinds of

meanings are expected to be made by language simultaneously. These three kinds of

meanings are referred to as the language metafunctions in SFL. They are the ideational or

experiential function, the interpersonal function and the textual function. The ideational
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metafunction covers how the experiences of the world are conveyed, including those of
consciousness and those encountered in the environment lived in. The interpersonal
metafunction focuses on how social relations are established and maintained among language
users, how different roles are taken up by speakers in different discourse situations and how
these roles affect the kind of discourse produced. Lastly, the textual metafunction is
concerned with how the linguistic elements in a text are linked to produce a cohesive and
coherent whole. It also deals with how the information is structured in the clauses, the
relationship between each part of the clauses to the whole and the setting of the discourse. In
this study, the transitivity system belonging to the ideational metafunction and modality of

the interpersonal metafunction are considered under this framework.
2.9.3.1 Transitivity system

The transitivity system,which belongs to the experiential/ideational metafunction, is
concerned with how the experiences of reality of the world are captured in terms of processes
(goings-on), happenings, doings, sensing, meanings, beings, and becoming. These processes
constitute the transitivity system of language. In transitivity analysis, how language construes
our experience of the world is explored. Revolving around these processes are participants
and circumstances. Fawcett (1980:134) explains that in the ideational component, ‘the
referent situation that has been formulated by the performer’s problem solver for transmission
to the addressee is viewed as “process”, and that the term “process” is to be interpreted in a
sense that includes ‘“relationships” and “states” as well as “actions” and ‘“changes of

999

relationship and state™’.

Processes are the happenings or states of affairs which are usually represented in clauses. A
process is realised by means of a verbal group. If one wants to know what is going on, one
will need to know the process, the participants involved in the process and the circumstances
associated with the process. It is the essential part of a clause which gives it its meaning.
Participants are those elements which denote who or what is directly involved in the process,
usually realised by the nominal group. The analysis of participant roles helps in the
understanding of the worldview of the person producing a text. In a written or spoken text,
the author’s worldview is often revealed quite unconsciously. The circumstances add
additional information relating to the questions of who, when, where, how and for how long
of the process; they are realised by adverbial or prepositional group. English clauses can be
seen in the ideationalmetafunction to be made up of combinations of participant(s) and

circumstance(s) revolving around the obligatory process. According to Mills (1995:143), the
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analysis of transitivity choices is primarily concerned with the roles of human participants,
which are represented in processes.The process is thus the obligatory part of a sentence. The

diagram below shows the components of the transitivity system.

Figure 2.2. Transitivity structure

Transitivity structure

circumstances

participants

There are mainly three types of processes in the English transitivity system. They are:
material, mental and relational processes. They are semantic categories which explain how
phenomena of the real world are represented as linguistic features. However, these three
processes have other intermediate categories sharing some features and boundaries of each
and acquiring a character of their own. These intermediate categories include verbal,
existential and behavioural processes. The diagram below shows the different processes of

the transitivity system.
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Figure 2.3. Types of processes
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Types of process: Halliday & Matthiessen (2004: 172)

Sharing some features of both material and the mental processes is the behavioural process,
which is the acting out of processes of consciousness and psychological state. Sharing
boundaries with both mental and relational processes is the verbal process which deals with
the symbolic relationship built in human consciousness and used in form of language.
Between the relational and the material processes is the existential process in which all

phenomena are recognised to exist or to happen.
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Transitivity refers to the manner in which meaning is represented in a clause. The
grammatical choices made by a writerindicate the way the writer views the world around
him/her under the transitivity system. The system therefore examines how a writer represents
the agent, who acts and the goal, which is acted upon. Since transitivity is part of the
ideational metafunction portraying the worldview of a speaker or writer, it is analysed to
uncover the relationships between language and ideology. It is carried out to understand
which meanings are foregrounded, backgrounded and not included in a text. The choices
made are reflected on the syntax of the text. The notion behind every transitivity analysis is
that every text could have been produced differently by the author and this difference would
have presented an alternative worldview. An assessment of the ideological, political, cultural
and theoretical factors influencing the way a process is expressed in a text is also the aim of a
transitivity analysis. Transitivity is therefore an important semantic concept in the analysis of
representation of reality, it enables one to analyse and represent the same event and situation
in different ways. The transitivity patterns can also indicate the certain mindset or worldview
“framed by the authorial ideology” in texts. A major concern in analysing transitivity is

whether agency, causality and responsibility are made clear or not in the text.
2.9.3.1.1 van Leeuwen’s theory of social action

The social action framework of van Leeuwen was adapted from Halliday’s Systemic
Functional Linguistics, mainly the grammar of transitivity, which accounts for the
representation of experience. vanLeeuwen’s (2008) framework describes the representation
of social action in English discourse, attempting to relate sociologically relevant categories of
action to their grammatical and rhetorical realisations in discourse. As a departure from
Halliday's theory of transitivity, van Leeuwen describes 15 types of action and their
characteristic grammatical realisations. He further identifiesobjectivation, deagentialisation,
generalisation, abstraction and overdetermination as the transformations which social actions

can undergo in discourse.

van Leeuwen modifies Halliday’s notion of transitivity by emphasising the concepts of
‘social action’ and ‘reaction’. The notion of “transitivity” in van Leeuwen’s framework refers
to the identification of the activities, activation and passivisation, that are related to roles
signified by processes. van Leeuwen (2008:33) observes that social actors can be represented
with either active or passive roles. Activation occurs when social actors are represented as the
active, dynamic forces in an activitywhile passivisation occurswhen they are represented as

“undergoing” the activity, or as being “at the receiving end of it.” Both activation and
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passivisation are realised by grammatical participant roles, by transitivity structures in which
activated social actors are coded as actor in material processes, behaver in behavioural
processes, senser in mental processes, sayer in verbal processes, or assigner in relational
processes (Halliday, 1985) and structures in which social actors are coded as goal in material
processes. Reactions may also be behaviouralised; this makes them to assume the role of
actions in their own right. The performance of a social practice may require that participants
smile, or look solemn, or even cry. What matters here is not what the participants really feel;
what matters is whether or not the participants act out their feelings in accordance with social

expectations or not (van Leeuwen, 2008:19).

Social action can be interpreted as material or semiotic, as “doing” or as “meaning”. It is
material when it is an action with a material purpose and effect and semiotic when it is an
action without an effect. In van Leeuwen’s categorisation, “verbal processes” share
boundaries with both material and mental processes, that is, between actions and reactions, as
opposed to Halliday’s categorisation of the verbal process, occupying an intermediate
position between the mental and relational processes. For van Leeuwen, verbal processes
resemble ‘doings’ on the one hand and resemble ‘cognitive mental processes’ on the other

hand.

Material actions can be transactive or nontransactive. Transactive material action involves
two participants, the “actor” and the “goal”. The actor is the “one who does the deed,” and
the “goal” is “the one to which the process is extended” (Halliday, 1985:102-5). The goal,
according to Halliday (1985:108), must be a “thing”, that is, “a phenomenon of our
experience, including, of course, our inner experience or imagination—some entity (person,
creature, object, institution or abstraction) or some process (action, event, quality, state or
relation)”. Nontransactive material actions, on the other hand, involve only one participant,
the “actor,” who in the case of “behavioural processes” and mental processes must be human.
This distinction is not just a grammatical one but also distinguishes between actions which

have an effect on others and by implication, on the world, and actions which do not.

In all, news actors are constructed from their actions of doing, saying, and becoming. Since
the identity of an actor is defined by the actions used in constructing him/her, how the actions
are represented in the news will construct particular images of the news actors. The diagram

below represents van Leeuwen’s framework for the analysis of social actors.
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Figure 2.4. Representational categories of socio-semantic inventory
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The Representation of Social Actors in Discourse: System Network, Van Leeuwen (1996:66)

2.9.3.2 Modality

Modality is a linguistic device which covers a variety of forms, including (but not limited to)
modal auxiliaries, modal verbs, modal adverbs, and modal adjectives. There are grammatical
modality and lexical modality. The grammatical modalities encompass auxiliary verbs while
lexical modalities include modal adverbs, modal verbs and modal adjectives.Modality is
generally defined as the grammaticalisation of speaker’s attitude and opinions. This position
is further corroborated by Palmer (1986:14), who describes it as the expression of the
speaker’s attitude or opinion regarding “the contents of the sentence” and Lyons (1977:452)
that sees it as the expression of the attitude or opinion of a speaker regarding “the proposition
that sentence expresses.” Thus, modality may be considered as the “grammar of explicit

comment” (Simpson 2004:124).
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Modality is a major component of the interpersonal metafunction of language, which reveals
the relationship between a writer and the readers. Language does not just convey factual
information; a writer may wish to indicate the degree of certainty with which he makes a
statement, or try to influence others in various ways, exercise authority or signal submission
to somebody else's authority, give permission or ask for permission, make people do things or
stop them from doing things. As such, modality provides a means of actualising these

functions as it covers all semantic categories underlying all these uses of language.

Several scholars in the field of Systemic Functional Linguistics have attempted to classify and
categorise modality types differently. For example, Halliday (1985) examines modality within
propositions which is called modalisation and modulation within proposals. Palmer (1986)
focuses on epistemic and root modalities. Simpson’s (1993:47) classification includes deontic,
boulomaic, epistemic and perception. The researcher however prefers Simpsons’

classification of modality for its simplicity and relevance to the study.

Figure 2.5. Classification of modality

Moaodal system Non-linguistic concepts represented
DEONTIC + obligation, duty and commitment
BOULOMAIC = desire
EPISTEMIC —= knowledge, belief and cognition
PERCEPTION | & perception

(Simpson, 1993:47)

2.9.3.2.1 Deontic modality:is the modal system of “duty” as it is concerned with
writer's attitude to the degree of obligation attached to the performance of certain actions. The
deontic modal auxiliaries ‘must’, ‘should’, ‘ought to’ and ‘need to’ realise a continuum for
permission and specification for obligation; a system which is highly associated with the
strategies of social interaction, especially with tactics of persuasion and politeness.

2.9.3.2.2 Boulomaic modality: is lexico-grammaticalised in English through
expressions of “desire” which is closely associated with deontic modality. Modal lexical verbs
indicating the wishes and desires of the writer such as ‘hope’, ‘want’, ‘wish’, play important
role in this system.

2.9.3.2.3 Perception modality: refers to the fact that the degree of commitment to the

truth of a proposition is predicted on some reference to human perception, normally visual
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perception. Examples include modal adjectives ‘clear’, ‘apparent’, ‘obvious’, among others
and modal adverbs ‘clearly’, ‘apparently’, ‘obviously’.

2.9.3.24 Epistemic modality: refers to the judgements about possibility, probability
etc. in the sense that something is or is not the case. Epistemic modality is realised by modal
auxiliaries ‘will’, ‘would’, ‘may’, ‘might’, ‘can’, ‘could’, ‘must’, among others and modal

adverbs ‘possibly’, ‘probably’, among others.

The present work focuses specifically on Simpson’s categorisation.This is because it focuses
not only on the types of modality used in a text, but on how modal items determine the essence
(feel and colour) of a text (Iwamoto, 2007). These modals reveal writers’ attitudes to the issue

of homosexuality in Nigeria.
2.9.4 Appraisal Theory

This study also adopts Martin and White’s(2005) Appraisal Theory for the investigation of
subjective and ideological positioning in the discourses of homosexuality in the Nigerian
newspapers. Appraisal Theory is concerned with how writers communicate attitudinal
meanings with a varying degree of explicitness and how they negotiate their subjective
position with other similar or divergent ideological stances. Martin and White’s (2005)
appraisal theory is highly appropriate for this purpose, because it encompasses the idea of
affect, judgements and appreciation, which have the capacity to reveal a society’s stance on

groups of people, issues, events and concepts.

It is by means of evaluative positioning that individuals and groups construct a particular
model of the social and moral order of what is normal and abnormal, right and wrong, beneficial
and harmful, good and bad, and so on. Evaluation is defined as:

[T]he text position of its audience to take either negative
or positive views of the participants, actions, happenings
and states of affairs therein depicted. It is via such
evaluative positionings, of course, that the media
constructs a particular model of the social and moral order
— a model of what is normal and aberrant, beneficial and
harmful, praiseworthy and blameworthy, and so on.
(White, 2006: 37)

Following the definition, it is understandable that whatever text produced basically expresses
the opinion of the text producer and a text producer’s opinion is basically an evaluation of the
world around him/her. In media discourse, Caldas-Coulthard (1996: 268) says “evaluation is
a crucial entrance point to the hidden discourse”. However,Hunston and Thompson (2001: 2)

assert that evaluation is “not a straightforward matter”; this is because it has been analysed
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and debated from different angles. Different overlapping yet with different meanings have
been suggested as the meaning of evaluation.For example, Hunston and Thompson(2001),
Bednarek(2006) proposeevaluation and stancewhileMartin(2000), White(2005), Martin and
Rose(2003, 2007), Martin and White(2005) suggestappraisal, and affect is preferred by
(Besnier, 1993).

Hunston and Thompson(2001) observe that evaluation can occur at three levels of discourse,
namely, at the level of lexis, at the level of grammar and at the text level. At the lexis or word
level, adjectives, adverbs, nouns and verbs clearly reveal evaluative sense as being negative,
positive or neutral. Although adjectives and adverbs effectively indicate evaluation, nouns
and verbs also give positive or negative connotations. Grammatical structures can also
indicate a writer’s attitude about a state of affair. The appraisal system belongs to the
interpersonal metafunction under the Systemic Functional Linguistics because it provides a
means through which language users communicate their attitude about the world to the
others, and this invites the other language users in turn to agree or disagree with that opinion.
This brings about interpersonal relationship between the addressers and the addressees,

between writers and their readers, and between speakers and listeners.

According to Martin and White’s Appraisal Theory, there are three categories: attitude,
graduation and engagement.
Figure2.6. An overview of appraisal resources
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A list of things or phenomenon that can be evaluatedin relation to humans, objects and
actions has been provided by the attitude system. In relation to humans, emotions,
personality, behaviour, morality, among other things, can be evaluated. For objects and
actions, composition, quality and appearance can be evaluated. White (2006), proposing a
framework for evaluation analysis in news reports, observes that attitude is one of the ways
by which stances can be conveyed and by which the reader can be positioned to support or

disapprove a particular viewpoint. The attitude category is the focus of this study.
2.9.4.1 Types of attitude

The sub-categories of attitude include affect, judgement and appreciation. Attitudinal
meanings are concerned with evaluations relating to emotional reactions represented as
‘affect’, morality/ethics of behaviour, represented as judgement and aesthetics represented as

appreciation. These sub-categories are taken in turns for explication.
2.94.1.1 Affect

This is concerned with resources for construing emotional reactions (Martin & White 2005:
35). It “is concerned with registering positive and negative feelings” (Martin & White 2005:

42). It encompasses emotions such as happiness, sadness, fear or anger.
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Figure 2.7. Affect
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Affect: Adapted from Martin and White(2005:51)

2.9.4.1.2

It is the evaluations of human behaviour and character by reference to some system of
conventionalised or institutionalised norms. It consists of “resources for morally evaluating
human actions, behaviour or character according to a set of normative principles” (Martin

and White, 2005:35). The diagram below shows the different components of the judgement

category.

Judgement
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Figure 2.8. Judgement
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2.94.1.3 Appreciation

It concerns the assessments of artefacts, texts, natural objects, states of affairs and processes
in terms of how they are assigned value socially, for example, in terms of their aesthetic
qualities, their potential for harm or benefit, their social significance, and so on. It includes
resources used to evaluate the aesthetic quality of processes, things and products (and human
beings when they are seen as entities), according to the way in which they are valued or not
in a given field (Bednarek, 2008; Martin and White, 2005). This framework distinguishes
between different types of attitudinal assessment (affect, judgement and appreciation) and
different (linguistic) realisations by which these assessments are activated in the text

(explicitly vs. implicitly). The diagram below shows the appreciation network.
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Figure 2.9. Diagram showing appreciation in the appraisal framework
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These types of attitude are considered relevant in this study, in order to evaluate the attitude
of Nigerians generally to the practice of homosexuality as well as the anti-gay marriage bill.
Therefore, this study examines the realisation choices of attitude. For example, affect,
judgement and appreciation choices indicate what the appraisers are doing, saying what

emotions they feel, the judgments they make, and the appreciations they express.

