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Purpose of the study: This study integrates forensic linguistic analysis of word
choices, sentence structure, and pragmatic context in both direct and digital
communication to explore defamation cases. It examines the motives, impacts,
and dynamics of language in such cases through interviews with victims,
perpetrators, legal experts, and document analysis. The study connects forensic
linguistics with law and communication ethics to foster cross-disciplinary
understanding and offer practical guidelines for handling and preventing
defamation, while promoting responsible communication.

Methodology: Using a qualitative descriptive approach, the study collects data
via in-depth interviews, direct observation, and legal document analysis,
including court decisions and police reports. Data analysis involves reduction,
categorization of linguistic aspects (word choice, sentence structure, pragmatic
context), and interpretation based on forensic linguistics and legal theories, with
triangulation for validation.

Main Findings: The findings reveal that defamation often involves linguistic
elements that can be analyzed for legal processes. Digital media plays a
significant role in spreading defamation, highlighting the need for better
regulation and education. The impact on victims is multidimensional, affecting
psychological, social, and economic aspects. Through forensic linguistic
analysis, the study contributes both theoretically and practically to resolving
defamation cases fairly and effectively.

Novelty/Originality of this study: This research offers a novel,
multidisciplinary approach to defamation, analyzing both direct and digital
communication. It provides a holistic view of linguistic, legal, and ethical
aspects, offering practical solutions for media regulation, ethical communication
education, and psychological support for victims.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Defamation is a legal issue that often occurs in everyday life, both through direct communication and
digital media. The development of technology and social media has further expanded the scope of this problem,
considering that each individual can easily convey information widely. However, on the other hand, differences in
perception in the use of language often become a challenge in determining whether a statement is truly defamatory.
This encourages the need for in-depth studies, one of which is through forensic linguistic analysis[1]-[3].
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Forensic linguistics is a branch of linguistics that focuses on the analysis of language in a legal context.
In defamation cases, this science plays an important role in identifying the intent, meaning, and impact of the
statement in question [4], [5]. For example, whether the statement contains elements of insult, slander, or baseless
accusations. By using linguistic methods, this analysis can help in providing relevant evidence in the legal process,
both to assess the perpetrator's intentions and the impact on the victim [6]-[8].

In everyday life, many cases of defamation go unnoticed, especially in social interactions and digital
communication. Expressions that are considered normal by one party can be accepted as insults by another party,
especially if spoken in an inappropriate context. On social media, the use of provocative or ambiguous language
is also often a source of conflict, causing someone's reputation to be damaged in public without a clear basis. This
situation shows the need for a scientific approach to objectively assess whether a case can be categorized as
defamation[9]-[11].

In Indonesia, defamation has been regulated in law, both through the Criminal Code (KUHP) and the
Electronic Information and Transactions Law (UU ITE). However, the implementation of this law often encounters
obstacles, one of which is due to a lack of understanding of the language used in certain contexts. Forensic
linguistic analysis can contribute to bridging the gap between understanding language and the law, so that
defamation cases can be handled more fairly[12],[13]. Therefore, research on forensic linguistic analysis in
defamation cases in everyday life is very relevant to be conducted. This research not only provides insight into
how language is used in a legal context, but also helps raise public awareness of the importance of ethical and
responsible communication. Thus, the results of this study are expected to provide both theoretical and practical
contributions, especially in the legal and social contexts in the current digital era[14]-[16].

Based on previous research that has been conducted, there is a gap analysis in this study[17]. Reviewed
from the focus and subject of the study. This study focuses on defamation in everyday life using a forensic
linguistic approach. This study explores linguistic aspects such as word choice, sentence structure, and pragmatic
context to determine whether a statement is defamation . This study aims to provide practical and theoretical
contributions to understanding the use of language in legal and social contexts in Indonesia[18],[19]. The scope of
this study includes direct interaction in everyday life and digital media in general. In contrast, previous studies
have a more specific focus, namely examining language crimes on social media, especially Facebook, in certain
jurisdictions in Manokwari . This study analyzes language facts that contain elements of insults, defamation, and
hate speech. With the aim of providing a specific analysis of cases that occur on social media, this study also aims
to support legal regulations and improve the ethics of using social media. This study bases its analysis on primary
data in the form of language facts from social media and official documents such as Investigation Reports (BAP)
and short messages [11]-[21].

