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Introduction

In most of communicative situations, power relations among actants
influence the way they select speech acts. Like all other discourse
situations, power relations are traceable in children’s stories and
determine the way characters interact with each other. Children’s

stories are represented based on the authors’ mental patterns which
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influence the forming of personal, social and cultural identities of their
readers. Therefore, the elements of stories such as the characters, the
events and the atmosphere can have an influence on children’s
behavior.

The research problem of this study is to identify various types
power relations amongst characters and their discursive purposes in
stories written for Iranian children in Persian language. The main
objective of this study is to explore mental models that play roles in
producing these texts and are relevant to power relations. To achieve
this objective, linguistic strategies regarding power relations among
actors are analyzed from Critical Discourse Analysis approach. The
socio-cognitive discourse analysis of Van Dijk (2000) and mental
models theory have been selected as the theoretical framework of this
research. Power is considered a key term in various approaches of CDA
analysis. The purpose of CDA is studying social inequalities through
discourse; as such, many theorists of CDA consider language as a
means to construct hegemony and social forces shaping power
relations.

As Van Dijk (2015) believes, in order to consolidate the power
relations and hegemony by those who hold power, it is highly probable
that the voice of weaker actors in discourse be marginalized or even
rendered totally silent. Controlling the situations and textual structures
or speeches are the most prominent ways to apply power; therefore,
controlling the minds of others by such discourse can be considered as
an indirect but fundamental way to reproduce hegemony and
domination. In other words, controlling the discourse means controlling

ideas, concepts, programs, attitudes, ideologies and actions of the
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receivers. Consequently, socio-cognitive approach in CDA tries to
evaluate social structures of power through analyzing the relations

between discourse and cognition.

Methodology

This is a descriptive-analytical research in which a body of 100 stories
published by children’s publication houses in the age groups of A, B
and C are studied. The criteria for selecting the books were high
circulation and nation-wide distribution. From this body of data, 30
children stories were selected and power relations among them were
analyzed. In this article, macro and micro structures of five stories have

been represented as a sample.

Discussion
In all of the analyzed texts, the authors have used polarization strategy
to make unequal social situations. The opposite poles have shown
different speech acts due to their access to different levels of power.
Those in more powerful situations are relegated to the «other» pole and
are dominant over other actants in the story because of their access to
such elements as possessions and bigness which give them higher levels
of power. The element of power has no direct relation with gender and
in most of the cases, the characters were gender-neutral. The actions of
those in power were egotistic, harsh, abnormal, brutal and annoying.
Their voice is dominant but they themselves are the minority by
number.

On the other side, the weaker characters are relegated to the

«self» pole and are the majority by number. They are oppressed by the
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powerful characters and experience fear and anxiety. Their actions are
polite, unselfish and according to social norms. Their voices are low or
silent and ignored by the powerful.

The findings show that in most cases, the weak are passive
against the powerful and do not show any resistance against them,
whether verbally or nonverbally, because of their fear. However, by
banning the powerful and creating solidarity among themselves, the
weak are able to overcome the powerful. The ultimate destiny of the
powerful characters is regret and loneliness. In other words, as the weak
characters are in majority, they do not use verbal tools to act against the
powerful characters; instead, they prefer to use their solidarity and unity
as a weapon against their enemies and defeat the other group.

Another finding of the research is that making heroes by the
use of such cliché’s as intelligence and bravery is put aside; and the
analyzed texts use the following pattern to reflect power relations
among the characters: bigness or possession > abusing the power >
dominance > (verbal / nonverbal) violence > being banned from the
society > loneliness, failure and regret. The authors have made a clear
connection between power and oppression and have classified the
characters into two categories of the oppressed and the oppressors.
Since there are preconceptions against those in power, the most
prominent characters in this group are identified with negative features
[+violent, +threatening, +abnormal, +annoying, +horrifying,
+dominant, +ignorant].

In these stories, personal and superficial kinds of power are
doomed to defeat since power is associated with interaction, politeness,

wisdom and observing social norms. This understanding of the concept
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of power in children’s stories can be interpreted as a reflection of the
norms and values of the society in which these stories are produced; but
on the other hand, one can surmise that there is a kind of idealism and
ignoring the reality in these texts in order to control the minds and social
behaviors of children. In other words, although the power hierarchy has
influenced verbal and nonverbal acts of the characters, the authors have
tried to reflect ideal and favorable normal relations among members of

the society.

Conclusion

The findings reveal that in children’s stories, social relations are tailored
down based on educational clichés, realities are ignored by the authors
and no practical way is presented to resist and terminate the dominance
of those in power by the weaker members of the society. The stories are
produced according to a grand-structure which always regards
domination as doomed to fail. In other words, the mental model used in
the production of Persian children’s stories follows the clichés of flat
power relations, solidarity and equality among the actors and
marginalizes the upper-class/lower class relations. This cliché
represents Persian speakers’ social attitude toward those in power.
Educational managers, authors, translators and editors of children

books may find this article and its results useful.
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