2.10 Critical Discourse Analysis, ideological point of view and Systemic Functional
Linguistics

The theoretical framework for this study is a synthesis of Fairclough’s approach to Critical
Discourse Analysis (CDA), Fowler-Uspensky’s ideological point of view and Halliday’s
Systemic Functional Linguistics. Other approaches used under SFL include: van Leeuwen’s
(2008) theory of social actors and action, Simpson’s (1993) classification of modality and
Martin and White’s Appraisal theory. CDA tends to draw on social theory and on linguistics.
For many scholars such as Fowler, Kress, Hodge, Thibault, van Leeuwen, Fairclough and
others, but not van Dijk), Halliday’s Systemic Functional Grammar has provided the toolkit
for deconstructing the socially-constructed and linguistically constructed machinery of power
and ideology. A central supposition of CDA and SFL is that speakers make choices regarding
vocabulary and grammar, and that these choices are consciously or unconsciously chosen

“principled and systematic” (Fowler et al., 1979:188). The ‘contextual’ part of SFL and the
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‘critical’ part of CDA are the important mutual and complementary aspects. Both emphasise

the socio-cultural and historical aspects of meaning.

Opinions are usually affected by the ideologies of individuals expressing the opinions. These

opinions are however, expressed through the use of language. This provides the need to

explore the ideological points of view and their linguistic indicators in the discourses of

homosexuality in the Nigerian newspaper. Below is the analytical framework for this study.

The framework shows the interrelationship of the theories and how they are applied in this

study.

Figure 2.10.Analytical Framework
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Description of the analytical framework/Application of the theories

The diagram above shows the analytical framework for this study. The study investigates the
linguistic representations of public reactions and points of view in the discourses of
homosexuality in the Nigerian print/online newspapers. In the diagram, Critical Discourse
Analysis and Systemic Functional Linguistics provide the umbrella for the different levels of
analysis in this study. They both relate with every aspect of the analysis. The arrows joining
them represent the interrelationship of the theories. They are used to generate the data for the
study. Both critical discourse analysis and systemic functional linguistics have context central
to them. Contexts include: context of situation, culture, etc. For the identification of the

ideological points of view, contexts as well as the linguistic representations are relevant.

Nigerian newspapers are the sources of data for the study. Data are extracted with the aid of
the CDA and SFG. The analysis centres on points of view providing the need to adopt
Fowler-Uspensky’s notion of ideological point of view and CDA. Ideology is a major focus
in Critical Discourse Analysis, hence the need to connect CDA and points of view. The
underlying factors influencing the points of view of individuals and groups include
ideologies, beliefs, common sense, knowledge, identities, norms and values. Language is an

important tool for expressing points of view. This provides the need to consider SFG.

Directly under SFG is the linguistic representation, under which are different categories of
analysis. They include lexical analysis, grammatical analysis and evaluation analysis. Under
each category are sub-categories reflecting different levels of analysis. Lexical analysis
involves labelling, lexical relations, lexical collocations, lexical metaphor and lexical

reiterations. All these are used to reflect the writers’ ideological points of view.

The analysis of evaluation is the consideration of Martin and White’s classification of
attitude. Different attitudes are reflected in the public reactions to the practice of
homosexuality in Nigeria. These categories include affect, judgement and appreciation. This
level of analysis is placed between lexical analysis and grammatical analysis because lexical
choices as well as grammatical choices are indicators of a writer’s evaluation of individuals,

groups, actions and events.

Under grammatical analysis are three categories. They include the investigation of the
transitivity system (social action theory), mood and modality. van Leeuwen’s theory of social

action is under the Systemic Functional Linguistics since it is a modification of Halliday’s
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theory of Transitivity. The theory of social action considers reactions and actions. Reactions
include cognition, affect and perception while action can be material or semiotic. Simpson’s

approach is for the analysis of modality.

From the foregoing, it is evident that all the levels of analysis are tailored towards
foregrounding the ideological points of view of Nigerians in relation to the practice of

homosexuality.
2.11 Conclusion

This chapter shows the review of relevant literatures, explains the theoretical framework and
the relationship between critical discourse analysis, point of view and systemic functional
linguistics. In the first part, relevant literatures are reviewed in the areas of discourse, socio-
linguistic representations, discourse of homosexuality, points of view, media discourse,
among others, revealing what other scholars have done in these different fields and the gap
that this study intends to fill. The second part shows the principles of the relevant theories
deployed in this study. The analytical framework for the study is also shown, as it explains

the interrelationship of the theories used in this study.
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CHAPTER THREE
METHODOLOGY

3.0 Introduction

This chapter discusses the methods used for collecting and analysing data. It identifies and
describes the sources of data, the sample size, the method of data gathering, and how these
data are analysed. It highlights the procedures for answering each research question. The
chapter also contextualises the texts for better understanding of the analysis. The study is
situated within the context of the Nigerian culture, religion, the Nigerian politics and history,

among others. The chapter also shows the presentation of data for the study.
3.1 Sources of data

The study focuses on five purposively selected Nigerian newspapers, namely, The Guardian,
The Punch, Vanguard, The Sun and Nigerian Tribune. There are 43 daily newspapers in
circulation in Nigeria, according to Aina (2002) in Fadairo et.al. (2014:55). Out of these, five
are purposively selected for this study for the features they have in common. They are similar
in terms of language use, online visibility, content, popularity, among others. These Nigerian
newspapers have provided the avenue for the representation of the different positions of
social actors on the practice of homosexuality. They have preponderant coverage of the
discourses of homosexuality within the period examined. The table below shows the common

features in the newspapers and the criteria used for their selection.

Table 3.1. Common features in the selected Newspapers

Newspapers Online Hard  Editorials Popularity News on Feature Opinion Published
visibility copies homosexuality  Articles daily
Vanguard 4 4 v v v v v v
The Punch v v v v v v v v
The Sun v v v v v v v v
Nigerian v v v v v v v v
Tribune
The v v v v v v v v
Guardian

The table above shows the common features in the newspapers used for this study. The
discourses of homosexuality are relatively largely represented in them. The selected
newspapers are part of the most widely read newspapers in Nigeria and they share similar

features in terms of circulation, their wide coverage of news from the entire country and their

80



significant contributions to Nigeria's socio-political development (Chiluwa, 2005). They all
have online visibility as well as hard copies for easy accessibility.The newspapers selected
have daily circulation average figure of 25,000 copies. This number was considered adequate
owing to the effect of online newspapers that have drastically reduced the circulation figures
of hardcopy newspapers. All the newspapers used in this study circulate up to the above

figure.

Though most of the newspapers have their headquarters in Lagos, being the business capital
of the country, the newspapers tend to pay attention to issues in every part of the country, as
they have regional offices in the large cities in the country. As a result, the whole states and
communities in the country and their cultural issues are covered. The newspapers have
sections that cut across many areas of human endeavours such that everyone in the society
finds an interesting area to read. It is also important to state that these newspapers are

controlled by private individuals, who are Nigerians.

All the selected newspapers are published daily, including weekends and the contents are
replicated online at the newspapers’ websites. Though, the weekend editions are often
published under different titles, for the purposes of this research, they are considered as part
of their mother publications, because they are high on feature stories and opinion articles,
though low on hard news. On work days, the newspapers are rich on hard news because of
the need to keep the reader updated about the happenings in the country. Both the print and
the online versions of the newspapers are chosen because some articles are published online

and not represented on the printed versions.

Therefore, to capture the dominant views on homosexuality in Nigeria, the above-mentioned
criteria were consideredfor the selection of the five newspapers used for this study out of the
pool of newspapers in Nigeria. Below is a brief profile of the selected newspapers got from

the ‘about pages’ of the papers.

3.1.1 Profile of the selected Newspapers
Important to this study is showing the details of the chosen newspapers. What are their
ideologies, who are the operators, what are their vision and mission statements? An

understanding of these and more will further aid the understanding of the research work.
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3.1.1.1 The Guardian

The Guardian, established in 1983 and published in Lagos, is an autonomous newspaperfor
coverage of events both locally and internationally. It does not owe loyalty to any political
party or any other interest group. It claims to be primarily committed to the sovereignty of the
Federal Republic of Nigeria and to the unity and sovereignty of Africa as a whole. Being a
liberal newspaper, The Guardian is devoted to the principles of the republican democracy.
While committed to the principle of self-determination, it also believes that all citizens have
duties and rights (‘about’ page: n.d.). This newspaper seeks to uphold the need for justice,

equal protection of all citizens under the Nigerian law and equal access to nation’s resources.

Different sections in The Guardian newspaper include: news, opinion (editorial, columnists,
cartoon), business, technology, sports, arts, features, law, among others. The paper has an

online visibility which is accessed on www.guardianng.com

3.1.1.2 Vanguard

Vanguardwas established in 1984 under the Vanguard Media Limited by Mr. Sam Amuka. It
is one of the leading newspapers in Nigeria today and claims to be a family-oriented
newspaperwhich also appeals to the upwardly mobile executives and captains of industries.
The objective of the newspaper includes serving the people through unwavering devotion to
free enterprise, the rule of law and good governance. It takes special interest in news, sports,
politics, business, technology, entertainment, editorial, viewpoint, jobs, columns (articles on
faith, law and human rights), among others. These are important sections that no serious
policy makers, politicians, students, businessmen and women would ignore.
The mission of this paper is to positively impact the reader and the society by providing
reliable and affordable media products in order to promote knowledge, political stability and
economic prosperity. Vanguard’s core values include excellence, equity and fairness,

integrity and people-centeredness. It can also be accessed online on www.vanguardngr.com.
3.1.1.3 The Punch

The PunchNigeria Limited, under the leadership of Mr. Ademola Osinubi, owns ThePunch
newspaper. Its motto is "7To promote and defend the values of democracy and free enterprise
and to foster the principle of equal opportunities for all". The newspaperis noted to have
successfully survived, over three decades, publishing popular newspapers within the nation’s

unstable business environment based on clarity, focus and commitment. (“About Us,” n.d).
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ThePunch has an effective online presence (www.punchng.com) in order to meet growing
demands and circulation and uses the English language for writing. The sections on The
Punchinclude: politics, news, opinion, business, sports, columnists,entertainment, jobs, sex

and sexuality, among others. It also attempts to attract people from all walks of life.
3.1.1.4 Nigerian Tribune

Nigerian Tribune is also a popular newspaper in Nigeria and possibly the oldest privately
owned. The newspaper was established by late Chief Obafemi Awolowo,a Pan-Africanist and
former Premier of the old Nigeria’s Western Region, in November 1949. Its mission is to
provide an independent perspective with a commitment to credible dissemination of editorial
information. It is an English-medium newspaper, published in Ibadan, Nigeria. It is believed
to deliver unbiased coverage of news events. The Nigerian Tribune also has online visibility

with the access namewww.tribuneonlineng.com. Sections in the newspaper are news,

business, columns, features, health, editorial, letters, and opinions with many other sub-

sections.
3.1.1.5 The Sun

The Sun commenced operations on January 18, 2003 with weekly publications but went daily
on June 16, 2003. Its vision is to be a leading media provider in Nigeria and Africa through
the pursuit of excellence in delivering innovative and quality media and entertainment
products. The mission statement is to practise journalism by presenting news and features in
an interesting way, objectively and with positive impact on the readers and the society.It has

an online version (www.thesunnews.com) and articles are published in the English language.

It has different sections which include columnists, entertainment, Abuja metro, lifeline,

marketing matters, national, politics, business, sport, editorial and opinion.

3.2 Choice of period and justification for the choice

The newspapers used for this study cover the period of three years, January 2013- December
2015. The choice of the discourses of homosexuality in the Nigerian print and online
newspapers within this period was influenced by certain reasons. On 29th November, 2011,
the Nigerian Senate approved the “Same-sexMarriage (Prohibition) Bill” and the House of
Representatives passed the billon May 31, 2013. The bill was instantly sent to the then
president, President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan for him to sign into law. On January 13, 2014,
the bill was signed by the President. On June 26, 2015, the US Constitutional provisions of
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due process and equal protection under the law was said to actually mean that states cannot
ban same-sex marriage. With this pronouncement, same-sex marriage became legal in all the
50 States of the US. These events provoked reactions from Nigerians and these were
represented in the newspapers. This follows the assumption that a major part of the social
debate is transferred to the media especially when a legal measure is adopted. In the weeks
prior to, or subsequent to, the passage of these sexual-related legislations, a sort of serious
debate can be noticed. The table below illustrates this phenomenon.

Table 3.2. Newspapers’ coverage of homosexuality issues for twelve months

Newspapers 2014 2015

Jan Feb Mar April June July Jan Feb May June July Aug
The Punch 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 O 1 8 0
Vanguard 20 5 5 2 2 0 2 0 2 6 6 0
Nigerian Tribune 0 0 O 0 0 0 0o 0 O 3 10 6
The Sun 1 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 0
The Guardian 0 0 O 0 0 0 1 0 3 3 10 4

The table above shows the proliferation of articles and reports on homosexuality in these
newspapers (especially Vanguard) when the anti-gay marriage bill was passed in Nigeria in
January, 2014 and when the phenomenon was legalised in the U.S. in July, 2015. However,
articles and reports on the phenomenon are also sparsely published in other months of the
years under study. From the table, it could be noticed that the newspapers that did not give
coverage to the issues of homosexuality when the anti-gay bill was passed in Nigeria could

not overlook it after the legalisation of the phenomenon in the U.S.

3.3  Methods of data selection

In creating the sample, a list of homosexuality-related terms was developed. Then, the list
was reduced to eight item (homosexuality, homosexual, lesbian,homo, gay, bisexual, sodomy
and queer), which appeared at least once in any of the newspapers. After, each paper was
searched for every article that contained one of the terms, which resulted in a total of 187
articles from the five selected newspapers. The table below shows the representation of

articles in the newspapers.
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Table 3.3. Number of articles in the selected Newspapers

Newspapers Year 2013 Year 2014 Year 2015 Total
The Punch 3 7 12 22
Vanguard 19 37 23 79
The Sun 4 7 19 30
Nigerian Tribune 0 0 27 27
The Guardian 0 0 29 29
Total 26 51 109 187

Using the purposive sampling technique, news reports, editorials, opinion articles and letters
to the editor, representing the reactions of people to the issues of homosexuality and same-
sex marriage, are searched in the newspapers. The discourse of homosexuality in the Nigerian
newspapers got to the peak during the periods of the legislations, that is, when the Nigerian
government criminalised homosexuality and when the U.S. legalised the practice of
homosexuality and same-sex marriage and was making several attempts to convince African
nations, including Nigeria to do same. These events elicited different reactions from
Nigerians. While some were in support of homosexuality, some said it must not be allowed at
all. From the table, it is obvious that no newspaper could shy away from the discourses of
homosexuality in 2015, especially because of the politicisation of the discourses. The total

number of texts found is 187.

The different reactions and opinions are presented in different sections of the newspapers.
Examples of such sections are viewpoint, opinion, editorial, feature, periscope and
interviews. These are sections where the opinions of individuals are reflected. The opinions
of social actors are also presented in news reports and articles, though, journaliststry to detach
themselves from claims made by others using distance markers, quotation marks, specific
phrases and lexical items such as ‘according to’, ‘alleged’ and ‘said’. This is to mitigate or
disguise statements that are not appreciated by a particular audience. Also important to this
research, is the linguistic representations of homosexuals/homosexuality in news reports,
showing the views of the media.

3.4 Sample size for the study

Samples of discourses on homosexuality were gathered covering the three years under study.
Using the random sampling method, a total of 130 articles were sampled. Below is the

summary of the sample size.
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Table 3.4. Sample size

Newspapers Editorials Opinion articles News reports Total
The Punch 2 4 20 26
Vanguard 2 4 20 26
The Sun 2 4 20 26
Nigerian Tribune 2 4 20 26
The Guardian 2 4 20 26
Total 10 20 100 130

The table above shows the sample size of newspapers used for this study. Out of 187 texts,
130 articles were randomly selected for analysis. The sample articles for this study were taken
from different sections of the selected newspapers. These sections include editorials

(including feature articles), news reports, opinions, open letters and interviews.

From the table above, it is realised that news report has the highest number of frequency with
71.5% within the period of study. The newspapers have largely concentrated on reporting the
activities of homosexuals, their supporters, the Nigerian government, international bodies and
other social actors, as a way of keeping the society informed of the events and happening
surrounding the issue of homosexuality in Nigeria and around the world. They have also
given attention and space to the opinions of individuals/readers, with the total of 30
occurrences, forming 16.13%. There are also few editorials reflecting the views of the media
outfits on homosexuality. For the purpose of this study, opinions, editorials and news
reportsare considered. The distribution of the different dichotomies of views in the opinion
sections of the selected newspapers is also an area of interest in this study. The opinion
sections as classified here include editorials, open letters and individual comments or opinions

(opinion pieces). News reports and opinions reported by the journalists are excluded.

Table 3.5. Distribution of opinions across two major dichotomies

Positive to homosexuality Negative to homosexuality
Sections  The Vanguard The Nigerian The Total The Vanguard The Nigerian The Total
Punch sun  Tribune  Guardian Punch Sun  Tribune  Guardian
Editorials 0 0 - - - 0 2 4 4 2 1 13
Open - 2 - - - 2 1 - - - 1
letters
Opinion 2 3 1 1 1 8 2 5 3 8 5 23

pieces

From the table above, it is discovered that all the newspapers have given space to opinion

pieces with negative views towards the practice of homosexuality than they have given

86



positive views. Editorials and opinion pieces with negative views towards the practice of
homosexuality have the highest number of occurrence.

