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Abstract 
Tahta untuk Rakyat ‘Throne for the People’, which is the principle that the 
highly respected Hamengkubuwono IX lived by as a democratic and 
nationalist King of Kesultanan Ngayogyakarta Hadiningrat, embodies the 
concept of the people, by the people, for the people. Under his rule, 
Kesultanan Ngayogyakarta Hadiningrat (Yogyakarta Sultanate in 
Indonesia) was committed to placing the people first. Nevertheless, the 
book Menanam adalah Melawan, or ‘Planting is Resisting’, challenges the 
very principle and questions the commitment of the present-day sultanate. 
The article explores the activist book, which contains the notes of an 
activist farmer who reflected on and wrote about his journeys and 
experiences as a farmer-turned-activist after the village where he farmed 
was claimed by the authorities, including the sultanate, and was planned 
to be made into a mining site. Fairclough’s sociocultural linguistics frames 
the analysis, and more specifically through Critical Discourse Analysis 
(CDA). The results indicate that at the micro level, Widodo’s writing uses 
emotive and technical language to construct a collective identity of 
marginalized farmers, opposing powerful entities like the sultanate and 
corporations. At the meso-level, the text challenges dominant power 
structures and neoliberal policies, advocating for social justice and a 
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responsive monarchy, while emphasizing the need for transparency and 
genuine community partnership. The article indicates that the concern 
about the marginalized should take into account non-mainstream texts 
such as those produced by the marginalized so that social injustice can be 
minimized. 
 
Keywords: Activist literature, Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), 
sociocultural linguistics, resistance. 
 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 
 The publication of Menanam adalah Melawan ‘Planting is Resisting’ by Widodo 
(2013) is a remarkable event in Indonesian literature and social commentary repertoire. 
In a country where the voices of rural communities are often marginalized and 
underrepresented, a book authored by a farmer offers a unique opportunity to explore 
the perspectives and experiences of those who toil the land. As Gorlewski (2011) 
argued, writing serves as a critical tool for marginalized communities to express 
resistance, assert agency, and strive for social justice, which in this case refers to 
farmers. The lack of writing produced by Indonesian farmers underlines the 
significance of Widodo’s contribution, as it provides a rare glimpse into the world of 
those who are typically referred to the margins of public discourse. 
 Widodo’s choice of title, Menanam adalah Melawan or ‘Planting is Resisting’, 
is provocative and immediately captures attention. The juxtaposition of seemingly 
ordinary agricultural activity with the combative act of resistance is striking. As 
Anderson et al. (2022) implied, the typically peaceful, nurturing nature of farming is 
not commonly contrasted with the notion of active struggle or defiance. However, such 
a juxtaposition highlights the deeper, often hidden, power dynamics at play in rural 
and agrarian contexts. It suggests a deep-seated conflict between the rural populace 
and powerful forces seeking to exploit the land and its inhabitants. Menanam adalah 
Melawan as a title serves as a powerful invitation to explore the complex social and 
political issues embedded within the narrative, while at the same time highlighting the 
uniqueness of Widodo as a farmer activist. 
 The book, which falls into the category of activist literature (Erll, 2023), explores 
Widodo’s experience and observation of the sociocultural and political tensions that 
arise when the interests of local communities collide with those of powerful 
corporations and government entities. The author’s portrayal of the conflict between 
farmers and a mining company backed by high-level officials exposes the intricate web 
of power relations that often operate in the shadows (Heron & Kim, 2023). The implied 
involvement of the Kesultanan Ngayogyakarta Hadiningrat (Yogyakarta Sultanate in 
Indonesia) in this struggle adds another layer of complexity to the narrative, 
highlighting the delicate balance between tradition, authority, and the aspirations of 
ordinary citizens.  
 Research on farmer activism is abundant, but many of them fall into sociology 
studies such as studies on farmer resistance in conservation areas (Sardjo, et al., 2022), 
or identity issues among young farmers (Toumbourou et. al., 2023; Widiyanti et al., 
2020). However, research on farmers who express their resistance through writing is 
more difficult to come across, both in Indonesian and international contexts. In this 
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regard, Scott’s (1985) seminal work on farmer resistance still rings true. He discovered 
that marginalized communities resist oppression through subtle and often non-written 
means. Scott (1985) discusses how literacy contributes to the types of resistance that a 
community can do. It is no wonder then that Freire (2020) in his seminal work 
Pedagogy of the Oppressed argued that teaching literacy was about more than teaching 
the mechanics of reading and writing. It was about helping individuals understand the 
dynamics of power involved in their lives and using that understanding to resist 
oppression. This critical approach to literacy enabled the Brazilian farmers he worked 
with to see their struggles as part of a larger social issue inspiring them to use their 
literacy skills as a form of resistance. 
 Dubisar (2021) explores how women farmers use literacy practices to establish 
and maintain their legitimacy in a traditionally male-dominated field. She discusses 
how one farmer navigates gendered expectations by employing specific literacy 
strategies, such as crafting a professional image, engaging in intentional verbal 
communication, and taking on leadership roles within her community. Dubisar’s 
(2021) study, though, is concerned with various literacy practices, not focusing on 
writing. Among the very few studies on farmer resistance through writing, Mazak 
(2020), explores how Puerto Rican farmers navigate English literacy in ways that 
reflect both appropriation and resistance. He examines the complex relationship 
between language, power, and identity, revealing how these farmers engage with 
English literacy in a manner that serves their needs while simultaneously resisting its 
dominance. 
 Similarly, there have been few attempts at studying Widodo’s Menanam is 
Melawan (e.g., Mahadika, 2020; Suliadi, 2016; Yanuardy, 2012). These studies, 
though, did not focus on his writing but on the larger sociological perspective of the 
resistance. The present study, thus, would fill the gap in the studies on farmers’ writing 
as a form and means of resistance using a more linguistic approach as opposed to the 
commonly sociolinguistic approach applied by the previous researchers. The study 
would yield a deeper understanding of the multifaceted interactions at work in rural 
Indonesia through a close examination of Melawan adalah Menanam. By analysing 
the text through the lens of Fairclough’s three-dimensional framework (1989, 1992, 
1995, 2003), the complex connection between language, power, and social structures 
is explored in detail. This approach explores how Widodo’s narrative challenges 
dominant discourses, exposes social inequalities, and highlights marginalized 
communities’ experiences. The study addresses the following questions: 
1. What identity is constructed from the chosen structure of the text? 
2. What meaning can be construed from the analysis? 
 By answering the questions, the study is expected to raise awareness of the 
availability of counter texts produced by marginalized farmers in rural areas. It further 
contributes to the repertoire of marginalized and activist literature.  
 