In terms of research subjects, this study involves victims, perpetrators of defamation, and legal or
linguistic experts, with a broader scope of direct interactions and legal documents such as police reports and court
decisions. Meanwhile, previous studies focused on defamation cases that occurred through the social media
platform Facebook, with a focus on social media users in the Manokwari area and analysis of official documents
and electronic communications. It can be concluded that these two studies complement each other with different
focuses and approaches. This study provides a broader picture of the phenomenon of defamation, while previous
studies provide in-depth and specific analysis of the social media context in certain areas. Potential for further
development can be done by integrating the methods and approaches of these two studies to produce a more holistic
understanding of defamation cases in various contexts and regions [22]-[24].

Based on the gap analysis above, this study offers a novelty that lies in the expansion of the scope of the
defamation context analyzed by forensic linguistics, both in direct interactions and in digital media in general.
Unlike previous studies that focused more on the analysis of language crimes on certain social media such as
Facebook, this study aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of the phenomenon of defamation in various
forms of communication. This study has a novelty in a holistic approach that integrates linguistic analysis of word
choice, sentence structure, and pragmatic context in various situations of daily life, including verbal
communication in direct interactions as well as written communication on digital platforms such as social media,
electronic messages, and online discussion forums[25],[26]. The use of more diverse primary data is another
unique feature, involving in-depth interviews with victims, perpetrators, and legal and linguistic experts, combined
with analysis of legal documents such as police reports, court decisions, and digital evidence. This approach allows
for an in-depth exploration of the motives, impacts, and dynamics of language in defamation cases. In addition,
this study emphasizes the importance of cross-disciplinary understanding by connecting forensic linguistic theory
and its implications in law and communication ethics. Thus, this study not only provides theoretical contributions
in the realm of linguistics and law, but also offers practical solutions to address defamation cases through ethical
communication education, digital media regulation, and increasing public awareness. With a broader scope and
integrative methods, this study is expected to be able to complement and expand the findings of previous studies,
as well as become an important reference for researchers, legal practitioners, and policy makers in facing
communication challenges in the digital era[27]-[29].
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This research makes an important contribution to the development of linguistics, especially in the branch
of forensic linguistics, by expanding the application of language analysis into various contexts of everyday life.
With a holistic approach, this research not only produces theoretical findings that can enrich the understanding of
the relationship between language and law, but also provides practical guidance in handling defamation cases [30],
[31]. Other implications are increasing public awareness of the importance of ethical communication, especially
in the digital era, as well as encouraging the formation of more effective regulations to minimize the misuse of
language in various media. This research can also be a reference for legal institutions, academics, and policy
makers in developing evidence-based policies to address linguistic issues that impact legal and social aspects[32]-
[34].

The urgency of this research lies in the increasing cases of defamation, both in direct interactions and on
digital platforms, which often cause social conflict, personal losses, and even complex legal problems. In the digital
era, technological developments have facilitated the dissemination of information, but have also increased the risk
of language abuse that can defame individuals or groups. The gap in adequate regulations and the lack of public
understanding of the legal implications of language use require research that can bridge the gap between linguistic
theory and legal practice. This research is relevant because it provides a cross-disciplinary approach that can help
resolve legal and social issues objectively and comprehensively[35]-[37].