3.5  Methods of data analysis

Under this section, each research question is highlighted and the method for investigating
each question is also presented.

Research question one

What are the different categories of social actors, their divergent points of view and
underlying ideologies; and the lexical choices foregrounding them in the discourses of
homosexuality in the selected newspapers?

Method of investigation

Content and lexicalisation analysis are useful in answering this research question. The
method of analysis is qualitative. Content analysis is useful in analysing different parts or
sections of a newspaper. It is capable of informing researchers of the inequality, the hidden
ideologies, the negative stereotypes and the wunbalanced representation in news
representations.In this study, content analysis is deployed for the identification of the
different classes of social actors and their divergent points of view. Fowler-Uspensky’s idea
of ideological point of view is used for the identification of the points of view. Different
comments and opinions from the different sections are read and insights gained from them
represented as points of view. This further leads to the identification of the underlying
ideologies of the different views. These points of view, which are further classified under
different grounds of arguments/perspectives are explained and foregrounded by related
excerpts and lexical choices in the texts. Fairclough believes that a close analysis of language
contributes to the understanding of ideologies and power relations in discourses. This section
therefore considers lexicalisation important because lexical items are carefully selected by
language users to express specific meanings in texts. The identification of the points of view
cuts across the different sections of the newspapers.

Research question two

What lexical strategies are used in the representation of viewpoints in the discourses?
There are basically two dichotomies in the discourses of homosexuality: the positive side and
the negative side. Social actors on both sides have used different lexical strategies to
emphasise their views. This section, therefore, considers these lexical strategies, such as,
labelling, tactical deployment of adjectives, nouns, verbs, metaphor, lexical relations and
semantic fields. For this analysis, all the identified sections of the selected newspapers (news

reports, opinion articles, letters to the editors and editorials) are considered holistically.
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Fairclough’s prescription for identifying or describing the formal properties of language use,
interpretation of these features and their explanation in relation to the social context guides
the analysis of this section. This research question is answered at the second part of Chapter
Four.

Research question three

How do the authors/writers’ grammatical structures depict their points of view in the
discourses of homosexuality in the selected Nigerian newspapers?

Method of investigation

Fairclough’s approach to critical discourse analysis and Halliday’s Systemic Functional
Linguistics are used. Fairclough prescribed three levels of analysis, which includes
identification of linguistic features, description of these features and interpretation in relation
to the social context. The analysis in this section follows this pattern. Here, transitivity and
modality are explored in relation to the identified points of view. For the analysis of
transitivity, van Leeuwen’s model of social actor and action which identifies the differences
between actions and reactions and the various descriptions of social actors is used. This
model is a modification of Halliday’s theory of transitivity. This framework offers an
important tool for the analysis of public reactions about the practice of homosexuality in
Nigeria. It explores how actions are portrayed by individuals and reporters. It explores how
different social actors/participants are framed by the media and individuals. The method of
analysis is mainly qualitative. The analysis of transitivity choices is done in relation to the
individual social actors, in order to investigate how language construes the writers’
experience. Here, 15 news reports and 5 opinions are randomly selected from each of the
selected newspapers; making a total of 100 samples. This is to achieve objectivity in the
analysis. Modality is seen as part of the interpersonal metafunction. The analysis of modality
is based on the functions performed by modal items in relation to the different points of view
in the discourses of homosexuality. Types of modality and their functions as identified by
Simpson (1993) are explored. This part explores how different social actors employ modal

items to emphasise their viewpoints. This research question is answered in chapter five.
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Research question four

What are the attitudes expressed by writers in the discourses of homosexuality?

Method of investigation

The annotation of the dataset of this study is based on the categories in Martin & White’s
(2005) subsystem of attitude (affect, judgement and appreciation). Applying these categories
helps in uncovering positive and negative stances towards homosexuality, the passage of the
Nigerian anti-gay marriage bill and different social actorsremarkably in the samples analysed.
Attitude in the appraisal theoryrefers to the resources used to negotiate feelings, judge
people’s character and behaviour, and evaluate the worth of things. The attitude of each
major social actor to ‘self’, ‘others’, events and actions is considered one after the other in the
categories of affect, judgement and appreciation. Other aspects of the Appraisal theory such
as engagement and graduation are not considered in this study. Engagement is not considered
because newspaper articles are apparently heteroglossic and graduation is also not used
because it is directly involved in the analysis of attitude. The method of analysis is
qualitative. This research question is answered in Chapter Six of the study.

In summary, the researcher systematically examines:

1. The identification of major social actors in the discourses of homosexuality
2. The identification of prevalent points of view and ideologies

3. Lexicalisation of points of view and ideologies

4. Transitivity system

5. The choices of modality

6. The evaluation of ‘self” and the ‘other’

3.6 Contextualisation

Context provides the means by which language can be understood. Auer (1992:4) in
Blommaert (2005:41) defines contextualisation as including “all activities by participants
which make relevant, maintain, revise, cancel ... any aspect of context which, in turn, is
responsible for the interpretation of an utterance in its particular locus of occurrence”.
Context could be physical (Gee, 2011:6), cognitive (van Dijk, 1980:191) or social, including
cultural, religious, political and historical contexts. The discourses of homosexuality in the
Nigerian newspapers are situated within the cultural, religious, political, social, media,
linguistic and historical contexts. Writers have based their arguments on the practice of
homosexuality on the listed variables- culture, religion, and politics, among others. The

discourses do not exist in isolation; hence, they evolve around the socio-cultural context of
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Nigeria. The understanding of these contexts helps in understanding the work and the
different points of view identified. These contexts are considered vis-a-vis the practice of

homosexuality.
3.6.1 Cultural context

To understand the position of Nigerians on the practice of homosexuality, one needs to
understand the cultural inclination of the Nigerian people. Culture plays an important role in
forming the ideologies of people and groups. It is therefore important to consider Nigeria’s
cultural context vis-a-vis the practice of homosexuality. In Nigeria, one can say that
homosexuals have not been able to remove the cultural barrier. Many Nigerians stood as one,
forgetting their multi-cultural character to collectively condemn the acceptance of gay
marriage in Nigeria. In other words, despite tribal affiliations, Nigerians stood together to
condemn the act of homosexuality as a taboo in the socio-cultural context of African
societies. Culturally, it is believed that heterosexual attraction and relationships are the norm
and therefore, superior. The strong cultural aversion towards the practice has made many
homosexuals to remain in the closets, thoughrecently, some bold ones among them are
gradually coming out of the closet to assert their perceived fundamental human rights. They
want the masses to recognise and respect them as humans, irrespective of their sexual
orientation or identity. Also, marriage forms an important aspect of culture and the belief of

Nigerians on marriage centres on heterosexuality.
3.6.2 Social context

The years 2013 to 2015, on which the present study focuses, are significant in the discourse
of homosexuality in the Nigerian context. In this period, the anti-gay marriage bill was
passed, which led to various controversies. Cox (2014) argues that the 2013 Pew Research
Report reveals Nigeria as the world’s least tolerant country in terms of homosexuality, with
approximately about 98 percent of the country’s population opposing the phenomenon.
Socially, homosexuals are not accepted in the Nigerian society. The issues of ethics and
morality in the Nigerian context are germane here. A majority of Nigerians believes that
homosexuality is unethical and amoral, which results into violent actions carried out on
homosexuals sometimes when caught. The practice is frowned at, which explains why

homosexuals have mainly remained in the closet.
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3.6.3 Political context

The understanding of the political context of Nigeria also helps in understanding the
discourses of homosexuality. It helps to understand the issues surrounding the passage of the
anti-gay bill. This section focuses on the different agitations for the criminalisation of the
practice of homosexuality and the steps taken by the government. The 2014 anti-gay law is
not the first against the practice of homosexuality in Nigeria. Anti-gay law had always
existed; it was only re-enacted in 2014. In 2005 HIV/AID International Conference, there
were agitations for and against the practice of homosexuality as one of the main causes for
the spread of HIV/AIDS, which prompted the executive council to propose a same-sex
marriage prohibition bill to the National Assembly for approval into law (Ikpechukwu, 2013).
At that time, the bill was meant to help sustain the social status quo of the country on
sexuality, which is the maintenance of heterosexuality as against homosexuality. The law was
designed to penalise homosexuals in the country. A five year jail term was pronounced on
homosexuals and anyone caught aiding and abetting such practice. In 2006, President
Obasanjo spoke in defence of the gay prohibition bill, describing the act as un-African and

unnatural, yet, the bill was not passed into law (Obasanjo, 2006 cited in Ajibade, 2014).

Again in 2009, a closely related bill to the 2006 same-sex marriage prohibition was presented
before the National Assembly, though with a shorter jail term of three years. On March 11,
2009, there was also a public hearing on the matter, which did not yield any positive result
for the bill to be passed into law (Ajibade, 2014). According to Sessou (2013) cited in
Obidinma & Obidinma (2013:42-49), in 2011, a re-visit of the anti-gay marriage bill was
influenced by apublic protest against the practice of homosexuality in Nigeria.On 29
November 2011, the Senate of Nigeria passed the same-sex marriage (Prohibition) bill and
was later passed by the House of Representatives of Nigeria on July 2, 2013. In the second
half of 2013, the bill was also referred to a Conference in the Senate to harmonise minor
differences in the language between the Senate bill and that of the House of Representatives.
By December 2013, the process of harmonising the bills was completed and sent to the
President. On 7™ January, 2014, the President signed and passed the bill into law (Ajibade,
2014). The bill pronounced a fourteen year jail term on homosexuals and a ten year jail term

on anyone who witnesses or abets the celebration of gay marriage in Nigeria.

After the passage of the same-sex marriage prohibition bill, there were agitations by

homosexuals, gay rights activists and international bodies claiming that the law contravenes
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the fundamental human rights of homosexuals and therefore be repealed. They argued that
universal human values should be of more importance than any cultural values (Cox,
2014;0saretin & Ajebon 2012; Kacem, 2014). The passage of the anti-gay bill is seen by
some as a strange priority because the nation has so many serious problems that should have
taken the attention of the government rather than the insignificant issue of homosexuality.
Some have also said that the government is being hypocritical in its decision. It is argued that
the bill was passed to gain political offices, that is, to gain the support of most Nigerians.
Therefore, the understanding of the political situation of Nigeria will help in understanding

some of the issues raised in the discourses of homosexuality.
3.6.4 Historical context

This section focuses on the development of homosexuality in Nigeria. It traces the period
when homosexuals were quiet and not seen, to the period when they began to fight for their
rights. For instance, on March 11, 2009, hundreds of gays and lesbians were reported to have
stormed the National Assembly apparently under foreign influences to protest against a bill
prohibiting same-sex marriage by homosexuals in Nigeria (Umukoro, 2009). They did this
under the guise of fundamental human rights. There are different views as to the origin of

homosexuality in Nigeria. These different views have been shown in chapter two.
3.6.5 Religious context

This section focuses on the main religious practices in Nigeria and their stand on the practice
of homosexuality. This will enhance the understanding of the views of the majority of
Nigerians about the phenomenon. However, the reactions of some religious heads to the
practice of homosexuality are usually reflected in the newspapers. For instance, Archbishop
Peter Akinola, the past Primate of the Anglican Communion in Nigeria, was in the news
because of his heroic effort against legitimizing homosexuality in Nigeria. The Archbishop

was forthright in condemning homosexuality. According to him:

From the very beginning, we see in the word of God that
God created the world and when He created the world, He
also created man in His own image — male and female He
created man... so going by the order of creation, that is,
the divine arrangement — man and woman. In our African
set up, when you talk of a man cohabiting with another
man, it is an abomination, it is unheard of. When you go
back to the Bible, you have specific directives, urging
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people of God to abhor such relationships... (Akinola,
2008).

The religious context of Nigeria plays a vital role in the way Nigerians perceive the practice
of homosexuality. Faith-based arguments against same-sex marriage view homosexuality as a
sin that must be avoided. There are cases of homosexuality in the Bible that incurred the
wrath of God. The most common of such stories is the punishment of Sodom and Gomorrah

by fire (stated in Genesis 19).
3.6.6 Writers’ intention

Writers’ intention for writing a piece is to react or make their views known about a subject
matter. On the issue of homosexuality, different writers and social actors have made known
to the public their views on the practice of the phenomenon. While some are in support of the
legalisation of the same-sex marriage prohibition bill, some have said the bill is against the
fundamental human rights of homosexuals. The general intention of writers is to influence the
readers into accepting their views, either positive or negative. In the analysis, intentions will

be probed.
3.6.7 Intention of the Newspapers

The mass media do not operate in isolation; they are a part of the society. As societal values
change, there is also a change in media output. This explains why the newspapers try to make
a balance between both the negative and the positive views about homosexuality by
representing both views in the newspapers. Apart from representing both positive and
negative views, most times, cases of homosexuality are reported to suit the expectations of
the majority. In this case, homosexuals are represented as criminals. Other intentions of the
newspapers in representing homosexuality will be explored in this section. The Nigerian
press has a prime task to perform in influencing public opinion and creating public
consciousness. The mass media plays an active role in reinforcing the existence of
stereotypes. This means that the newspapers do not simply inform, different ideologies are

infused into the reports that could change the opinions of the masses.
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3.7 Presentations of Data

Table 3.6: Presentation of data on points of view on homosexuality in the selected

newspapers
S/N  Points of view The Vanguard The Nigerian The
Punch Sun  Tribune Guardian

1 Homosexuality is against the v v v v v
cultures in Nigeria

2 Culture is dynamic, Nigerians v X X X X
should accept homosexuality

3 Homosexuality is sin against X v v v v
God

4 Religion should not be used to v v X X X
argue against homosexuality

5 Homosexuality is immoral v v v v v

6 Discrimination against v v X X v
homosexuals is immoral

7 Anti-gay law is unjust v v X X X

8 Majority are in support of the v v v v v
anti-gay law

9 Homosexuals are unhealthy and v v v v X

homosexuality is a social threat

Note:
v means the presence of the point of view

X means the absence of the point of view
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Table 3.7. Presentation of data on lexical strategies used in the discourses of

homosexuality in the selected newspapers

s/n Lexical Perceived/intended Newspapers Examples
strategies functions
1 Labelling Labels refer to The Punch The testmust be
specific lexical clear... pointing

items or tags that
sort out persons or a
group into specific
social categories
that determine how
members of the
public should
understand and
judge their actions.

Vanguard

The Sun

Guardian

irresistibly to the
commission  of
thecrime such
as finding
suspects in the
alleged criminal
acts like “a
pestle in the
mortar” or “a
rope in a well”.
Jan. 27, 2014

It still remains a
cultural taboo
in all climes in
this country.
June 29, 2013.

...the law and
the church
established
sodomy as a
transgression
against  divine
law or a crime
against nature.
July 19, 2015.

The issue is
against the
teachings of the
church and the
Bible; it will

amount to
bending its
teachings, its

injunctions, just
to accommodate

what is
unnatural. Aug.
25, 2015.

He said the
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Lexical
relations

Collocations

Nigerian
Tribune

This refers to sense
relations or
paradigmatic
relations among
words. Lexical
semantic
relationships, like
synonymy,
hyponymy, and
antonymy.Lexical
relations are
relationship of the
meaning of a word
to other words

Nigerian
Tribune

Vanguard

This refers to the Vanguard

habitual co-
occurrence of
individual  lexical
items.

Punch

Catholic Church
was one of the
few  religious
groups  across
the world that
had maintained
its  consistency
against the
abnormal sex
pattern.  July
27, 2015.

The US
Supreme Court
recently  ruled
that  same-sex
couples can now

marry in
America.
Everything,
good and evil,
begins in
America.
January 25,
2015.

If you’re

walking on the
street and he
stones you, he
knows the law
would standfor
him because the
law is against
you. June 29,
2013.

...with two
suspected
homosexuals
standing trial for
allegedly
committing
same sex
offence. June
12, 2013.

He artfully
topped it all by
riding on the
waves of
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Metaphor

Lexical
reiteration

Tactical
deployment of
verbs

A metaphor is an
imaginative way of
describing
something by
referring
tosomething else
that has the
qualities that you
want to express.

Lexical reiteration
means the repetition
of certain words in

a  text. These
repetitions draw
attention to the
particular words
being repeated,

which is a strategy
employed by the

writer  to  pass
certain meaning or
information.
Verbs are action
words used
strategically by the
writers to  pass
specific
information.

Nigerian
Tribune

Vanguard

The Sun

Vanguard

Nigerian
Tribune

Vanguard

subsisting
moral panic the
gay debate
generated.
January 16,
2014.

They are
psychiatric
cases. Jan. 25,
2015.

Homosexualism
is a virus that
degrades the
family July
30, 2013.

“Our stand was
and is ‘no to
same sex union’
and ‘no to
spreading of the
homosexual
culture’... Sep.
30, 2015.