 
2.  LITERATURE REVIEW 
 
2.1 Critical Discourse Analysis  
 
 Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is defined as an approach to studying 
language that examines how discourse, either spoken or written, shapes and is shaped 



R. Safrina, N. Novianti & L. M. Rahayu, Is the throne still for the people? A sociocultural 
linguistic analysis of Menanam adalah Melawan | 1875 

 
 

 

by social structures, power relations, and ideologies (Fairclough, 1995). Fairclough’s 
CDA focuses on uncovering the implicit power dynamics and ideologies embedded in 
texts, with a strong emphasis on how language contributes to the maintenance or 
change of social inequalities (Fairclough and Wodak, 1997). 
 Fairclough (1995) argues that discourse is not just a reflection of social reality 
but a form of social practice that both shapes and is shaped by society. It influences 
how people understand the world, their roles within it, and their relationships with 
others. Fairclough’s (1995) approach to CDA involves analysing discourse at three 
interconnected levels, which is termed the Three-Dimensional Model of CDA: 
1. Text (micro level): this dimension refers to the analysis of the linguistic features of 

the text itself, including vocabulary, grammar, sentence structure, metaphors, and 
rhetorical devices. The goal is to identify how language is used to convey certain 
meanings and establish authority or dominance. 

2. Discursive practice (meso level): this dimension focuses on the production, 
distribution, and consumption of the text. It involves analysing how texts are 
constructed, circulated, and interpreted within specific social contexts, and how 
these processes contribute to the perpetuation or contestation of power. 

3. Social practice (macro level): this dimension involves examining the broader social 
structures, institutions, and power relations that the discourse is embedded in. At 
this level, the aim is to explore how the discourse reflects or challenges societal 
norms, ideologies, and power dynamics.  