The purpose of this study is to integrate forensic linguistic analysis of word choice, sentence structure,
and pragmatic context in various everyday life situations, both in direct and digital communication. This study
also aims to explore the motives, impacts, and dynamics of language used in defamation cases through in-depth
interviews with victims, perpetrators, and legal and linguistic experts, supported by legal document analysis. In
addition, this study seeks to connect forensic linguistic theory with communication law and ethics to create a
relevant cross-disciplinary understanding in resolving defamation cases[38],[39]. With the results of this study, it
is hoped that practical guidance can be provided for the community, law enforcers, and policy makers in handling
and preventing defamation cases, especially through ethical communication education and digital media
regulation. Furthermore, this study aims to provide theoretical and practical contributions to strengthen legal
regulations related to language use, while increasing public awareness of the importance of responsible
communication [40]-[42].

2. RESEARCH METHOD

This study uses a qualitative descriptive approach. This approach allows researchers to explore and
understand the meaning, intent, and implications of the language used in defamation cases. The data will be
analyzed in depth to identify linguistic characteristics relevant to the legal context[43]-[45].

The research will be conducted on defamation cases that occur in everyday life, in direct interaction. The
subjects of the research include victims and perpetrators of defamation cases, legal experts or lawyers who have
handled similar cases, and finally documents that are evidence in legal cases related to defamation[46],[47].

The sources and techniques of data collection in this study are primary data and secondary data. Primary
data is in the form of in-depth interviews with victims, perpetrators, and linguistic and legal experts. Then
observations of direct interactions or relevant direct communication. Meanwhile, secondary data is in the form of
legal documents such as court decisions, police reports, and related laws[48]-[50]. There are three data collection
techniques used, namely, semi-structured interviews to explore the subject's perspective on the use of language in
defamation cases. Furthermore, documentation is by collecting evidence or official documents related to the case.
And the last one collects data using observation techniques, namely by analyzing communication patterns that
occur directly.

The data analysis technique in this study involves several stages. Data reduction is done by sorting data
that is relevant to the focus of the study, such as text, expressions, or phrases that are the core of the defamation
problem. Furthermore, data categorization is done by grouping data based on linguistic aspects, such as word
choice, sentence structure, pragmatic context, and language tone. Then data interpretation is done by referring to
forensic and legal linguistic theories and explaining how these language elements can be considered as a form of
defamation. Finally, data validation is done by using data triangulation through comparisons between interview
results, documents, and observations to ensure the validity of the findings.

The instrument in this study used a semi-structured interview guide, then used a recording device to
document interviews and other evidence, and used field notes to record direct observations.

Table 1. Semi-structured interview instrument

No Aspects Asked Interview Questions Purpose of Questions
Can you explain the events that Understand the general context and
1. Case Background . .
occurred to constitute defamation? chronology of the case.
Media or Means of Can you explain the events that Determining the communication
Communication occurred to constitute defamation? channels used in defamation cases.
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3.

Language Content

What are some words, phrases, or
statements that you think are

Identifying the linguistic elements

Used detrimental to your reputation? that are at the heart of the problem.
How do you interpret the statement? Undersmnfl the victim’s perceptlon.Of
. . . the meaning of the statement that is
Interpretation and What impact did the statement have on ;
4. considered defamatory.
Impact you, both personally and . .
- . Explore the psychological, social, and
professionally, after it was released? S
economic impacts of the statement.
5 Context and Intent of Do you know what the speaker meant Assess the pragmatic context and
Communication when he made that statement? intentions of the actor.
6 Reaction to What steps did you take after learning Identifying the victim's initial
Statement about this statement? response to the case.
- . Understanding the victim's view of
Perpetrator In your opinion, did the perpetrator .
7 . . . - the perpetrator's awareness of the
Perception realize the impact of his statement? : - .
impact of his actions.
Have you gathered evidence that . . .
. . Ensure there is supporting evidence
. shows that the statement is detrimental ?
Legal Views and for further analysis.
8 . to you? -
Evidence . . Know the legal actions that have been
Have you involved authorities such as taken by the victim
lawyers or police to handle this case? y '
. Wh‘?t do you expect from the Identifying victim expectations
9  Hope for Completion resolution of this case, both legally . .
. regarding case resolution.
and socially?
Opinions on In your opinion, how should one Exploring victims' views on the
10 Communication maintain ethics in communicating, importance of responsible and ethical
Ethics especially on social media? communication.