Wesayno to gay
diplomats in
Nigeria...
Wesayno, and
we mean no!
July 30, 2013

It abuses the
biblical theory
of the creation
of Adam and
Eve and it
contravenes the
injunction  on
procreation. Jan.
25, 2015.

Homosexualism
is a virus that
degrades  the
family and its
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values, corrupts
human
cohabitation and
offends God. It
eventuallyleads
tosocial decline.
July 30, 2013.

Table 3.8. Frequency of occurrence of some lexical labels for the representation

of homosexuality and their percentages in the corpus

s/n Lexical labels Number of Percentage
occurrences

1. The crime 36 18

2. Unnatural act 28 14

3. Indecent act 21 11

4, Sodomy 40 20

5. Immoral act 32 16

6. Cultural taboo 29 16

7. Unnatural affections 10 5

Total 196 100
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Table 3.9. Presentation of data on modal categories in the discourses of homosexuality

in the selected newspapers

Modal No of text Total Sample items
Categories Newspapers Texts Text samples Samples per number
Paper Of text
Samples
modal Punch (Jan. 16, 27,29 & 23,2014, Homosexuality is not our 6 30 Must, should,

culture. Every society has its

Auxiliary Aug. 10, 2014; July 19, 2015). own values and should grow have to, ought,
with those values. Nigeria has need to, may,, might, w
herown values and we must stick to « will not
values and tradition.

Punch Newspaper, July 19, 2015.
But the question is inescapable:
Vanguard (July 30, 2013; Jan. 20 & 29, are homosexuals human beings?
. If the answer is yes, then they
2014; Feb. 22, 2014, march 22, must be accorded their human
2014; July 15, 2015). rightsand dignity.
Vanguard Newspaper, January 29, 201
Therefore, the church must deploy
L . . the necessary arsenal to understand
Nigerian Tribune (July 21, 25,27, 2015; the vicissitudes. The devil should
August. 15, 16, 26, 2015). not frighten us.
If we are going to attack homosex-
The Sun (Jan. 19, 2013; Feb. 4, 2014; uality, we should take our
. preachment beyond the Synagogue,
July 4, 19, 29, 2015; the Church and the Mosque’s
Oct. 7,2015). pulpits, and go straight to the...Sun
Newspaper, July 19, 2015
... the state should not discriminate
. on people based on their sexual
Guardian (May 18, June 29, July 20 &26, orientation. Guardian Newspaper,
Aug. 25 &31, 2015) July 25, 2015.
Modal Punch (Jan. 16 &29, 2014). I believe in equality and I wish 2 10 Unfortunately,
. to state that unequivocally.

Adjuncts Punch newspaper, January 16, Clearly,

2014 Certainly,
Vanguard (March 22, 2014; Oct. 27,2013) Obviously

The Bible states clearly that
homosexuality is an abomination
to God. Vanguard Newspaper,
March 22,2014

Unfortunately, we are living
in a world where these things
have now become quite
acceptable, but for the fact that
they are acceptable doesn’t
meanthat they are right.
Nigerian Tribune, July 27, 2015

Nigerian Tribune (July 27 & Aug. 15, 2015).

The Sun (Jan.19, 2013 & Feb. 3,2014) Unfortunately, the Western
countries have continued to bicker
over the rationale behind the passage
of the law against their whims and
caprices.

Sun newspaper, Feb. 3, 2014.

Guardian (Aug. 16 &31, 2015)

Catholic lawmakers have “a moral ¢
express their “opposition

clearly and publicly” guardian newspa
August 31, 2015
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Modal

Adjectives

Modal
Lexical

Verbs

Viewpoint

Adjuncts

Punch

Vanguard

Nigerian Tribune

The Sun

Guardian

Punch

Vanguard

Nigerian Tribune

The Sun

Guardian

Punch

Vanguard

Nigerian Tribune

(Jan. 26 &29,2014)

(July 30, 2013 & Jan. 20, 2014)

(July 12 & Jan. 24, 2015)

(July 19&29, 2015)

(July 5 & Aug. 25, 2015)

(Jan. 16 &Aug 10, 2014)

(June 29, 2013 & Feb. 22, 2014)

(Aug. 26 & Jan. 24, 2015)

(Feb. 3, 2014 & January 19,
2013)

(March 27, 2014 & July 4, 2015)

(Jan. 16, 27, 29, 2014).

(January 18, 2014; june 15, 2015)

(July 25, 2015; January 24, 2015)

Homosexuals are five times moreli 2 10
have Hepatitis B than heterosexuals.
Newspaper, January 29, 2014.

Same sex marriage is satanic. The wor
of God on it is clear.

Vanguard Newspaper, January 18,
2014.

it is clear to seethat slowlybut
surely, homosexual rightswillalso
be acknowledgein Africa. Tribune,
July 12,2015

The Bible and the Koran which

are the supreme guide-books of the
majority of the people of the
universe are unequivocal in

their condemnation of
homosexuality. Sun newspaper,

July 29, 2015

The Catholic Bishop of Lokoja,
Dada Olorunmolu, on Tuesday
reiterated Catholic church’s position
against gay marriage, saying it was
unequivocal and the church

would not compromise on it.
Guardian newspaper,

August 25,2015

I believe in equality and I 2 10
wish to state that

unequivocally. Punch

newspaper, January 16, 2014

I think that this law is made for a
people and what (the) government
has done is consistent with the
preference of its environment.”
Vanguard Newspaper, January 13,
2014

1 believe, however, that as much as
should take hard stance on the
Same-sex marriage, meting
punishment on practitionersshould
be according to the constitution.
Nigerian Tribune, August 26, 2015.

Although Nigeria is a conglomera
diverse cultures and religion,

all seem to concur with the noti
homosexuality (gay or lesbianism) is a
taboo. Sun newspaper.

1 believe in the principle of treating
people equally under the law...
Guardian Newspaper, July 25, 2015

Physiologically, the “two wrongs” 3 15
do not make a right — they just

don’t fit; biologically, the male is

not designed to bear children. Punch

Newspaper, January 29, 2014.

If you don’t want to marry,
don’t marry, if you are a man,
marry your opposite sex. It is
morally wrong. Vanguard
Newspaper, January 18, 2014.

Scientists say such persons are

Likely, clear, obvious
Important, imperative,

Unequivocal, total.

Think, believe, wish,

Hope, seem, wonder

Culturally, ordinarily,
Spiritually, genetically,
Physiologically, biolog
Legally,

morally, politically,
Emotionally, psycholoy
Economically, biblicall

Medically
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psychologically ill; they are psychiatri
cases.Nigerian Tribune, July 25, 2015.

The Sun (Feb. 3, 2014; July 4, Oct. 7, Western insanity can never be a
standard morally for a beautiful
Dec. 18, 2015). culture. Sun Newspaper,
February 4, 2014.

For us, the Bible teaches officially
Guardian (August 16 & 25, 2015) that it is the relationship between a

man and woman... Guardian

newspaper, August 25, 2015.
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3.8 Conclusion

This chapter has shown the sources of data, which includes five purposively selected
Nigerian Newspapers namely, ThePunch, Vanguard, The Guardian, Nigerian Tribune and
The Sun.The chapter went further to give the profile of these newspapers and the justification
for their choice. The sample size, which was randomly put together was also shown; methods
for investigating each of the four research questions as well as the presentation of data
formed part of the chapter. The chapter also shows the contextualisation of the texts for a
better understanding of the work. The study was contextualised within the contexts of culture,

history, religion and politics, among others.
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CHAPTER FOUR
LEXICALISATION, POINTS OF VIEW AND IDEOLOGIES ON
HOMOSEXUALITY IN SELECTED NIGERIAN NEWSPAPERS

4.0 Introduction

In this chapter, the lexicalisation of points of view and ideologies on homosexuality in the
selected Nigerian newspapers is explored. The chapter commences with the identification of
the major social actors in the discourses and their different points of view. The researcher
goes further in identifying the underlying ideologies embedded in the different identified
views as well as the lexical choices foregrounding them. For better understanding, tables
showing the summary of the different classifications of social actors, points of view and
ideologies are constructed. Also, in the discussion of these tables, the different arguments and
counter arguments are classified based on the different perspectives or grounds of the
arguments. The perspectives are cultural, religious, moral, legal and health. The analysis
seeks to identify and explain how lexical choices are made to perform different functions and
foreground different points of view and ideologies. The identification of points of view is
guided by Fowler-Uspensky’s ideological point of view, the lexical choices by Fairclough’s
approach to critical discourse analysis and Halliday’s Systemic Functional Linguistics. This
section of the analysis answers research question one: What are the different categories of
social actors, their divergent points of view and underlying ideologies; and the lexical choices

foregrounding them in the discourses of homosexuality in the selected newspapers?

The second part of this chapter is designed to answer research question two which is: What
lexical strategies are used in the representation of viewpoints in the discourses? The lexical
strategies identified and discussed with relevant examples in the part include the use of
nominal expressions and lexical reiteration. It is discovered that these lexical strategies are
deployed by social actors in order to evoke certain meanings in the readers. This section is
also guided by Fairclough’s approach to Critical Discourse Analysis and Halliday’s Systemic

Functional Linguistics.
4.1 Social actors and points of view in the discourses of homosexuality

Social actors are participants in the discourses under study. The major social actors in the
discourses of homosexuality in the selected newspapers include political leaders, legislators,
religious leaders, international bodies, homosexuals, gay rights activists, professionals

(medical and legal), heterosexuals and private individuals. These social actors have argued
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from different perspectives, either for or against homosexuality. In the course of this analysis,
these social actors are further classified and named according to theirideological inclinations.
In this chapter, the social actors are classified as culturalists, anti-culturalists, religious
fundamentalists, secularists, moralists, moral humanists, legal humanists, pro-majority rule
and health protectors. The table below shows the classes of people or participants whose
views are represented, their perspectives, viewpoints, ideologies and principles underlying

the ideologies.
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Table 4.1: Social actors, perspectives, points of view and ideologies in the discourses of

homosexuality
s/n Perspectiv Classes of Members of Points of view Ideologies  Principles underlying the
es people the group points of view/ideologies
1 Cultural Culturalists Nigerian Homosexuality  Culturalism  Culturalism is the
public, is against the adherence
political Nigerian cultures to traditional beliefs or
leaders, practices.
heterosexuals
Anti- Gay rights Culture is Cultural An ideology holds that
culturalists  activists, dynamic and dynamism culture is fluid rather than
homosexuals Nigerians should static
be receptive to
change that has
come with
homosexuality
2 Religious  Religious Religious Homosexuality =~ Religious The demand for a strict
fundamenta leaders: is a sin against fundamental adherence to certain
lists Christian God ism theological doctrines.
leaders, The belief in scriptural
Islamic inspiration and the
leaders, infallibility of scriptures
Individuals
Secularists Homosexuals Religious books  Secularism  Separation of the state
, gay rights are unreasonable laws from religious
activists, basis for injunctions
world argument against
societies homosexuality
3 Moral Moralists Nigerian Homosexuality =~ Moralism Emphasis on morality
public, is morally wrong
religious
leaders, the
media
Defenders  Religious Homosexuality =~ Heterosexis A system of attitudes,
of opposite  leaders, is against the m bias, and discrimination
sex- heterosexuals marriage in favour of opposite-sex
marriage , government institution and relationships
officials procreation Denies, denigrates, and

stigmatizes any non-
heterosexual form of
behaviour, identity,
relationship, or
community (Herek,
1990).
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4

5

Legal

Health

Moral
Humanists

Legal
humanists:
Opposers
of the anti-
gay law
And
Defenders
of the
fundamenta
| human
rights of
homosexua
Is

Pro-
majority
rule

Health
protectors

Homosexuals
, gay rights
activists,
world
societies

Gay rights
activists,
world
societies,
homosexuals

Heterosexual
S,
government
officials,
legislators,
legal
practitioners,
media

Health
practitioners,
individuals

Nobody
(including
homosexuals)
should suffer
discrimination
based on identity

Passage of the
Anti-gay law is
hypocritical and
unjust

Anti-gay law is
against the
fundamental
human rights

Anti-gay law is
in line with the
people’s
preference

Homosexuality
is a social threat
and homosexuals
are sick

Egalitarianis
m/
humanism

Equity

Equality/
humanism

Democracy/
majority
rule

Individual
health,
public
health and
social order

This ideology holds that
there should be equal
opportunity for everyone
in a society. it entails
legal and political
equality.

The quality of being fair
and impartial

The equality of all
individuals to life,
liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness (the sense of
well-being), self-
identifying as they
choose, not as society
chooses for them, as long
as, that expression of
identity does not harm or
unduly impose on the
well-being of others.
Giving everyone the
same thing

It is a decision rule that
selects alternatives
which have a majority

Common health of
individuals and the
society
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The table above illustrates the different classes of participants in the discourses of
homosexuality as represented in the selected newspapers- pro-culturalists (individuals,
political leaders), anti-culturalists (gay rights activists, homosexuals), religious
fundamentalists (bishops, pastors, imams, individuals), secularists (homosexuals, gay rights
activists), moralists (the media, individuals, political leaders, religious leaders), defenders of
opposite sex marriage (religious leaders, legislators, politicians, individuals), moral
humanists (gay rights activists, international bodies, homosexuals, individuals), legal
humanists (international bodies, gay rights activists, homosexuals), pro-majority rule
(Nigerians, political leaders, individuals, legal practitioners), and health protectors (medical
practitioners, government officials, individuals). The table also provides evidence of the
different perspectives of the arguments of the participants, which include cultural, religious,

moral, legal and medical perspectives, their viewpoints and the underlying ideologies.
4.2  Lexicalisation, points of view and ideologies in the discourses of homosexuality

Lexicalisation analysis helps to unearth points of view and ideologies in discourses. Certain
lexical items are chosen to express specific meanings, such that, the choice of one option
from available sets of options constitutes a choice of meaning and ideological bias
(Fairclough, 1995a).The power to manipulate opinions, perceptions and attitudes is often
reflected in the choice of particular words to represent social issues. For instance,the labelling
of homosexuals as ‘miscreants’, ‘criminals’, ‘bandits’, ‘terrorists’, etc. is crucial to the
reading of public's evaluation of the articles and their perception of the identity of the social

actors involved.

Through lexicalisation analysis, different points of view and ideologies have ensued from the
discourses of homosexuality and same-sex marriage in the selected Nigerian newspapers as
expressed by different social actors. Some of these views include, the passage of the anti-gay
law as hypocritical, the dynamic nature of culture which Nigerians must understand, the holy
books as un-ideal basis for reasonable arguments, discrimination based on any form of
identity is wrong, the anti-gay law is in line with the Nigerian culture and morality,
homosexuality is against the will of God and nature, among others. These points of view are
further classified based on the grounds of the arguments for better understanding. These
grounds, which are regarded as perspectives in this study, include culture, religion, morality,
law and health. However, specific lexical choices have been made by actors to
foregroundthese points of view and also reveal certain ideologies. These are investigated

because a writer’s choice of words reveals his/her ideology and points of view. Here, points
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of view are identified, classified and explained, with relevant excerpts and the lexical choices

that foreground them.

The next table below shows how the diverse points of view and ideologies are indexed by

particular lexical choices. It presents the summary of the analysis.

107



Table 4.2. Lexicalisation in relation to points of view and ideologies in the discourses of

homosexuality

s/n  Perspectives Ideologies Points of view Lexical items Examples

1 Cultural Culturalism Homosexuality is ‘Taboo’, It is taboo,
against the Nigerian ~ ‘abomination’,  abominable and
cultures ‘abominable’, repulsive.

‘cultural taboo’, Vanguard, July
‘tufiakwa’, ‘no’ 30, 2013.
Cultural Culture is dynamic ‘Advance’, ...but when
dynamism and Nigerians should ‘forsake’, ‘give  tradition is
be  receptive  to up’, ‘change’ wrong, it must
change that has come change.
with homosexuality ThePunch,

2 Religious Secularism Religious books are ‘Palestinian why can they not
unreasonable basis bronze age argue logically
for argument against  texts’, without recourse
homosexuality ‘Christian to citing

arguments’ Palestinian
collocates with  bronze age
‘loophole’, texts? The
‘Bible’, ‘Koran’  Punch, July 21,
2014.
Religious Homosexuality is a ‘Abomination Homosexuality
fundamentalism  gjn against God against God’, is against the
‘fighting against scripture. We
God’, ‘oppose cannot be party
God’, of any doctrine
‘unscriptural’, that is against
“unbiblical’, the scripture.
‘sinful’, ‘God We have looked
forbidden’, at the Bible.
‘satanic’, ‘sinful Bible abhors it;
act of sodomy’ we cannot be
part of it. TheSun
Newspaper, July
23, 2015.