 
2.2 Activist Literature and Resistance 
 
 Activist literature refers to literary works that aim to inspire, reflect, or engage 
with social or political activism (Erll, 2023). It often addresses issues of injustice, 
inequality, and oppression, using narrative, poetry, or other forms of writing to 
mobilize readers toward change. This literature critiques dominant ideologies and 
power structures, making it closely tied to resistance and social transformation. 
 One of the prominent figures of activist literature, Thiong’o (1986), emphasizes 
that literature can serve as a powerful tool of resistance, especially in postcolonial 
contexts. He argues that language and storytelling are not neutral but political, often 
serving the interests of those in power. In the same vein, Erll (2023) highlights how 
literature can shape collective memory and challenge oppressive histories, contributing 
to broader activist movements.  
 Widodo’s (2013) Menanam adalah Melawan combines elements of storytelling 
with social and political commentary. This book originated from his diaries, later 
compiled into a book to inspire discussions on grassroots agrarian movements. It 
includes his reflections, interviews, solidarity letters, agricultural reports, and a theatre 
script, blending activism with literary expression (Afandi, 2022). While it is deeply 
rooted in activism and addresses important social and environmental issues, it also 
employs literary techniques to convey its messages. This blending of narrative and 
activism is common in literature that seeks to both inform and inspire readers. 
 
2.3 Widodo’s Work: Authorial Context 
 
 Trisno Widodo, the author of Menanam adalah Melawan, is synonymous with 
the struggles of agrarian communities in Indonesia especially in Yogyakarta. Widodo 
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was a farmer from the coastal village of Garongan in Kulon Progo, Yogyakarta. Born 
in 1978, his life journey was one of resilience and dedication to the land. After years 
of working various odd jobs away from his hometown, Widodo returned to Garongan 
in 1998, determined to make a living from the soil (Riyadi, 2022). This was triggered 
by the news he received that people in his village started to plant chilies and the results 
were good and promising. His return marked the beginning of his transformation from 
a labourer to a farmer passionate to advocate for farmers’ rights. 
 Widodo’s activism reached a new level with his involvement in the Paguyuban 
Petani Lahan Pantai Kulon Progo (PPKL-KP or Kulon Progo Coastline Farmers’ 
Association). As an active member, he tirelessly championed the rights of coastal 
farmers, fighting for their access to land, fair prices for their produce, and sustainable 
agricultural practices (Tim Kolaborasi Liputan Agraria, 2021). His dedication to the 
cause was unwavering, and he remained a vocal advocate for farmers until his passing 
in 2022. 
 In 2011, Widodo’s commitment to his community deepened as he established 
Forum Komunikasi Masyarakat Agraris (Communication Forum for the Agrarian 
Society). This platform served as a crucial space for farmers to share experiences, 
challenges, and aspirations (Riyadi, 2022). It was through this forum that Widodo’s 
leadership qualities began to shine, as he made his peers aware that it was necessary 
to collectively address the issues affecting their livelihoods (Afandi, 2022). 
 Widodo started writing around March 2010 to April 2013 between his work as a 
chili farmer and his activism against the sand mining plan along the coastline of Kulon 
Progo. At first, the writing was meant as Widodo’s personal way to express his 
thoughts and feelings (Widodo, 2013). Later, as his network widened with a lot of 
more frequent discussions and experience sharing among farmer activists, Widodo 
started thinking about publishing his writing. As written in the preface, for Widodo, 
the book:  
 

“dibuat atas sebuah kenyataan yang setiap hari dialami di setiap sudut 
masyarakat di kelas yang paling menjadi korban dan menjadi sebuah percobaan 
berbagai macam kepentingan, yang dilakukan oleh negara dan orang yang 
merasa besar di negeri ini”. (Widodo, 2013, p. vii) 
[… was based on reality experienced on a daily basis by the people who became 
victims, and experiments for various vested interests conducted by the state and 
people think they are important in this country.] 

 
 Widodo’s writing is a testament to the resilience and power of an ordinary person 
to fight for change. Therefore, framing the writing with Fairclough’s (1992, 1995) 
sociocultural linguistics, the power relations between the sovereign and its subjects 
were analysed and discussed to reveal the ways power is played to position from the 
perspective of the sovereign subject.   
 Focusing on the linguistic features which included vocabulary and grammar of 
Widodo’s writing. The analysis examines how texts are created and interpreted, 
considering the roles of the discourse participants, and explores the broader social and 
cultural structures that shape and are shaped by discourse. By linking the findings from 
the examinations and explorations, Fairclough’s (1995) sociocultural theory was 
implemented to provide a comprehensive framework for understanding the complex 
relationship between language, power, and society. 
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3.  METHOD 
 
3.1 Contextual Framework 
 
 This study employed Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) as the primary 
methodological framework to analyse Widodo’s Menanam adalah Melawan. The title 
of the book chosen reflects a specific context where agricultural practices are framed 
as forms of social or political resistance. According to Wodak and Meyer (2009), the 
sociocultural and historical context is crucial in CDA. This book reveals the broader 
social contexts in which farmers find themselves in opposition to larger forces, such 
as agribusiness or neoliberal economic policies. CDA could explore how the text 
articulates the relationship between farming, identity, and activism. 
 In addition, the metaphorical use of ‘planting as resisting’ introduces symbolic 
language that is rich for discourse analysis. Mullet (2018) discusses how metaphors 
and language choices reflect deeper ideological positions. By exploring the metaphors 
and language in the text, CDA could uncover how seemingly neutral activities like 
farming are re-signified as acts of resistance against exploitation. 
 
