Chapter 5
Conclusion and Recommendation

Conclusion

The analysis of types of power was based on six types
of social power proposed by Raven (French & Raven, 1959;
Raven, 1965, as cited in Raven, 2008). This study revealed that
there are only five out of six types of social power revealed in
the speeches. The types of social power were reward, coercive,
referent, legitimate, and informational power; while expert
power were not used at all. These four types of social power
gave different impact to the audience (Cummings, 2017).

The five types of power collaborated to express the
protest on racial injustice. Martin Luther King Jr. used
informational power to persuade people to start the changes in
society in the case of racial segregation. To support his idea, he
empowered people through the use of reward power by stating
the goal of Civil Right Movement. In “Our God is Marching
On”, the audience agreed with the statements from Martin
Luther King Jr. In legitimate power, Martin Luther King Jr.
tried to expose the gap between white and black people. While
in referent power he recalled people or figures active and took

part during the racial segregation as well as famous leader from
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all around the world. Both legitimate and referent power was
used as the supporting statements on the racial segregation
issues discussed in his speeches. The coercive power was
represented in statements which contained warning and strong
reminder written in the speeches. Martin Luther King Jr.
encouraged government to do something to overcome the racial
segregation issues in society. Based on the types of power
used, it can be seen that Martin Luther King Jr. did not show
any superiority among the audience especially black people. He
tried to position himself at the same group of black society as
reflected from the absence of expert power in his speeches.

In the gap between white society as the “majority
group” and black society as the “minority group”, it was further
explored into social status and roles in society. It can be seen
that white society as the “majority group” and black society as
the “minority group” had different social status. White society
tended to have higher class position while black society
positioned as lower class society such as threat to society (Van
Dijk, 1984, as cited in Van Dijk, 1991, 2008). The different
social status between them affected their roles in society. White
society as the “majority group” had a tendency to dominate
black society as the “minority group” especially in the public

discourses such as, mass media (Van Dijk, 1991, 2008).
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Recommendation

This study concerned with social power analysis. The
social power was further explored into the types of social
power and how the gap between white society as the “majority
group” and black society as the “minority group” reflected in
Martin Luther King Jr.’s speeches. This study revealed that
there are only four out of six types of social power revealed in
the speeches based on Raven theory (French & Raven, 1959;
Raven, 1965, as cited in Raven, 2008). The types of social
power were reward, referent, legitimate, and informational
power. In the gap between white and black society, it focused
on two aspects: social status and roles in society.

Further study can make some improvements to get
deeper analysis or concerned on different aspect of analysis.
Combination of macro and micro analysis can be done to find
the relation of both aspects in discourse. The future researcher
can find out how the use of language features can affect how
audience perceived the information. The researcher can also
apply other approaches, for instance, discourse historical
approach (DHA). Discourse historical approach can applied to
analyze the implicit prejudiced discourse (Wodak, 2011). The
study can be investigated the historical fact behind Martin

Luther King Jr.’s speeches. In addition of such a study, the
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ethnicity background of the researcher may affect the result of
the study. For example, if the future researcher is an Afro-
American he or she will have different interpretation. Further
studies can explore the other works, for instance the other
speeches, articles, or letters. Different data may generate

different result of the study.
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