3  Moral Moralism Homosexuality is ‘Immoral act’,  Homosexuality

morally wrong ‘indecent act’, goes
‘against moral  againstmoral
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4

Legal

Heterosexism

Egalitarianism

Humanism

Homosexuality is
against the marriage
institution and
procreation

Nobody should suffer
discrimination based
on identity.
homosexuals should
be treated as
heterosexuals

Anti-gay law is
against the
fundamental human
rights

values’, ‘odious
practice’, ‘gay  Tribune, July 7,
and lesbian 2015
immorality’,

‘bad’,

‘outrageous’,

‘unacceptable’,

‘archaic

values. Nigerian

barbarism’,
‘contrary to
human decency
and morality’

‘Abnormal sex =~ Marriage is the

pattern’, union between a
‘unnatural’, man and a
‘against woman for
procreation’, purposes of
‘unnatural procreation and
affections’ regeneration.
That is the way
the Creator of
this Universe
had designed
and decreed it.
Anything  con-
trary to this is
contrary to
Nature.TheSun,
July 19, 2015.
‘Equality’, I  believe in
‘freedom’, ‘live  equality...
and let live’ ThePunch,
January 16,
2014.
‘Fundamental So, any
human rights’,  government that
‘violence’, would not allow
‘stigma and me to exercise
discrimination’  my fundamental
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Health

Democracy/
majority rule

Individual
health, Social
health and
social order

Anti-gay law is in

line with the people’s

preference

Homosexuality is a

social threat and

homosexuals are sick

‘Majority of
Nigerians’,
‘very happy’,
‘more than 90%
percent of
Nigerians’

‘Brimming with
disease’,
‘higher rates of
HIV, sexually
transmitted
disease’,
‘detrimental to
the health of the
polity’, ‘the
malady’,
‘virus’,
‘Psychiatric
cases’

rights is not a
responsible
government.”
Vanguard, june
29, 2013.

Our culture
supports sexual
purity and natural
means of
conception.
...majority of
Nigerians are
very happy with
the law.
Vanguard,
January 17, 2014.

Homosexual acts
are detrimental
to the health of
the polity, the
economy, the
social fabric
and the
emotional and
psychological
well-being of
our children.
ThePunch,
January 29,
2014.
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4.3 Discussion of table

The table 4.2 above presents the summary of the divergent views and ideologies that have
ensued from different perspectives in the discourses of homosexuality and the different
lexical items foregrounding them. However, the different perspectives of the arguments and
their lexical indicators are taken in turns for explication.

4.3.1 Cultural perspectives on homosexuality

Homosexuality has been argued from the cultural perspective in the Nigerian newspapers.
Culture can be considered as a system of knowledge. According to Goodenough,;

A society's culture consists of whatever it is one has to know or
believe in order to operateinamanneracceptable toits members.
(1971: 167). Culture... consists of standards for deciding what is...
For deciding what can be...,for deciding what one feels about it...
(1971: 522).
Culture is the basic assumptions and values of a group of people and since it forms an

important aspect in the society, it becomes a ground on which arguments are based. ‘Culture’
is a word often used in stigmatising homosexuality in Nigeria. Arguing from the cultural
perspective, are pro-culturalists and anti-culturalists. The different points of view of these
participants in the discourses of homosexuality in the Nigerian context are identified and

discussed vis-a-vis the lexical choices foregrounding the views:
4.3.1.1 Pro-culturalists’ view/Culturalism

Pro-culturalists are individuals or groups who believe in the adherence to cultural practices
and beliefs. According to Regelski (2000:9),

The culturalist perspective accounts for culture in terms of the

symbols, artifacts, and intellectual products that embody the shared

values and habits of a group. Each sociocultural entity is seen as

creating a certain basic personality and mindset that is passed on to

successive generations as traditional knowledge and praxis; as the
“essence” of what it means to belong to that group.

Culturalists believe that certain norms are peculiar to different societies and are often passed
down from one generation to the other. In the discourses of homosexuality examined in this
study, this class of people includes political leaders, legislators, religious leaders and
individuals (heterosexuals). The culturalists in the discourses of homosexuality argue that
homosexuality is against the Nigerian cultures, therefore, an abomination. For them,
heterosexuality is the norm. Culturalism, which is the adherence to traditional beliefs or
practices, is the ideology underlying this viewpoint. The ideology does not make any

provision for a meaningful discussion about how to advance the society, improve its
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institutions or confront the changes that are taking place, because all deviations from
tradition, glorified as the manifestation of divine principles, are opposed. Culturalistsbelieve
that homosexuality had been a taboo or an abomination from time immemorial and should
remain like that, an idea that has been developed over time and passed from one generation to

another. Certain lexical choices have been deployed by these actors to foreground their view.
4.3.1.11 Synonymic nouns and adjectives showing pro-culturalists’ view

The Pro-culturalists’ view is foregrounded with the constant use of nouns and negative
evaluative adjectives, with collocational and synonymic relations. Examples of such lexical
items include ‘taboo’ and‘abomination’. They are used in a bid to appeal to the cultural
sensitivity of readers. It is believed that the new anti-gay law is supported by the majority
based on culture, making homosexuality unacceptable. The POV can be found on virtually all

the newspapers and examples of texts showing this are shown below:

Excerpt 1
...homosexuality was a taboo among the entities that
made up Nigeria, even before colonialism, Christianity
and Islam.The Punch, January 27, 2014.

Excerpt 2
It is totally ataboo or an abomination in most parts of
Africa, including Nigeria, for an individual to get married
to another person of the same sex. Nigerian Tribune, Aug.
26, 2015.

Excerpt 3
Our rejection of the Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and
Transgender (LGBT)nonsense is total and unequivocal. It
is rooted in our cultural, religious and socialvalues as a
people. It is taboo, abominable and repulsive.Vanguard,
July 30, 2013.

Excerpt 4
The gay lifestyle which is being promoted in the Western
world was alien to the customs, lifestyles, and the belief
of Africans and the church The Sun, July 14, 2015.

In the excerpts above, the use of the lexical item ‘taboo’ is prominent. This is a way of

portraying the unacceptability of homosexuality in Nigeria. A taboo is a prohibition that is
subject to a cultural context. Trudgill (1974: 29) defines tabooas “the behaviour which
isbelieved to be supernaturally forbidden, or regarded as immoral or improper; it dealswith
behaviour which is prohibited or inhibited in an apparently irrationalmanner”.A taboo in the

cultural context is a form of atrocity that attracts severe consequences on the defaulter. It is
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acting against the rules of a particular place. This means that there are cultural rules that
make homosexuality a taboo or an atrocity in the Nigerian context. In excerpt 3,
homosexuality is described with negative evaluative adjectives ‘abominable and repulsive’.
These two lexical items have synonymic relations, being a strategy used by the writer to
foreground the view. The writer of the excerpt further creates an in-group and out-group
category, making a distinction between non-supporters and supporters of homosexuality with
the use of the pronoun ‘our’. Pronouns can particularly reflect an ideological
groupmembership. The use of ‘our’ in the excerpt signifies a communal or societal agreement
in relation to the topic of discussion. The writer presents this view as being not
individualistic. In excerpt 4, the phenomenon is considered alien to the customs of Africans.
This means that if there was any incident of homosexuality in Africa, it must have been due
to the intrusion and influence of the colonial masters. This notion emphasises the
heterosexual ideology of the Africans. The use of the phrase ‘alien to the customs, lifestyles,
and the belief of Africans’ appeals to the cultural consciousness of readers to fight against the
phenomenon on cultural reasons. Culturalism holds that the value system,traditions, resources
and biases of a particular culture are often determined by the values of dominant groups in
the society. These cultural principlesare transferred from one generation to another as
received knowledge and values. The contention of culturalists in the Nigerian context is that
heterosexualism is the norm and anything different from this is contra-culture, hence the use
of negative expressive words such as ‘taboo’ and ‘abomination’. In the examples above,
lexical devices such as reiteration of ‘taboo’ and ‘abomination’, collocations of culture-
related terms and negative evaluative synonymic adjectives as in ‘repulsive’, ‘abominable’,

among others, can be noticed, suggesting the ideological principle of culturalism.
4.3.1.1.2 Borrowed lexical items showing pro-culturalists’ view

Also, different lexical items borrowed from the indigenous languages have been used to show
the resistance against homosexuality. For instance, in the excerpt below, the use of

‘Tufiakwa’ which means ‘God forbid’ in the English language can be seen.

Excerpt 5
Now you want our men to sleep with fellow men AND
women with fellow women so that God would visit us like
Sodom! Oyinbo, we say tufiakwa! If you like keep your
aids. As Nigerians we say NO to GAY relationships.The
Sun, February 3, 2014.
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Culturalists believe that homosexuality is the culture of the Whites, which is totally external
to the African/Nigerian culture. Homosexuality is named as one of the immoralities blamed
on the effects of colonialism. For example, when the late Simon Nkoli’s (a political and gay
rightsactivist) mother found out that he was gay, she immediately regretted sending him toa
white school (Murray & Roscoe, 1998). The writer of the excerpt above uses these lexical
items ‘Oyinbo’ and ‘tufiakwa’ which are borrowings from the indigenous languages, to
emphasise the unacceptability of homosexuality in relation to the culture of the Igbo people
and Nigerians in general. The lexical item ‘oyinbo’ is used to create a form of mockery to the
international bodies trying to influence Nigerians to accept what is not allowed in their
culture- homosexuality. When homosexuality was criminalised in 2014, it was believed that
the U.S. and some other international bodies made attempts to persuade the Nigerian
government to change her stand. Many Nigerians believed that homosexuality was the idea of
the whites. However, the writer of the above excerpt alludes to this as s/he directs his/her
statement to ‘oyinbo’ (the whites). Also noticeable in the excerpt above, is the capitalisation
of the lexical item ‘NO’. This is used emphatically to reflect the absolute refusal of
homosexuality in Nigeria, coupled with the use of ‘tufiakwa’. The meaning of ‘tufiakwa’ is
culturally situated. This lexical item is an exclamatory remark used by the Igbos to
vehemently refuse something. Its use in the excerpt is to emphatically reject homosexuality.
However, there are other instances of the usage in the discourses of homosexuality in the

newspapers under consideration.

In these discourses, the ideology of cultural nationalism can also be noticed. For woods
(2014:1), cultural nationalism focuses on the ideas and practices that relate to the intended
revival of a supposed culture of a national community. The ideology of cultural nationalism is
reflected in the idea of Nigeria as a nation whose culture is against the practice of
homosexuality. In public debates on homosexuality in Nigeria, reference is often madeto the
notion that homosexuality is ‘unafrican’, and critics of this notion have based their arguments
on the notion or concept of change.Many of those who argue for the recognition of sexual

minorities ascribe to this notion, tailoring it to their own ends.

4.3.1.2 Anti-culturalists’ view/ Cultural dynamism

Anti-culturalists believe that culture is not static, emphasising “the invention of tradition —
that is, the manufacture or at least simplification of ideas about traditional practice in order to
serve the interest of particular groups, or to provide a politically convenient and sanitised

reading of history and of the nature of specific communities” (Dunton and Palmberg,
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1996:34). For them, therefore, homosexuals and homosexuality should be acceptable in
Africa.They have arguedthat cultures do change and Nigerians should be receptive to
change. This view is supportive of homosexuality, premised on the ideology of cultural
dynamism.Cultural dynamism as an ideology holds that culture is dynamic and thus complex.
Here, it is believed that culture is fluid, not static, which means that culture changes all the
time, every day, in subtle and tangible ways. Day in day out, the society is being
transformed. It changes exactly the same way as human beings change. Murdock (1971)
notes that culture cannot be portrayed as being a consistently fixed entity. For him, culture is
dynamically enacted and constituted differently by different culture-enacting agents but
with results that are comprehensible, if not acceptable, to other agents. This ideology has
made the anti-culturalists in the discourses of homosexuality opine that the only constant
thing in life is change. This means that the orientation of the people towards homosexuals and
homosexuality must change from being negative.The viewpoint emphasises that even if
homosexuality was not part of the cultures in Nigeria at the inception, nothing stops it from
being incorporated. This notion is particularly found in the Punch Newspaper and different

lexical choices make it clear.
4.3.1.2.1 Lexical itemsshowing anti-culturalists’ view

The reiteration of some synonymous lexical items and phrases is used to foreground the anti-

culturalists’ view, as revealed in the excerpt below:

Excerpt 6

The point is,culture does not mean people should be stuck
in a time warp. Societies advance and that is why even the
most vociferous campaigners for “African values” will not
forsake their European/Arabia-gifted religion for
Amadioha or Sango; will not give up their cellphones
(and other forms of western technology) and return to the
villages to communicate with drums and smoke
signals.The Punch, January 16, 2014.
The excerpt above emphasises the dynamic nature of culture, using lexical items representing

the old means of communication such as ‘drums’ and ‘smoke signal’ and modern means of
communication, such as the use of ‘cellphones’. The writer tries to foreground this point of
view by comparing the old ways of doing things with the use of modern technologies. The
writer also compares the worship of deities such as ‘Amadioha and Sango’ to the acceptance
of Christianity and Islam which many Nigerians now perceive to be better than the worship of

deities. The writer deploys the comparison of these lexical items to drive home the point that
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cultures do change and when people find better ways of doing things, they simply change.
This means that culture should not be the basis for arguing against the practice of
homosexuality in Nigeria, because Nigerians have accepted some changes in the past. They
should also see homosexuality as a form of change to be embraced. Cultural practices that are
no longer in vogue emphasise this point of view. The use of the lexical verb ‘advance’ can
also be noticed in the excerpt. ‘Advance’ here connotes moving forward and change. The
writer of the excerpt also uses the synonyms of ‘forsake’, ‘return’ and ‘give up’ to emphasise
the quest for change. Also showing this point of view is the excerpt below:
Excerpt 7

I have analysed the situation, and the only thing holding

people back from giving gays all rights is a vested interest

in tradition. I see that tradition can sometimes be good

and beneficial to society (the tradition of sitting down to

talk with a gay person and look them in the eye before one

condemns them to a life marred by illegitimacy, would be

very helpful here),but when tradition iswrong,

itmustchange. The Punch, August 10, 2014,
In the excerpt above, the first person singular pronoun ‘I’ indicates the subjective opinion of
an individual towards the practice of homosexuality from the cultural perspective. The use of
the mental process ‘see’ in the third line further foregrounds this. Culture is substituted with
tradition and the writer says a wrong tradition, such as the discrimination against
homosexuals, should change. The use of the lexical items ‘tradition’ and ‘change’ here

foregrounds the dynamic nature of culture and the need for Nigerians to change their

perception and embrace homosexuality.
4.3.2 Religious perspectives on homosexuality

Religion is a form of social order influencing social attitudes and behaviours. Religion is
belief in God and leading a good life. The arguments for and against homosexuality are also
premised on religion, and what the religious books say about homosexuality. Nigeria is a very
religious nation and it is therefore expected that a controversial issue such as homosexuality
will be hinged on religion. Under this category, there are two main classes of participants —
Religious fundamentalists (religious leaders, individuals) and Secularists (gay rights
activists). The social actors, their points of view, underlying ideologies and lexical indices

under this category are shown below:
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4.3.2.1 Religious fundamentalists’ view/Religious fundamentalism

Religious fundamentalists believe in the strict adherence to scriptural principles. They usually
use the media to propagate their political and religious agenda (Lobo, 2009:150).
Ideologically, “they believe in moral dualism- dividing the world into black and white, right
and wrong, absolutism and inerrancy in their interpretation of the scriptures and belief in
core fundamentals and in the end of time and victory for the faithful and just” (Thomas
2008:5). In general, fundamentalists are considered to be extremists, retrospective and static
by their opponents. Encyclopedia Britannica (1973) describes them as “a motley group of
theologically conservative communities which emphasize total and even literal inspiration
from the Holy Scriptures and their absolute authority in matters of faith and works.” In the
discourses of homosexuality considered in this study, homosexuality is perceived as a sin
against God by these religious fundamentalists, who are mainly religious clerics (Christian
and Muslim). A sin is an offence against God or a moral law. This POV has been hinged on
religion especially the Christian religion and Bible passages have been used to support the
claim. However, the ideology underlying this view is religious fundamentalism, which
demands for a strict adherence to certain theological doctrines, the belief in scriptural
inspiration and the infallibility of scriptures.Here, the religious fundamentalists have argued

that the Bible and the Koran unequivocally states that homosexual behaviour is wrong.

4.3.2.11 Reiteration of holy books-related words and negative evaluative

adjectives showing religious fundamentalists’ view

Lexical items relating to either the Bible or the Koran are used to foreground the POV that
homosexuality is sin against God. Negative evaluative adjectives, such as ‘unscriptural’,
‘unbiblical’, ‘sin’, ‘satanic’ are also found in the description of homosexuality by the
religious fundamentalists. Phrases such as ‘fighting against God’, ‘abomination to God’,
‘against the scriptures’, among others can also be seen. This view is evident in all the

newspapers and examples of excerpts showing this are below:

Excerpt 8
Homosexuality is against the scripture. We cannot be
party to any doctrine that is against the scripture. We
have looked at the Bible. Bible abhors it; we cannot be
part of it. TheSun, July 23, 2015.
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Excerpt 9
TheBible states clearly that homosexuality is an
abomination to God. Vanguard, March 22, 2014

Excerpt 10
Same sex marriage is satanic. The word of God on it is
clear. This is not an issue of human rights. Anybody that
supports such is fighting againstGod. It is a fearful thing
to opposeGod. Vanguard, January 18, 2014.