3.2 Data Analysis 
 
 To examine Widodo’s writing, this study utilized Fairclough’s three-
dimensional framework of CDA (Fairclough & Wodak, 1997; Fairclough, 2003). This 
framework provides a comprehensive approach to understanding how texts function 
within their social contexts and how they contribute to the construction, maintenance, 
or challenge of power relations. The analysis was done in the following order: textual 
analysis, analysis of the discursive practice, and analysis of the text as a social practice.  
 In textual analysis, the researchers focused on the use of particular linguistic 
features in the text that contributed to the construction of discourse, such as the use of 
metaphors, pronouns, and other linguistic features (Fairclough, 1995). By analysing 
these elements, the study uncovers how Widodo’s language choices contribute to the 
construction of meaning and the representation of social actors and events. In analysis 
of the discursive practice, the researchers examined the processes of how the Menanam 
adalah Melawan was produced, distributed, and consumed (Fairclough, 1992). For the 
study, the analysis focused on how Widodo’s writing is shaped by and shapes the 
discursive practices within his community and the broader society. This included 
analysing the intertextuality and interdiscursivity of the text, as well as how it engages 
with and responds to other discourses. Finally, in analysis of the text as a social 
practice, the researchers situated the text within its wider social and cultural context. 
The analysis focused on exploring how Widodo’s writing reflects, reinforces, or 
challenges existing social structures and power relations (Wodak & Meyer, 2009). 
This involves examining the ideological and hegemonic functions of the text and its 
potential impact on social change. 
 By applying this three-dimensional framework (Fairclough, 1992, 1995), the 
study aims to provide a deeper understanding of how Widodo’s Menanam adalah 
Melawan functions as activist literature. It seeks to reveal how the text constructs a 
joint identity for marginalized farmers, challenges dominant narratives, and inspires 
social change. Additionally, the analysis considers the implications of the concept of 
tahta untuk rakyat, in relation to the book, and its potential for transformative social 
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action. Tahta untuk rakyat or ‘throne for the people’, is the guiding principle of the 
esteemed Hamengkubuwono IX as a democratic and nationalist King of the 
Kesultanan Ngayogyakarta Hadiningrat, which reflects the idea of governance by the 
people and for the people (Roem et al., 1982). 
 The textual analysis was done manually by highlighting the linguistic features 
of the text. To maintain the trustworthiness and validity of this study on a farmer’s 
activist or resistance writing, triangulation was applied at the levels of data source and 
analysis (Muzari et al., 2022). In terms of data sources, the main source of farmer’s 
activist writing, Menanam adalah Melawan, was corroborated by historical documents 
and other relevant supporting documents. The analysis involved more than one 
researcher to allow for multiple perspectives and help ensure diverse interpretations of 
the text. 
 
 
4.  RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 
4.1 Widodo’s Identity Construction 
 
4.1.1 Identity construction at the micro level 
 
 To answer the first research question, an analysis at the micro level was 
conducted on Widodo’s work. Menanam adalah Melawan contains fifteen field notes, 
six appendices (two interviews, a collection of letters, a press release, a report, and a 
play), and twenty-one photographs. The first dimension which covers an analysis of 
the text or the micro level scrutinises the text’s syntax, metaphoric structure, and 
certain rhetorical devices found in the field notes. The scrutiny of these aspects of the 
text is to understand how language choices convey authority and influence. The 
analysis of language use indicates that from the beginning of the book, the text is built 
with an obvious personal stance. The texts are mostly recounts that employ a strong 
emotional tone with frequent use of exaggerated language and emotive vocabulary. 
The note Tentang Sebuah Perjalanan ‘About a Journey’ (Widodo, 2013, p. 6) which 
narrates Widodo’s experience in a neighbouring country contains frequent use of 
words like hinaan ‘insult’, bejat ‘depraved, amoral’, pembodohan ‘making someone 
stupid, misleading’, tipuan ‘deception’, eksploitasi ‘exploitation’, pemerasan 
‘extortion’ and korban ‘victim’ contribute to a sense of outrage and victimization.  
 The sense of being victimized escalates as the narration continues. Emotive 
vocabulary and exaggerated language are linked by the use of simple sentence 
structures and direct language. The combination makes the meaning relatively 
apparent and obvious so that it might be seen as a strategy to evoke strong emotional 
responses. Emotive language is indeed commonly used to evoke certain strong 
emotions in the reader or audience. Multiple studies (e.g., Absattar et al., 2022; 
Kareem, 2024; Jamil et al., 2024; Richard, 2024) have found the effectiveness of this 
strategy in evoking the emotions of target readers or audiences of various types of 
discourse, including speeches and news.  
 In addition, analyses at the micro level identified texts with descriptive language 
portraying traditional farming in a coastal community. The descriptions show a 
prevalent use of technical terms related to agriculture, suggesting a target audience 
with some knowledge of farming. 
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Excerpt 1: Di antaranya yaitu dengan adanya sistem tanam tumpang sari, yaitu di antara tanaman 
cabai ditanami sayuran lain yang tidak mengganggu tanaman pokok cabai. (Widodo, 2013, 
p. 32) 

 [One of them is through the intercropping system, where other vegetables that do not disturb 
the main chili plant are planted among the chili plants.] 

 
 This particular field note shows more technical descriptions indicating the 
knowledge and skill of the author and the people of his village. This is in addition to 
the characteristics constructed earlier which imply the foundation of a victimized and 
outraged collective. The technical aspects of the language gave shape to the foundation 
by describing the characteristics of the knowledge and skills the collective owned. The 
relationship between the use of technical language and the creation of a sense of 
collectivity has been confirmed by previous studies (e.g., Al-Zahra, S. A., & Al-
Ghezzey, K. H. A., 2022; Yang, 2023). Although these studies differ from the present 
one in terms of focus and topic, they all correspond to the function of technical 
language in building a sense of collective ownership and belonging.  
 The sense of collective identity and agency is also established in the text. The 
repetition of a strong assertive tone utilizing first personal plural pronouns are evident, 
for example, in the following note: 
 
Excerpt 2:  Biarpun kami selalu dikondisikan untuk ditipu, ditekan, ditakut-takutin, dan dibungkam 

oleh penguasa tapi kami tidak pernah berhenti. Kami ingin tunjukkan bahwa bertani 
adalah kehidupan yang menyenangkan.” (Widodo, 2013, p. 32)  
[Even though we are constantly conditioned to be deceived, oppressed, intimidated, and 
silenced by the authorities, we never stop. We want to show that farming is a joyful life.] 

 
 The repetitive use of kami is a means to establish the sense of collective identity 
which in turn lays the foundation for the oppositional stance with a ‘they’ entity. The 
last sentence even underlined this opposition by implying that there is a certain 
stereotype related to farming “We want to show that farming is a joyful life”.  
 The use of pronouns to establish a sense of collective identity has also been 
studied by other scholars. Ali Akbari Hamed & Behnam (2020), for example, explored 
how personal pronouns were used as linguistic devices to represent and negotiate 
identity in English political discourse. Specifically, they discussed the role of pronouns 
in establishing collective identity by examining how different pronouns—such as ‘we’, 
‘our’, and ‘us’—are employed to create a sense of unity and shared belonging among 
groups. Other similar studies include those by Wang (2021) who examined how 
personal pronouns, particularly ‘we’ and ‘they’, are used in President Xi Jinping’s 
diplomatic discourse to construct the concept of a “community with a shared future”. 
Her study found that the pronoun ‘we’ is used to create a sense of unity and shared 
purpose among China and its diplomatic partner, helping present China as part of a 
global community that is working together towards common goals. 
 At the micro level, the text serves as a platform for the articulation of rural 
grievances and aspirations. The text’s linguistic features imply how the author 
constructs a narrative of victimization while simultaneously asserting the agency and 
resilience of the farming community. The use of language, marked by emotional 
intensity, direct address, and technical expertise, contributes to the creation of a 
collective identity that is both vulnerable and defiant. The language used implies the 
hidden power and amplifies voices that are often silenced. 
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 The narrative of victimization is also presented in the note Penyekapan 
‘Imprisoned’. Starting with a personal and emotional inclination: 
 
Excerpt 3: Perjalanan singkat ini mengguratkan sebuah cerita yang belum pernah aku 

alami. (Widodo, 2013, p. 65) 
 [This brief trip carved one piece of the story I’ve never experienced] 
 