Excerpt 11
Thank God, President Buhari is a devout Muslim, who
believes in Allah. He knows that his fellow countrymen
and countrywomen -  Christians, Muslims and
traditionalists - abhor thatsinful and unnatural act of
sodomy. Nigerian Tribune, July 25, 2015.

Excerpt 12

Both the Bible and Qur’an make references to the city

Sodom and warn against the ‘sin of Sodom’.

TheGuardian, August 16, 2015.
In the excerpts above, ‘against the scripture’, ‘satanic’, ‘abomination to God’, ‘sin of Sodom’
are used to emphasise the notion that homosexuality is sin against God. These lexical items
and phrases are used to draw the attention of readers to the stand of God on homosexuality. In
excerpt 8, the writer uses the reiteration of the phrase ‘against the scripture’ to emphasise the
view of the religious book against the phenomenon. S/he further reiterates the stance of
members of his religious group using two synonymous statements ‘We cannot be party to any
doctrine that is against the scripture’ and ‘We cannot be part of it’. The first person plural
pronoun ‘we’ in these statements shows the in-group and out-group categorisation. The writer
uses this to show that the resistance against homosexuality due to religious reasons is a
unanimous one. In excerpt 9, reference is also made to the bible as describing homosexuality
as an abomination. This pattern runs through the examples shown as references are often
made to religious books by the religious fundamentalists. In excerpt 10, a negative evaluative
adjective ‘satanic’ is used in describing homosexuality. The adjective ‘satanic’ is a religion-
related word and it connotes extreme evil; using this in describing homosexuality means that
the speaker believes homosexuality is extremely evil or as a result of demonic influence;
therefore, Nigerians should run away from it. In other instances, scriptural passages are
quoted. It is common to see names of bible passages in these discourses, for instance,
Romans, Corinthians, etc. It is also referred to as that sinful act in excerpt 11; therefore,
whoever engages in the act is a sinner in reference to the three main religions practiced in

Nigeria. The support for homosexuality is also described as fighting against God in excerpt
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10, which the writer describes as a fearful thing. God is seen as the Supreme Being, who has
so much power to do anything; therefore fighting this Supreme Being means death. Also, in
excerpts 11 and 12, homosexuality is described as the ‘sin of Sodom’. This is a biblical
allusion to the story of Sodom and Gomorrah in the religious books. The religious books
record that God destroyed Sodom and Gomorrah because of homosexuality. The usage of this
term appeals to the religious sensitivity of the reader on the havoc the practice of
homosexuality could cause. These terms are intentionally used by writers to instigate the
people to fight the practice of homosexuality so that the destruction that occurred in Sodom
and Gomorrah will not be repeated in the nation. The use of lexical reiteration can also be
observed in excerpt 12, emphasising this view. The ideological implication of the use of these
lexical devices is to emphasise religious fundamentalism. The argument of Thomas (2008:
xiii) isthat religious fundamentalists belong to a global umma and they nurse the idea that
every human becomes religious, either as Christians or as Muslims (2008:xv). These religious
fundamentalists may not use physical violence; they are experiencedin using the media and

other means to propagate “symbolic violence”.
4.3.2.2 Secularists’ view/ Secularism

Secularists accentuate separation of religious injunctions from state laws. They believe that
the holy books (Bible and Koran) are unreliable references for reasonable arguments
especially on the issue of homosexuality, which is in opposition to the view of the religious
fundamentalists.The opinion of the secularists is founded on the ideology of
secularism.Secularism is the principle that emphasises the separation of government
institutions and matters of the state from religious institutions and religious personnel (Lobo,
2009:151). Secularism is manifested in the assertion of rights and freedom from religious
injunctions and teachings. It emphasises the neutrality of the state on matters of belief, as

state decisions and impositions on the people should be void of religious affiliations.

This view is based on the notion that the holy books cannot be used as the basis for passing a
particular bill, particularly in this discourse, the criminalisation of homosexuality by the
Nigerian government. It is also argued that the Bible, for instance, does not vividly state that
homosexuality is evil. In the same vein, it is argued that even if it is stated in the religious
books, the Bible or the Koran should not be the basis for the passage of a bill (anti-gay
marriage bill) that will affect members of a society since everyone does not believe in both
books. The social actors with this view include homosexuals, gay rights activists and

international bodies. Collocations have been used to foreground this view.
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4.3.2.2.1 Collocations expressing secularists’ view

Secularists have particularly deployed collocates in emphasising the view that state laws
should be separated from religious injunctions.Examples of excerpts showing the use of this

lexical strategy in relation to the point of view are found below:

Excerpt 13
In Nigeria, when people bring out their holy books during
an argument, good luck to reason. It was not surprising
the debate did not go far. ThePunch, January 16, 2014.

Excerpt 14
And then, without battling an eyelid, they quote from the
Bible or the Koran — as if Christianity and Islam were
African religions! Vanguard, January 29, 2014.

Excerpt 15

The Christian argument also has a loophole.
Since God did not categorize sin, and our righteousness is
like a filthy clothe before him, then in the sight of God,
adultery, and fornication, is just the same as
homosexuality. Nigerian Tribune, July 12, 2015.
‘Goodluck to reason’ and ‘without battling an eyelid’ are collocates used to foreground the

illogicality of basing an argument, especially that on homosexuality on statements in the holy
books. These secularists are of the opinion that arguments should be based on sound
judgement and logical reasoning instead of quoting from some religious books. Writers refer
to ‘holy books’, ‘Bible’, and ‘Koran’ as the basis of argument for people who cannot think

logically.

4.3.2.2.2 Labels expressing securalists’ view
Another lexical strategy used by secularists in emphasising their view about the illogicality
of making religious books the basis of arguments against homosexuality is the labelling of
religious books and religious fundamentalists negatively. Different negative labels have been
used, as can be seen in the examples below:
Excerpt 16

Why do folks start frothing at the mouth whenever they

hear about gay marriage? They become master quoters of

scripture. Deuteronomy, Corinthians, Romans, etc. why

can they not argue logically without recourse tociting
Palestinian bronze age texts? ThePunch, July 21, 2014

The excerpt above foregrounds the viewpoint that holy books are unreasonable basis of
argument when it comes to the issue of homosexuality. In fact, the writer of the excerpt labels
these holy books as ‘Palestinian bronze age text’, meaning that they are out of fashion, that is,

no longer in vogue. Some have also said that God did not categorise sin, which makes

120



‘adultery’ and ‘fornication’ in the same group as homosexuality. Therefore, if people who
commit adultery and fornication are not crucified, there is no reason why homosexuals should

be crucified.

In another example, people who have a negative attitude towards homosexuality and
supporters of the anti-gay bill, especially the religious fundamentalists are labelled ‘self-

righteous army of God’. This is shown in the excerpt below:

Excerpt 17

But in blaming the West for something that has been
present in every human society and in the animal world
as well, the self-righteous army of God forgets that the
West  persecuted  homosexuals until quite
recently.Vanguard, January 29, 2014.

Critics of homosexuality are labelled‘self-righteous army of God’ by some secularists
because many of these critics have tilted their arguments toward religion. They have argued
that homosexuality is against the will of God and therefore, a sin. The term ‘self-righteous’
has a negative connotation as it means being haughty, pompous, self-satisfied or
sanctimonious. It is clear from this example that the writer uses this label as a way of

criticising the negative attitude towards homosexuality and homosexuals.

Generally, collocations, reference to Bible-related terminologies and labelling have been

engaged by the secularists to emphasise their secularist’s sentiments.
4.3.3 Moral perspectives on homosexuality

Morality is concerned with the categories of norms, rules and directives that stipulate how
and whether people or individuals live acceptably. Anything contrary to these rules is
assumed immoral. The notion of morality varies significantly across place and time and all
human societies have specific mores and rituals common to them. According to Adamczyk et
al. (2015:1044), people in under-developedcountries economy-wise will possibly base their
opinions on issues on absolute moral standards. It is, therefore, expected that a country like
Nigerians will frame homosexuality asa moral issue or connect it with other negative issues
such as murder, stealing and abortion. Homosexuality appears to defy the moral principles of
Nigerians, therefore, the phenomenon has been challenged on moral grounds in the media.
Under this category, there are basically two categories of social actors. They include

moralists, who are also defenders of opposite-sex marriage and defenders of human dignity
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(Moral humanists). Basically under this category, two ideologies are foregrounded by the
moralists, including moralism and heterosexism, while the ideology of egalitarianism is
foregrounded by moral humanists. These social actors, their views, ideologies and lexical

items foregrounding the views are shown below:
4.3.3.1 Moralists’ views/Moralism

Moralists have personal opinions about what is right and what is wrong.In the discourses of
homosexuality in the selected newspapers, the moralists include media practitioners, private
individuals and religious leaders, who have argued that homosexuality is morally wrong.
This view is underlined by the ideology of moralism, which is the emphasis on morality.
Lexical devices such as metaphor, evaluative adjectives, labelling, hyponymy and

collocations have been used by moralists to express their view.
4.3.3.1.1 Metaphors and negative evaluative adjectives expressing moralism

Arguing that homosexuality is morally wrong, moralists have deployed negative evaluative
adjectives, such as ‘bad’, ‘outrageous’, ‘unacceptable’, ‘nauseating’ in the description of
homosexuality, and metaphors, such as comparing homosexuals with ‘armed robbers’, in a
bid to show that homosexuality is immoral and unacceptable in the Nigerian context.

Examples of excerpts showing these lexical devices are presented below:

Excerpt 18
Gays are not our brothers.They are like armed robbers.
Nigerian Tribune, August 15, 2015.

Excerpt 19
Gay is obsceneand violates human dignity. Nigerian
Tribune, August 15, 2015.

Excerpt 20

Homosexuality is simply bad, outrageous and

unacceptable. TheSun, July 19, 2015.
In example 18, the pronoun ‘they’ is a reference to homosexuals, who are likened to armed
robbers, as a way to calling the attention of readers to the immorality of homosexuality. It is
popular knowledge that armed robbery is a crime and the society frowns at it. Usually, in the
Nigerian context, when armed robbers are caught, they are prosecuted and sometimes, mob
actions carried out against them. However, the comparison of homosexuals to armed robbers
suggests that homosexuals are dangerous, immoral set of people and should be treated as
criminals when caught. In excerpts 19 and 20, different lexical items showing the immorality

3

of homosexuality are used.The highlighted evaluative adjectives obscene’, ‘bad’,
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‘outrageous’ and ‘unacceptable’ have negative connotations, further alienating homosexuals
and homosexuality. They have the capacity to stimulate violent actions against homosexuals

in the Nigerian context.
4.3.3.1.2 Labels expressing moralism

Moralists also label homosexuals and the act of homosexuality derogatorily in order to
foreground the ideology of moralism. Moralists label homosexuals and homosexuality
negatively in order to reflect their immorality to readers. A glimpse on the excerpts below
reveals this.
Excerpt 21

We need to point out however that somemischievous

and unscrupulous persons have been recruiting

innocent  young ones into  these foolish
habits. Vanguard, March 22, 2014.

In the excerpt above, homosexuals are labelled ‘mischievous’ and ‘unscrupulous’. The act of
homosexuality is also labelled as a ‘foolish habit’. These labels have negative connotations
and they are used to discredit homosexuals and homosexuality to the public. In the excerpt
below, the phenomenon is also labelled as an ‘act of deviance’. ‘Deviance’ means
disobedience or insubordination. Disobedience to laws and constituted authorities is
considered immoral. This is however considered to be derogatory. Its usage has a negative

connotation.

Excerpt22
In 2013, an iconic picture of two ladies kissing before
anti-gay marriage protesters in Marseille, France, went
viral. That act ofdefiance before an assembly of mostly
old ladies was to demonstrate an inviolable right to
private life and choice. ThePunch, January 16, 2014.
Homosexuality is equally considered an ‘oddity’, a ‘taboo practice’, an ‘evil’, an

‘immorality’, ‘a behavioural disorder’, an ‘illegality’ at different occasions in the editorials
and opinions. These labels reflect homosexuality negatively and unacceptable in the Nigerian
context. Examples of excerpts showing these usages are presented below.

Excerpt 23
And it should be made clear that the fact that the oddity
had been with us for hundreds of thousand years does not
make it acceptable. TheSun, July 19, 2015.

Excerpt 24
Most of these countries embracing these taboo practices as
human right...Vanguard, July 15, 2015.
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Excerpt 25
the prevalence or luxuriant growth of an evil, an
immorality, a behavioral disorder, an illegality in any
nation is an indication of the dormancy and inaction of

good men and women in that country.Vanguard, January
20,2014

From the excerpts above, it can be observed that negative labels have been used in the
description of homosexuality by moralists, showing that the practice is wrong and

unacceptable.

4.3.3.1.3 Hyponyms expressing moralism

Another significant lexical strategy used by moralists to foreground their view is hyponymy.
Hyponymy is the relation of inclusion. Writers’ use of this has some meaning potentials. A
glimpse at the examples below shows how moralists have classified homosexuality, in a bid
to show its immorality.

Excerpt 26

... to mitigate the rampancy of stealing, homosexuality,
same-sex marriage, pedophilia, prostitution, murder
and corruption in a society; it rather takes the practical
interventions, passionate actions, and conscious vigilance
of honest, good people to keep such evils, such behavioral
disorders, such social anomalies at bay.Vanguard,
January 20, 2014
In the excerpt above, “stealing, homosexuality, same-sex marriage, pedophilia, prostitution,

murder and corruption in a society” are classified as evils, behavioural disorders and social
anomalies. As far as the writer of the above excerpt is concerned, homosexuals are not better
than thieves, murderers, looters and other criminals. The ideological meaning of this form of
representation is that homosexuals should be treated the same way these other criminals are
treated when caught. In another example, homosexuality, lesbianism, gayness are classified

as madness by a writer.

Excerpt 27

And then now: Same-sex marriage! Homosexuality,
lesbianism, gayness and same-sex marriage are all
madness. Vanguard, November 22, 2013.

Moralists have used hyponymy to include homosexuality as a criminal act and a mental

illness.
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4.3.3.14 Collocations expressing moralism

Collocation is another important lexical device deployed by moralists to emphasise their view
that homosexuality is morally wrong. Collocation refers to the habitual co-occurrence of
individual lexical items. According to Odebunmi (2001:19), “collocative meaning emerges
from the coming together of words through common usage.” In the Nigerian context, there
are peculiar collocations that are used in relation to homosexuality issues. Firth (1957:11)
asserts that “you shall know a lot about a word from the company it keeps”. Therefore,
collocation helps in understanding meaning in terms of context. Lexical items can be
compared in relation to other lexical items. A way of arriving at some form of meaning is by
examining how words are used in context. One of the simplest ways to calculate collocation
is to count the number of times a word appears next to or near another word. For example, in
the discourses of homosexuality in the selected Nigerian newspapers, the term ‘homosexual’
collocates with criminal acts on severaloccasions. Examples are shown below:

Excerpt 28

In simple analysis, these two great men of history wanted
the world to know that it does not take thieves,
homosexuals, gays, pedophiles, public property looters,
or fraudsters, murderers, prostitutes etc. to mitigate the
rampancy of stealing, homosexuality, same-sex marriage,
pedophilia, prostitution, murder and corruption in a
society; it rather takes the practical interventions,
passionate actions, and conscious vigilance of honest, good
people to keep such evils, such behavioral disorders, such
social anomalies at bay. Vanguard, January 20, 2014.

Homosexuality is a phenomenon that is readily conflated with other societal vices or offences
such as bestiality, child abuse, among others by moralists. In the above excerpt,
‘homosexuals’ collocates with “thieves, gays, pedophiles, public property looters, or
fraudsters, murderers, prostitutes”, and homosexuality collocates with “stealing, same-sex
marriage, pedophilia, prostitution, murder and corruption”. In some other examples,
homosexuality is also accompanied by words such as prostitution, Indian hemp smoking,

among others negative acts.

Excerpt 29
Our correspondent learnt that on a good business day,

homosexuality, prostitution and Indian hemp smoking
thrive in the bar. ThePunch, March 8, 2014
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Excerpt 30
Europe had had a long history of homosexuality and
deviant sexual behaviours. And their ‘Gay Parade’ and
other embarrassing shows have contributed in no small
way to propagating the notorious culture called
homosexuality. TheSun, July 19, 2015.
In the above excerpts, homosexuality collocates with prostitution, Indian hemp smoking and

deviant behaviours. In the discourses of homosexuality in the Nigerian context, it is common
to see the co-occurrence of these words. This is a way of representing homosexuality and
homosexuals in a negative light. It means that homosexuality is in the same category as
stealing, prostitution and other societal vices and should not be accepted. Therefore,

homosexuals are to be treated as criminals.