 Notice the use of the word mengguratkan ‘to carve’ instead of the more common 
menceritakan ‘to tell’ or menuliskan ‘to write’. To choose a word with more possibility 
to create a mental picture of mengguratkan implying a carving-like movement, leaving 
a sharp deep mark on the surface where the writing occurs. Although it is a verb, 
mengguratkan provides a vivid imagery of a deep painful experience, which sets the 
tone of another personal narrative with an emotional weight. Below is what follows: 
 
Excerpt 4:  Rasa kantukku masih menggelayut di emosi jiwa, tapi dengan segenap hati kupaksakan 

berangkat menuju bandara Diosdado, Macapagal International Airport, yang terdapat di 
kota Clark, salah satu kota di Filipina. (Widodo, 2013, p. 65) 
[Sleepiness still clung to my soul, but with all my heart, I forced myself to go to Diosdado 
Macapagal International Airport, located in Clark, one of the cities in the Philippines] 

 
 The personal, quite poetic beginning Rasa kantukku masih menggelayut di emosi 
jiwa ‘Sleepiness still clung to my soul’ is paired with details of a specific place 
overseas which indicates a marked departure from the personal to a more impersonal 
descriptive explanation of a city. The personal turns into a descriptive narration of the 
author’s experience of being detained at the Indonesian customs.  
 
Excerpt 5: Dari sekian deret pertanyaan yang dilontarkan kepadaku, ada sebuah pertanyaan dari 

mereka yang sangat konyol misalnya, “Kenapa tidak turun di bandara Jogya? Apakah di 
sana tidak ada bandara?” Bagiku itu pertanyaan yang tidak penting untuk dilontarkan. 
Lalu aku menjawab, “Ya, biarin aja, pak. Aku turun di mana saja karena itu hak saya dan 
tiket itu aku beli dengan uangku, bukan uang ɓapak!!” (Widodo, 2013, p. 67) 
[Among the many questions they threw at me, there was one particularly silly one. They 
asked, “Why don’t you get off at the Yogyakarta airport? Isn’t there an airport there?” To 
me, that was a pointless question to ask. So, I replied, “Yes, whatever, sir. I can get off 
wherever I want because it’s my right and I bought this ticket with my own money, not 
yours!”] 

 
 Whereas the tone is more impersonal with the direct questions, the assessment 
of the value of the questions as konyol ‘silly’ implies a judgmental but powerful stance 
of the author. The Indonesian version also identifies the switch of different first 
personal pronouns, saya and aku, both meaning ‘I’, which implies a sense of formality 
when saya is used, and an emphasized agency in the use of aku. These repeated choices 
of words which incline towards an emphasis on the personal aspects of the text have 
contributed to the construction of an identity.  
 The analyses on small-scale interactions, or the micro level, indicate the 
dynamics of the discourse where the author established the foundation of identity 
construction based on a personal stance presented in different types of texts like 
narratives and descriptives. The oppositionality of aku/saya ‘I’ to mereka ‘they’ are 
evident from the direct questions in the text as well as the assessment made about the 
questions. The oppositionality widened as later aku/saya found people who 
empathized with the aku/saya identity by declaring their solidarity. Empathy and 
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solidarity bound the author and his community to a bigger collective identity. It is now 
opposing ‘us’ and ‘them’. As shown in the following excerpt: 
 
Excerpt 6: Salah satu kegiatan mereka yaitu menerbitkan majalah kampus bernama Natas. Yang 

kupahami sangat jelas keberpihakannya, “Sesaji Raja untuk Dewa Kapitalis” Itu judul 
yang sangat nyentil sekali. Dan itu sangat pas sekali dengan apa yang sedang terjadi dan 
kami alami di kehidupan kami. Majalah ini terbit karena memang ada sebuah kepedulian 
tersendiri terhadap kami. (Widodo, 2013, p. 46) 
[One of their activities was publishing a campus magazine called Natas. Their stance is 
very clear, as shown in the title, “The King’s Offering to the Capitalist God”. It’s a sarcastic 
title. And it’s very fitting for what’s happening and what we’re experiencing in our lives. 
This magazine was published because they have a special concern for us.] 

 
 The sense of collectivity is gained through the introduction and description of 
those who empathized and showed solidarity, especially through real actions. Their 
empathy and solidarity strengthened the opposition with ‘them’ which was explicitly 
said as the King. Here the students, who published the campus magazine Natas, wrote 
a sarcastic essay linking the King with the force of capitalism. The following excerpts 
show a stronger emotional personal in favor of what is written in the essay:  
 
Excerpt 7 : Majalah tersebut mengupas habis tentang kehidupan kami para petani. Serta mengupas 

habis bagaimana peran Raja Raja Keraton Yogyakarta dalam mengambil posisinya 
menindas rakyatnya. Bagaimana mereka, ‘para Raja’, berkolaborasi dengan pemilik 
modal untuk mengeruk kekayaan bumi kami. (Widodo, 2013, p. 46) 
[The magazine thoroughly discusses our lives, as farmers. It also thoroughly exposes how 
the Kings of the Yogyakarta Palace have used their positions to oppress their people. It 
details how they, the ‘Kings’, have collaborated with capitalists to exploit our land’s 
resources.] 

 
 The students’ advocacy is explicitly described by favourable words such as 
keberpihakannya ‘his/her/its allegiance’ which is emphasized with a personal and 
emotional sangat jelas ‘very obvious’, and nyentil sekali ‘very cheeky’ which indicates 
the intention to punish implied in the word nyentil or ‘to flick’. The word is also used 
to imply sarcastic intention.  
 Based on Fairclough’s (1992, 1995) sociocultural linguistic framework, the 
micro-level analysis reveals Widodo’s writing to contain elements of an emotional 
personal stance of an experience which seems to require the kind of writing that is also 
impersonal and descriptive. The relations established from the ways he writes 
construct a developing oppositionality between ‘I/me’ and ‘them’, which widened into 
‘us’ and ‘them’. The identity evolved from a singular identity to a collective identity 
consisting of the author, fellow farmers, fellow activists, and sympathizers whereas 
the adversarial identity constituted, from the beginning, the people in power, including 
government officials, corporations, and the Sultanate.  
 
4.1.2 Identity construction at the meso-level 
 
 At the meso-level, first of all, the text’s collective construction of the identity 
becomes a counter-discourse to dominant representations of rural people as backward 
and uneducated. The dominant discourse about farmers is countered by the assertions 
of the farmers’ skills, knowledge, and agency through the author’s voice. Here, the 
text challenges the urban-centric worldview that is prevalent in the public discourse 
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about farmers. The oppositional stance adopted is further amplified by editorial 
choices to edit or not edit the text. The editor’s decision to not edit is to leave the 
authenticity of the text, so it carries more power to the author’s perspective. 
 
Excerpt 8: “Isi dari setiap tulisan murni adalah gagasan penulis sendiri. Termasuk cara-cara 

bagaimana gagasan itu disusun menjadi kalimat, yang kadang kala bercampur baur antara 
gaya tulisan dan lisan.”  (Widodo, 2013, p. vi) 
[The content of each writing is purely the author’s own idea. This includes how the idea is 
put into sentences, which sometimes mixes written and spoken styles.] 

 
 The editor’s statement above has added to a more powerful message from the 
marginalised collective identity. Therefore, the editor’s role in shaping this identity 
cannot be overlooked. The crucial role of editors in shaping how discourse is produced, 
interpreted, and disseminated has also been highlighted by other researchers using 
CDA as a tool for analysis (e.g., Bouvier & Machin, 2020; Shepherd, 2024; Zulfikar 
et al., 2022). Although these studies are focused on the role of editors in editorials, 
they confirmed this important role of editors. Truong’s study (2023), for example, 
implicitly addresses the role of editors by examining how their decisions influence 
power relations and ideological representation in editorials and other news media. The 
study shows that editors shape discourse through their choices about which topics to 
cover, how to frame them, and which viewpoints to emphasize or exclude. This 
editorial control impacts how power is represented and ideologies are expressed, 
reflecting the editors’ gatekeeping function and their influence on public perception.  
 In the case of Widodo’s writing, by carefully curating the content, including the 
decision to omit dates and select specific photographs, the editor has actually interfered 
with the meaning-making process because the decision then contributes to the 
particular constructions of meaning and image of the rural community, potentially 
influencing how readers perceive and respond to the text. Foremost, perceiving the 
author, the farmer community, and the supporters or sympathizers as a collective 
identity can be seen as a strategic move to incite sympathy or create relatability for the 
implied readers. 
 The opposition to the collective identity is consequently constructed in the 
existing discourse which reflects power imbalance because the opposition includes the 
established social hierarchy such as the sultanate, bureaucracy, corporates, NGO-s 
which were named by the author Bendoro Funding or funded by the Bendoro/King. It 
is necessary that the established be grouped into one single entity which is then 
opposed to the marginal collective identity.  
 The text goes beyond a simple portrayal of rural communities and their 
adversaries. It acknowledges the strategic construction of a collective identity to 
counter the opposition formed by the established groups. This aligns with the situation 
in Kulon Progo (Heron & Kim, 2023), where the farmers need to unite against 
powerful entities that have assumed ownership of their land armed with assumed 
binding laws from the government and the Sultanate. Kulon Progo is a district in 
Yogyakarta, Indonesia, where local farmers have resisted sand iron mining projects. 
The mining threatens to displace agricultural communities and damage the 
environment. Organized under Paguyuban Petani Lahan Pantai (PPLP or Coastal 
Land Farmers’ Association), farmers oppose the venture to protect their land and 
livelihoods, viewing the project as a direct threat to their way of life and food 
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sovereignty (Environmental Justice Atlas, 2022). This resistance exemplifies the 
broader struggle of rural communities against industrial exploitation.  
 