Collocation is also significant when examining the meanings of sexuality labels like ‘gay’,
‘homosexual’, etc. Collocations can act as valuable indicators of what a discourse is about.
Diagrams showing collocational networks can be constructed with the help of a corpus
linguistic tool. The diagram shows a clearer depiction of the multiple links between sets of

collocates in texts, such as the one below:
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Figure 4.1. Collocational network of ‘gay’

The collocational network was created using LancsBox 2.0.0. (Statistic 01-frequency/ span-2-
2, collocation frequency threshold:-1.0, statistic value threshold: 5.0, CPN: 01-freq/ L2-R2/
C: -1.0-NC: 5.0). On the collocational network, arrows are pointing to the collocations found

in the discourses from the nucleus. For instance, marriage is found close to the keyword
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‘gay’, meaning that it frequently co-occurs with the keyword in the discourses.From the
diagram above, it is discovered that the collocates of the lexical item ‘gay’ in the discourses
of homosexuality in the selected newspapers include ‘people’, ‘marriage’, lesbian,
community, law, movement, pressure, etc. These lexical items point out important issues
around the discourses of homosexuality. The Nigerian newspapers often construct
homosexuality as a sexual behavioural pattern or practice rather than as an identity, thereby

dehumanising homosexuals.

4.3.3.2 Defenders of opposite-sex marriage/Heterosexism

Moralists are also defenders of opposite-sex marriage. As stated earlier, they include religious
leaders, legislators, the media and political leaders, who consider same-sex marriage as
challenging the concept of marriage and should not be legally recognised. For the traditional
Nigerian, one of the central purposes of marriagebetween a man and a woman is procreation.
Therefore, life in the community in its different facets revolves around the concepts of
marriage and procreation. This POV therefore argues that homosexuality is contradictory to
this divine/moral mandate; hence, the phenomenon is considered unnatural and against the

sexual ethics of the African people.

The ideology on which this opinion is formed is heterosexism, which is an intricate part of
cultural practices that propagate some set of hierarchical relations. In that hierarchy,
homosexuality is castigated and considered inferior to heterosexuality. Therefore,
homosexuals and sexual minorities are not recognised and, when recognised, are maligned as
abnormal, sick, immoral, criminal or demonic. The dichotomy between homosexuality and
heterosexuality lies at the heart of heterosexism. This is another major ideology in the
discourses of homosexuality in the Nigerian context. Discrimination and hostility against
sexual minorities are justified through the choice of certain lexical items. Sexual stigma is
perpetuated in a variety of ways, one of which is the use of denigrating terms in the

representation of the phenomenon.
4.3.3.2.1 Lexical items and phrases expressing heterosexism

Phrases such as ‘abnormal sex pattern, unnatural, against procreation, unnatural affections’
are used to emphasise the point of view. The excerpts below reveal this POV:

Excerpt 31

It has been part of our existence as a nation, to abhor un-
natural affections between man and man and woman
and woman.Vanguard, July 27, 2013.
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The excerpt above regards homosexuality as an un-natural affection, which the country hates.
The writer of the excerpt has chosen to use the phrases ‘man and man’ and ‘woman and
woman’ to show the imbalance and illogicality of homosexuality. The writer could as well use
the term ‘homosexuality’ but prefers to use the phrases to evoke certain meanings in the
readers; that of inconsistency with the natural order for procreation. To the writer, a normal
sexual relationship should be between a man and a woman. The use of lexical items or
phrases showing this supposedly correct equation can be seen in the excerpt below:

Excerpt 32

Marriage is the union between a man and a woman for
purposes of procreation and regeneration. That is the
way the Creator of this Universe had designed and
decreed it. Anything contraryto this is contraryto
Nature, to human decency, and to morality. 7heSun,
July 19, 2015.
The excerpt above shows that marriage is between a man and a woman not the coming

together of a man and a man nor a woman and a woman. It also points out the importance of
marriage which is for procreation and regeneration. Therefore, an average Nigerian sees
marriage as a means of generational continuity and homosexuality does not give room for
this. The writer believes that the creator of the universe did not only design it that way, he
also decreed it. Parallelism is used in the last statement to further emphasise this view. This
means that anything contrary to God’s design and decree about marriage is synonymous to

being contrary to nature, human decency and morality. Other examples are shown below:

Excerpt 33
Even if people don’t like us for it, our church has always
said homosexuality is unnatural and marriage is between
a man and a woman. Nigerian Tribune, July 27, 2015.
Excerpt 34

Marriage is for procreation. The Guardian, June 29,
2015.
Excerpts 33 and 34 have also shown the position of the defenders of opposite sex marriage in

the discourses. It is discovered that homosexuality is considered “unnatural and marriage is
between a man and a woman”, for procreation.

Humanists/Humanism

Central to the views that ‘nobody should suffer discrimination based on identity’, ‘the
passage of the anti-gay bill is hypocritical and unjust’ and ‘anti-gay law is against the
fundamental human rights’ is the ideology of humanism. Therefore, humanists in the
discourses of homosexuality in the selected Nigerian newspapers are the “defenders of human

dignity”, “opposers of anti-gay bill” and “defenders of human rights”, emphasising
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egalitarianism, equality and equity. This group includes gay rights activists, homosexuals,

international bodies and some private individuals.

According to Phillip (2011:16), humanism is an ethical philosophy that addresses how to live
“the good life” without religion. It is a philosophy that concentrates on the wellbeing,
advancement and happiness of all humans. This ideology has however been criticised for
aiding immorality in societies. LaHaye (1980) speaking on the negative influence of
humanism, says it has been responsible for the destruction of cultures, families and the
society at large, which is not open to many people. He attributes most of the evils in the
world to the notion of humanism, which has taken over the media, education sector,
government and other important sections of the society.He believes humanists should be
defeated especially for supporting homosexuality so that morality can be restored.Contending
this view, Lamont (1997:xvii) opines that, the moral majority continues to ignorantly criticise
humanists as amoral, forgetting the moral values humanists also stand for. Humanism cannot
tolerate discrimination against any people irrespective of their identities. Lamont (1997:17)
continues by saying humanism stimulates compassion for humans generally, enhancing
international friendship and peaceful co-existence among humans. In this study, humanism is
the ideology underlying some viewpoints supporting homosexuality in the Nigerian context.
The researcher also subsumes the ideologies of egalitarianism, equality and equity under
humanism. The views reflecting these ideologies include: ‘nobody should suffer
discrimination based on identity’, ‘the passage of the anti-gay bill is hypocritical and unjust’
and ‘anti-gay law is against the fundamental human rights of homosexuals’. These views are
opposed to the views of moralists, defenders of opposite-sex marriage and pro-majority rule.
In this study therefore, defenders of human dignity are tagged moral humanists, while
opposers of anti-gay marriage bill and defenders of the fundamental human rights of

homosexuals are tagged legal moralists.
4.3.3.3 Moral humanists’ view/Egalitarianism

The first category of social actors in this section is “defenders of human dignity”, who seeany
form of discrimination as unjust and immoral.Moral humanists have argued against
discrimination on moral grounds. The underlying ideology of this view is egalitarianism,
which holds that there should be equal opportunity for everyone in a society. Equality here
does not mean a situation, whereby there would be a redistribution of wealth, but rather
entails legal and political equality. It is believed that members of a country should have equal

rights and opportunities which cannot be restricted by any form of identity. Therefore,
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homosexuals are humans and should have equal rights as heterosexuals.Lexical items

showing inequality and equality terms are used to foreground this view.
4.3.3.3.1 Equality terms expressing moral humanists’ view

Lexical items relating to equality and inequality are used to foreground the moral humanists’
view as seen below:
Excerpt 35

The new world has no place for homophobia and

homophobic bullying. Nigerian Tribune, July 12, 2015.

Excerpt 36
I believe in equality... The Punch, January 16, 2014.

Considering the excerpts above, discrimination against homosexuals is called “homophobia
and homophobic bullying’. Writers, who are of this point of view, believe that everybody
should be treated equally in a democratic society. In excerpt 36, the overt mention of the

lexical item ‘equality’ can be noticed.
4.3.4 Legal perspectives on homosexuality

Arguments on homosexuality in Nigeria have also been based on legal grounds. The two
contending forces here are the opposers of the anti-gay bill, who are equally the upholders of
human rights (Legal humanists), and the defenders of the bill, who are also pro-majority rule.
While Legal humanists have said the passage of the anti-gay law is unconstitutional and
unjust, Pro-majority rule individuals have said it reflects the wish of the majority, therefore,
constitutional. Points of view hinged on legal reasonsas well as the lexical choices

foregrounding them are shown below:
4.3.4.1 Legal humanists’ views/Humanism

Legal humanists in this study are opposers of the anti-gay marriage bill on legal grounds and
the defenders of the fundamental human rights of homosexuals. The opposers of the anti-gay
bill have argued that it is hypocritical and unjust, while the defenders of the fundamental
human rights of homosexuals have said the bill contravenes the rights of homosexuals in
Nigeria. The legal humanists mainly include gay rights activists, international bodies and
homosexuals. Each of the views under this category is considered in turns, in relation to the

lexical items foregrounding them.
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4.3.4.1.1 Anti-gay law as unjust and hypocritical/Equity

The opposers of the anti gay bill, who are mainly gay rights activists and international bodies,
have seen the passage of the bill by President Jonathan as hypocritical. The principle
underlying this view is equity, which means fairness and impartiality. These opposers of the
anti-gay bill believe that the bill was passed not because of the value for morality but to gain
political offices and support. This view is further enhanced by emphasising the constant
neglect of other vices such as corruption by the government. This group of people is of the
opinion that the government should have focused on other pressing issues in Nigeria than the
issue of homosexuality and same-sex marriage that do not affect anybody. Different
evaluative adjectives and collocations have been used to emphasise this viewpoint.

4.34.1.1.1 Evaluative adjectives expressing this view

The opposers of the anti-gay bill have deployed negative evaluative adjectives in the
description of the law. Such negative evaluative adjectives found in the corpus include:
‘Unjust’, “unconstitutional’, ‘strange’, ‘obnoxious’, ‘repressive’, ‘ambiguous’, ‘un-African’,
among others.The excerpts below reveal the use of these lexical items in foregrounding this
point of view:

Excerpt 36
The law is also unconstitutional, ambiguous, and a
strange priority in a country with so many real problems.
Above all else, however, it is unjust.Vanguard, February
19, 2014.

Excerpt 37
This is an unjust law. It should be repealed.Vanguard,
February 19, 2014.

Excerpt 38
Finally, at whatever personal risk under this obnoxious
law, [ reiterate my unflinching support for sexual
minorities in Nigeria —lesbians, gays, bisexuals and
transgenders...I believe in equality... ThePunch, January
16, 2014.

Excerpt 39
The Nigerian President and legislators have ignored the
critical aspect of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, and passed into law a legislation that is
unjust.Vanguard, January 18, 2014.

Excerpt 40
For him, repealing the repressive laws in this country will
go a long way. Vanguard, June 29, 2013.

Considering the examples above, it is discovered that the opposers of the anti-gay law have

labelled it as unjust, obnoxious, strange priority, among others. These evaluative adjectives
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have been used to resist the law. This form of representation and choices of words foreground
the negative attitude of the opposers of the anti-gay bill towards the law. The constant
repetition of the lexical item ‘unjust’ can also be noticed in the excerpts. Repetitions are not
ordinary; they are particularly used to draw the attention of readers to specific meanings and
ideas in discourses. Therefore, in the discourses under study, it is common to see the
repetition of this lexical item especially in the writings of gay rights activists, homosexuals

and international bodies.
4.3.4.1.1.2 Labelling expressing this view

Opposers of the anti-gay bill have also labelled the Nigerian government negatively in order
to express the view that the law is hypocritical. In the example below, the government is
labelled ‘a busy body’ because of its opposition to homosexuality and same-sex marriage. A
busy body in the Nigerian context is someone who pokes noses into affairs that do not
concern him/her. The passage of the anti-gay marriage bill is therefore considered as an act of
meddling.
Excerpt 41

“The government is a busy body in this instance; after

all, they left more important issuesworthy of legislation

like violence against women legislation and other

critical matters affecting Nigeria. Rather, they are poke-

nosing in people’s private matters. Vanguard, June 29,

2013
Considering the excerpt above, the issue of homosexuality is considered not to be of

importance to the government. Therefore, the passing into law of the anti-gay bill is
considered irrelevant. The writer feels there are more pressing matters that should be of
concern to the government than homosexuality. ‘busy body’ has a negative connotation in the
Nigerian context and its usage in this context is value-laden. The Nigerian government is
portrayed negatively because of its intrusion to an issue considered private. At another

instance the senate is labelled “species who spend their precious time on irrelevant issues”
4.3.4.1.2 Anti-gay law against the fundamental human rights of homosexuals/ Equality

Another point of view which is closely related to the previous one is that anti-gay law
contradicts the fundamental human rights of homosexuals. The group of people with this
view isthe defenders of the fundamental human rights of homosexuals, also classified as
Legal humanists in this study. This viewpoint is hinged on the principle of equality. Equality

is the equivalent deferenceand concern to all members of a society, their differences
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notwithstanding. Inessence, equality is the affirmation of self and the recognition of the
differences in others, without suppression of differences in a democratic society.According to
Sastry (2011), all members of a society are brought under one category, such that the same
principles or law apply to all without distinction. Supporters of homosexuals and defenders of
human rights have asked for the equal treatment of homosexuals and heterosexuals in the
Nigerian society. They have criticised the discrimination against homosexuals and the
passage of the anti-gay marriage bill. Rights-related terms and the derogatory labelling of the

anti-gay law have been used to emphasise this view.
4.3.4.1.2.1 Reiteration of rights-related words

There is the repetition of rights-relatedlexical items foregrounding the notion that anti-gay
law is against the fundamental human rights of homosexuals in the discourses. Such lexical
items include‘equality’, ‘discrimination’, among others.Examples of this viewpoint and the

lexical items showing them are represented in the excerpts below:

Excerpt 42
So, any government that would not allow me to exercise my
fundamental rights is not a responsible government.” Vanguard,
June 29, 2013.

Excerpt 43

“I believe the entire law on same sex violates the rights of the

individual to decide freely on his or her private life, and also the

right to make a choice about one’s life .... Vanguard, June 29,

2013.
The defender of human rights in excerpt 42 is a homosexual, who believes that the passage of
the anti-gay marriage bill contravenes the fundamental human rights of homosexuals. There
is a reiteration of the term ‘rights’ or ‘fundamental human rights’ in excerpts 42 and 43.

Other examples are by gay rights activists, who have used various synonymous lexical items

to emphasise this notion.
4.3.4.1.2.2 Labels expressing inequality

Defenders of the rights of homosexuals have also labelled the anti-gay law negatively, in
order to express their view. In the examples below, the anti-gay law is considered a form of
‘violence’, ‘stigma’ ‘backward stance’ and ‘un-African’.

Excerpt 44

They (the government) have just legalised violence,
stigma and discrimination. Vanguard, January 18, 2014.
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Excerpt 45

After all, where do homosexuals come from, if not from

heterosexual parents? Persecuting them will only make

that backward stance even more barbaric. Vanguard,

January 29, 2014.
Excerpt 46

If anything, it is the passage of the law itself that is

‘unafrican.’ It goes against the values of tolerance and

‘live and let live’ that are part of many African cultures.

Vanguard, February 19, 2014
The anti-gay law has been labelled as ‘against the values of tolerance and live and let live’, a
‘backward stance’, ‘violence, stigma and discrimination’. The writer of excerpt 46
specifically says that it is the passage of homosexuality that is un-African; contrary to the
usual stereotype that homosexuality is un-African. For the writer, Africans are
accommodating, therefore sees no reason why homosexuality and homosexuals cannot be

allowed.

4.3.4.2 Pro-majority rule’s view/ Majority rule

Pro-majority rule individuals believe that in a democratic society, the decision of the majority
should take precedence over the opinion of the minority. In this study, the view holds that
anti-gay bill is in line with the people’s preference. This opinion has been used to justify
the passage anti-gay law in Nigeria, as it is in line with the desire of the majority under the
ideological principle that ‘the majority carries the vote’. Collocations have particularly

emphasised this view.
4.3.4.2.1 Collocates expressing pro-majority rule’s view

The pro- majority rule individuals have used different phrasal choicesand collocations to

foreground this viewpoint. A glimpse on the excerpts below reveals this.

Excerpt 47
Our culture supports sexual purity and natural means of
conception. If you carry out a plebiscite today, you will
see that majorityof Nigerians are very happy with the
law. Vanguard, January 17, 2014.