4.2  Construed Meaning: Widodo’s Writing as Counter Narrative  
 
 The meso-level analysis has demonstrated how the text positions itself within a 
specific socio-political context and employs linguistic strategies to challenge dominant 
power structures. As field notes written by an activist farmer, the text is made to voice 
the powerlessness of farmers in the face of the power granted to the upper social class 
which carries global interest to the local needs of the village people.  
 The text develops as a critical discourse challenging the status quo, positioning 
itself within a broader landscape of resistance against neoliberal policies and the 
marginalization of rural communities. This perspective is supported by research that 
explores how language in CDA is used to resist neoliberal ideologies that promote 
economic rationalism and undermine social justice (e.g., Al-juboori & Mustafa, 2022; 
Gellen & Lowe, 2021; Oudenampsen, 2022). It is associated with anti-globalization 
movements and reflects a growing consciousness of the limitations of traditional 
development. By constructing a collective identity and asserting the agency of 
marginalized voices, the text contributes to a counter-discourse expected to empower 
the drive for social change. 
 Crucially, the text intersects with the broader political discourse, particularly the 
concept of Tahta untuk Rakyat (Throne for the People), written in 1982, is the title of 
a biography of the popular and highly respected late king of Yogyakarta, 
Hamengkubuwono IX (Roem et al., 1982). This notion, while often a contested ideal, 
offers a potential framework for reimagining the role of traditional institutions in 
modern society (Prehantoro, 2023). It suggests a monarchy that is responsive to the 
needs of its people, a concept that can be leveraged to mobilize support for social 
justice and environmental sustainability. 
 However, the challenge lies in bridging the gap between the ideal of a ‘Throne 
for the People’ and its practical implementation. The author’s naming of the 
NGO Bendoro Funding highlights the potential for corruption and misalignment 
between the monarchy and the people. Therefore, realizing the full potential of a 
‘Throne for the People’ requires a deep-seated commitment to transparency, 
accountability, and genuine partnership with the community. 
 Ultimately, the text’s significance lies in its potential to catalyse a broader 
conversation about the role of institutions, power dynamics, and social justice. By 
positioning itself within the context of historical and contemporary struggles, the text 
offers a blueprint for building a more equitable and sustainable future. 
 
 
5. CONCLUSION 
 
 Widodo’s Menanam adalah Melawan qualifies as activist literature because it 
amplifies the voices of the marginalized, challenges dominant power structures, and 
inspires social change. Through his writing, Widodo documents the struggles of his 
community while shaping a collective identity that empowers farmers to resist 
exploitation and advocate for their rights. However, the book also critically examines 
the viability of the ‘Throne for the People’ concept, highlighting the disconnection 
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between the ideal of a monarchy that serves its citizens and the corrupt realities often 
seen in practice. 
 Despite expressing disillusionment, the book suggests that the ‘Throne for the 
People’ idea still holds transformative potential if accompanied by genuine efforts for 
transparency, accountability, and community empowerment. Menanam adalah 
Melawan sets the stage for potential reforms that could lead to a more just and 
equitable future. The narrative shows the possibility of meaningful change through 
grassroots resistance and collective action, even in the face of systemic challenges. 
 However, this study faces certain limitations. The book’s focus on local issues 
might limit the generalizability of its conclusions. Future research could further 
investigate the linguistic and rhetorical strategies in Widodo’s work or conduct 
comparative studies with other activist literature. Interdisciplinary approaches 
combining discourse analysis with theories such as postcolonial or feminist theory 
could provide deeper insights into the intersections of oppression and resistance in 
Menanam adalah Melawan. 
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