Excerpt 48

Nigerians in their numbers have continued to applaud
the signing into Law of the anti-gay bill by the president
who defied pressure from the Western powers to act
decisively. TheSun, February 3, 2014.
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Excerpt 49

“More than 90 percent of Nigerians are opposed to

same sex marriage. So, the law is in line with our cultural

and religious beliefs as a people. Vanguard, January 13,

2014.
In the excerpts above, collocates showing that majority of Nigerians have positive attitudes
towards the passage of the anti-gay bill can be observed. ‘majority of Nigerians’ collocates
with ‘very happy’ in excerpt 47, ‘Nigerians in their numbers’ collocates with ‘applaud the
signing into law of the anti-gay bill’ in excerpt 48, and in excerpt 49, ‘more than 90 percent of
Nigerians’ collocates with ‘opposed to same sex marriage’. These collocates are used by pro
majority rule to show the fairness in the passage of the anti-gay bill. The phrases ‘majority of

Nigerians’, ‘Nigerians in their numbers’, among others connote the notion that majority of

Nigerians are in support of the anti-gay bill and therefore acceptable and fair.
4.3.5 Health perspective on homosexuality

Arguments have also been raised against homosexuality on health grounds by health
protectors, who are mainly health practitioners and government officials. However, it is
discovered that there is no counter argument supporting homosexuality under this POV. Gay

rights activists have not argued on the negative health implications of homosexuality.
4.3.5.1 Health protectors’ view/Social health

Health protectors are people, who canvass for individual and societal health. In this group are
medical practitioners, the media, government officials and heterosexual individuals. Their
point of view holds that apart from the general notions that homosexuality is a sin against God
and morally wrong, it also has negative health implications. The view states that
Homosexuality is a social threat and homosexuals are sick.Diseases-related terms and

sickness metaphors are deployed by the heath protectors to foreground their views.
4.3.5.1.1 Diseases-related terms expressing health protectors’ view

Health protectors have frequently pointed out the negative health implications of
homosexuality, using different diseases-related terms, such as AIDS, Hepatitis, among other
sexually transmitted diseases. The view is that homosexuals are usually victims of HIV,
STDs, depression, etc. Apart from the negative health implication of homosexuality on
homosexuals, they are also considered as a threat to the economic well being of the society.

They are seen to be affecting the general health of people and the society at large. People who
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are not in support of homosexuality often describe the phenomenon as dangerous. They
attribute sicknessesto it, drawing attention to the threat homosexuals or the practice of

homosexuality poses to the society. Examples are seen in the excerpts below:

Excerpt 50
Experts say assuming that homosexual behaviour harms
no one is untrue as the lifestyle of homosexuality is highly
promiscuous and brimming with disease. Vanguard,
January 20, 2014.

Excerpt 51
However, among men who have sex with men (MSM),
there are higher rates of HIV and other sexually
transmitted diseases (STDs), tobacco and drug use, and
depression compared to other men. Vanguard, January
20,2014

Excerpt 52
Homosexual acts are detrimentalto the health of the
polity, the economy, the social fabric and the emotional
and psychological well-being of our children.7hePunch,
January 29, 2014.

In the above excerpts, homosexuality is associated with diseases, such as HIV and other

sexually transmitted diseases and addiction. In excerpt 52, homosexuality is considered
detrimental to the health of the society at large and to the psychological well being of

children. Homosexuality is often identified as the primary source of AIDS.

4.3.5.1.2 Sickness metaphors expressing health protectors’ view

Also, in representing homosexuality as a social threat, different metaphors are used by health

protectors. Examples are found below:

Excerpt 53
Jonathan and the National Assembly stood their ground
against the malady and ensured that the Bill was passed
and signed into law. Nigerian Tribune, July 25, 2015.
Excerpt 54

Homosexualism is a virus that degrades the family and its
values, corrupts human cohabitation and offends God. It
eventually leads to social decline. Vanguard, July 30, 2013
In the excerpts above, homosexuality is regarded as the malady and a virus that has the

capacity to corrupt, offend and lead to social decline. A malady is a problem or an ill, while a
virus is an incurable disease or illness. Comparing homosexuality with these metaphors is a

way of making the phenomenon a problem.
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4.4 Other important lexical strategies in the discourses of homosexuality

Different lexical strategies have been used in the discourses of homosexuality in the selected
Nigerian newspapers in relation to the two main dichotomies: positive views and negative
views. The positive views support the practice of homosexuality, while the negative views
debunk the morality of homosexuality. However, some of the other important lexical
strategies used by members of these groups includechoice of nominal expressions and lexical
reiteration. These strategies have been used by writers to perform specific functions and they

are found important to this study. Each of these strategies is considered below.

4.4.1 Choice of nominal expressions

Attitudes towards someone or a group are often constructed and manifested in the names that
describe them. Expressions that are used to name people, places, policies, things, ideas,
events, qualities, and actions can be considered to be ideological. They are powerful elements
and often raise problematic issues about who is being represented and how he or she is being
represented. The choice of nominal expressions can indicate a writer or speakers’ attitude or
opinion about an individual or an issue of discourse. In the discourses of homosexuality in the
Nigerian context, social actors often use different lexical labels to ideologically construct

homosexuals and homosexuality, either positively or negatively.

4.4.1.1 Nominal expressions representing homosexuality/homosexuals by supporters
Different nominal expressions are used by homosexuals and their supporters to replace
homosexuality and homosexuals either positively or to elicit sympathy from readers for the
group. In the example below, homosexuality is positively portrayed as a business. A glimpse
on the excerpt below shows this.
Excerpt 55

I regret becoming a homosexual. I found myself in a precarious

situation because my colleagues might kill me if I dared to

leave the business. TheSun, January 26, 2014.
Though the writer of the above excerpt regrets being a homosexual, s/he still politely refers

to the act as a business. Homosexuality is often referred to as a business by homosexuals. A
business is an activity of buying, selling or supplying goods or services for money making or
profit. It can be seen as a form of work or livelihood. Homosexuality in Nigeria is seen as a
work, a form of business that could yield profit for homosexuals. The nominal term

‘business’ covers the illegality of homosexuality in the Nigerian context. This lexical item is
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used by homosexuals in a bid to portray homosexuality positively to the public, as what

readily comes to mind when one hears the term ‘business’ is an opportunity to earn ideally.

Another nominal term often used by homosexuals is ‘Gay’, in a bid to represent themselves
in a positive light. An example is shown below:
Excerpt 56

The hostility in Nigeria against gay people has reached epic

proportions. Vanguard, January 18, 2014.
The term ‘gay’ is also often used to replace ‘homosexual’ by homosexuals and their

supporters. Gay also means to be happy and full of fun. Homosexuals predominantly use the
term “gay” as a way of detaching themselves from labels that represent them as abnormal or
sick. This is because some of them consider the term “homosexual” insulting and abusive,
therefore, they do not approve of its use. The term “gay” on the other hand, isconsidered to be
less laden with negative implications when compared with the term “homosexual”.In this
context, the word 'gay' represents a positive and proud sense of identity for homosexuals.
“Straight” is equally used todescribe heterosexuals, as a corresponding term to “gay”.
However, the use of ‘gay’ as a replacement for ‘homosexual’ could be said to portray it in a

positive light.

Other important nominal items used to replace homosexuals especially by gay right activists
and homosexuals themselves include: ‘beautiful people’, the misunderstood, the outliers, the
discriminated, the vulnerable, etc. The ‘beautiful people’ is used to show that homosexuals
are good people, who have the quality of being pleasing to the senses and to the mind. This
usage however portrays homosexuality/homosexuals positively. The use of the other lexical
items such as ‘the vulnerable’, ‘the outliers’, ‘the misunderstood’, among others, is to elicit
sympathy from the readers to the plight of homosexuals. They are considered weak and

helpless. An example is shown below:

Excerpt 57

Nigeria like many African nations, has many issues and the

oppression of LGBT-citizens is largely unwelcomed by an

already marginalised group. Vanguard, January 18, 2014.
Marginalisation is a social problem, which involves the pushing of a particular group or

groups of people to the periphery of the society by not allowing their voices to be heard nor
seen. Marginalised groups are often relegated to the background or made to feel they are less
important than others. The impact of marginalisation includes anger, anxiety, sadness,

frustration, confusion among other negative psychological effects. However, when
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homosexuals represent themselves with the nominal phrase ‘an already marginalised group’,
it is to make the readers empathize with them. Another example closely related to the
previous shows the use of the synonym ‘berated’.

Excerpt 58

This once berated grouphave gainedPowerful
supportersNigerian Tribune, July 12, 2015.
In the excerpt above, homosexuals are called ‘once berated group’ because they were often

subjected to rebuke by the society. However, for the writer of the excerpt, the situation is
changing, as some nations have legalised the practice of homosexuality. The use of the
emphasised phrase is to show that homosexuals are a vulnerable group, eliciting some form of

compassion from the readers.

4.4.1.2 Nominal expressions representing homosexuality/homosexuals negatively

In the discourses of homosexuality examined in this study, certain nominal expressions have
been chosen by opposers of homosexuality to represent the phenomenon and its practitioners
in a negative light. In the Nigerian context, it is common to see homosexuality being replaced
with ‘sodomy’, ‘men who sleep with men’, ‘queer’, among other lexical items. These
nominal choices have negative connotations as they represent homosexuals and
homosexuality as contrary to the sexual norms in Nigeria. A glimpse on the excerpts below

reveals this.

Excerpt 59
President Muhammadu Buhari has told Barrack Obama-led
United States of America that he will not sanction gay marriage
in Nigeria, stating that ‘sodomy is against the law of the country
and abhorrent to our culture’. Vanguard, July 22, 2015

Excerpt 60
She [Grace Wende] said the organisation otherwise known as
Men Sleeping with Men, MSM, has a large membership of
male students from higher institutions in the state.Vanguard,
March 16, 2013.

Excerpt 61
The U.S. Court ruling now tells us that America is full of
psychopaths! Queer fellows with deviant behaviour. Nigerian
Tribune, July 25, 2015.

As expressed earlier, ideology is often reflected in how language is used to represent

individuals, groups, identities and relations, either negatively or positively. As observed in
the discourses of homosexuality, heterosexuals replace the lexical items ‘homosexuals’ and
‘homosexuality’ with labels with negative connotations. Example can be seen in the excerpts

above. They include ‘sodomy’, ‘men sleeping with men’, ‘queer with deviant behaviour’,
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among others. ‘Sodomy’ is derogatorily used to refer to homosexuality by individuals who
believe it is a sin, especially the sin that caused the destruction of two cities in the religious
books — Sodom and Gomorrah. Also, in the 16th century, the signifier ‘queer’ used to stand
for something strange, odd, peculiar and eccentric etc. Gradually, the sense of the term
‘queer’ shifted and in 19" century it stood for ‘transgression’ and more recently by the end of
the 19th century the word is taken as a derogatory term for a male homosexual (Cheng, 2014:

155).
4.4.2 Lexical reiteration

Lexical reiteration means the repetition of certain words in a text. These repetitions draw
attention to the particular words being repeated, which is a strategy employed by the writer to
pass certain meaning or information. Therefore, there is need to examine these lexical words.
Frequency pattern helps in the discovery of what is important and what is not important in
texts as well as the understanding of speakers’ and writers’ intentions. For instance, the
avoidance of some grammatical structures by a writer could be a pointer to the writer’s fears.
On the other hand, the grammatical structures a writer prefers to use are indicators of what
s’he is apprehensive about or interested in. From the positive point of view, lexical items such
as equality, rights, freedom, hate, love, discrimination, etc, are repeated frequently. The
repetition of these lexical items is to emphasise particular opinions in favour of
homosexuality and homosexuals. From the negative perspective, on the other hand, there is a
significant repetition of lexical items such as no, culture, religion, the bible, morality, sin,
God, etc.

Table 4.3 Lexical reiterations in the discourses

Supporters of homosexuality Opposers of homosexuality
Lexical items Frequency of Lexical items Frequency of
occurrences occurrences

Freedom 25 Bible 58
Discrimination 32 Immoral 12
Hate 8 Illegal 29
Love 4 Sin 21
Rights 48 Culture 11
Unjust 26 No 16
Equality 32 Indecent act 36

Crime 47
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The table above presents the frequency of occurrence of lexical items believed to be
important to both sides. These lexical choices have been made to foreground the individual

views for and against the practice of homosexuality. Examples are found below:

Excerpt 62
“Our stand was and is ‘no to same sex union’ and ‘no to
spreading of the homosexual culture’...TheSun, September 30,
2015.

Excerpt 63
Wesayno to gay diplomats in Nigeria... Wesayno, and we
mean no! Vanguard, July 30, 2013.

Excerpt 64

A crime is a crime for a reason. A crime has victims. A crime
harms society. On what basis is homosexuality a crime? Adults
do no harm to society in how they love and whom they love.
This is a law that will not prevent crime, but will, instead, lead
to crimes of violence. Vanguard, February 19, 2014.

The examples above reveal how repetition is used as a strategy to emphasise writers’ views on
the practice of homosexuality. In the first two excerpts in this category, we see the repetition
of ‘no’ by the writers to show their objection to the practice of homosexuality. In the last
excerpt, the lexical item ‘crime’ is repeated six times in order to question the notion that
homosexuality is a crime. This sort of repetition could have been avoided, but it is a strategy

to achieve unity and emphasis.
4.5  Conclusion

This chapter has shown the prevalent points of view and ideologies of different classes of
social actorsin the discourses of homosexuality in the selected Nigerian newspapers as well as
the lexical items and devices used in foregrounding these views. The different classes of
social actors identified included, the Pro-culturalists, Anti-culturalists, Religious
fundamentalists, Secularists, Moralists, who are also defenders of opposite-sex marriage,
Humanists (defenders of human dignity, opposers of the anti-gay bill, defenders of human
rights), Pro-majority rule, and health protectors. These social actors have argued on
homosexuality from different perspectives — cultural, religious, moral, legal and medical,

pointing out their different views about the phenomenon.

The different ideologies in the discourses were also identified vis-a-vis the points of view and
explained. Pro-culturalists emphasised culturalism, while Anti-culturalists expressed cultural
dynamism. Religious fundamentalists accentuated religious fundamentalism, whileSecularist

upheld secularism. moralism and heterosexism were emphasised by Moralists, while
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humanism, bifurcating into egalitarianism, equity and equality, were expressed by both Moral

humanists and Legal humanists. Health protectors emphasised social health.

The analysis also showed the different lexical items and devices that have been deployed by
writers to foreground the identified viewpoints and ideologies. Synonymic nouns and
adjectives, and borrowed lexical items foregrounded the culturalists’ views; reiteration of holy
books-related words and negative evaluative adjectives, such as “unscriptural’ and “unbiblical’
emphasised Religious fundamentalists’ view; collocations and labelling of religious
fundamentalists and religious books derogatorily expressed Secularists’ view; metaphor,
negative evaluative adjectives, hyponymy, labelling and collocations foregrounded moralists’
views; moral humanists deployed equality terms, while legal humanists used evaluative
adjectives, labelling and rights-related words to express their views. Pro-majority rule
individuals primarily utilised collocations and health protectors deployed diseases-related
terms and sickness metaphors to emphasise their views.Therefore, it can be said that words
and phrases are not ordinary linguistic features, but essential ideological tools for domination

and resistance in the discourses of homosexuality.

The chapter has also considered other important lexical strategies used in representing
different social actors and attitudes, encoding ideological meanings. These strategies include:
the choice of nominal expressions and lexical reiterations. It was discovered that nominal
expressions were used by the two opposing sides (positive and negative) in the discourses.
Homosexuals and their supporters used nominal expressions to represent homosexuals and
homosexuality positively and to also elicit sympathy from readers. Non-supporters of
homosexuality, on the other hand, deployed nominal expressions to represent homosexuals
and homosexuality negatively. Lexical reiterations were also used by members of these
groups to emphasise their views. Therefore, it can be concluded that lexical items, phrases and
lexical devices, such as collocations, metaphors, hyponymy, synonymy and labelling are

linguistic tools used writers to ideological views on homosexuality.
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CHAPTER FIVE

TRANSITIVITY AND MODALITY IN THE REPRESENTATION OF POINTS OF
VIEW ON HOMOSEXUALITY

5.0 Introduction

In this chapter, attention is paid to a critical discourse analysis of transitivity and modality in
the representation of points of view in the discourses of homosexuality in the selected
Nigerian newspapers. The chapteraims at describingthe transitivity choices in the
representation of social actors and views, as well as the modality choices in the representation
of points of view on homosexuality in selected Nigerian newspapers. Transitivity analysis is
useful inthe understanding of speakers’ and writers’ use of language. It gives room for the
examination of sentence structuresin terms of the participants, the positions they occupy, the
processes they are involved in and the circumstances in which processes and participants are
involved. Transitivity analysis has helped researchers to