The procedure in this study begins with the preparation stage by determining the research location and

subjects to be interviewed and preparing research instruments such as interview guidelines and recording devices.
Then carry out the data collection stage by conducting interviews, observations, and collecting relevant documents
and documenting the results of data collection systematically. Furthermore, carry out the data analysis stage by
analyzing the data that has been collected using reduction, categorization, and interpretation techniques.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1. Findings

This study produced several important findings based on data obtained through interviews, observations,
and document analysis. The following are the findings categorized according to the focus of the study.

3.1.1. Characteristics of language in defamation

Defamation cases often involve words or phrases that have negative connotations, are derogatory,
insulting, or create negative stereotypes about a particular party. These words are usually used intentionally to
attack a person’s integrity or reputation, either personally or professionally. Examples of words that often appear
in defamation cases include terms such as “liar,” “thief,” and “immoral.” These word choices not only reflect the
perpetrator’s intention to defame the victim but also show the courage to spread accusations without clear basis.
Furthermore, the use of emotionally charged words like these often worsens the psychological and social impacts
on the victim, especially when spread in public spaces or digital media with a wide audience reach.

The sentence structure used in defamation is usually declarative, where the perpetrator makes a claim
without any concrete evidence. For example, a sentence like “He must have done that because it has been proven
before” creates a negative perception of the victim by utilizing assumptions and speculations. Sentences like this
are often deliberately constructed to convince the audience that the accusation is true, even without verifiable
evidence. This declarative structure also functions as a tool for manipulating public opinion, where the perpetrator
tries to direct the narrative to the detriment of the victim. In linguistic analysis, this can be identified as an attempt
to use language as a weapon to build a negative image that is difficult for the victim to fight.

In many cases, defamation depends not only on the words or sentence structure used, but also on the
pragmatic context surrounding it. Statements that are considered defamatory often occur in situations where the
perpetrator has a specific goal, such as influencing public opinion, reducing the credibility of the victim, or gaining
a certain benefit. In the context of social media, for example, perpetrators often use these platforms to spread
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information that defames the victim to a wider audience. Social media provides the speed and reach that allows
negative messages to spread massively, creating a significant impact on the victim's reputation.

Word choice, sentence structure, and pragmatic context in defamation cases interact to create a

detrimental effect on the victim. Offensive word choice can be reinforced by a convincing declarative sentence
structure, while pragmatic context provides a framework that allows the accusation to be considered credible by
the audience. These three elements, if used effectively by the perpetrator, can cause deep harm to the victim, both
psychologically, socially, and professionally. The results of this analysis indicate the need for stricter legal
regulations to handle defamation cases, especially on social media. In addition, education about the importance of
communication ethics needs to be improved to prevent similar cases from occurring in the future. A better
understanding of how language elements are used in defamation can help law enforcement officers, the public,
and policy makers to formulate more effective preventive and solution-oriented measures.
Interviews with several victims of defamation revealed that psychological impacts were one of the most felt
aspects. One victim interviewed said, “I feel like I have lost my confidence to appear in public because of the false
accusations. It feels like everyone is looking at me negatively.” This statement reflects how defamation cases can
affect the victim’s mental health. In addition, an interview with a legal expert showed that many perpetrators take
advantage of the lack of legal literacy in society to spread baseless accusations. According to the expert, “Many
people do not know that they can actually report these defamation cases to the legal system, especially if they are
done through social media.” The interview also included the views of a social media practitioner who stated that
platform algorithms often amplify the spread of negative content. This practitioner explained, “Content containing
accusations or negative news tends to get higher interactions, so it appears more often on the timelines of many
users. This exacerbates the impact of defamation.” This interview emphasized the importance of a
multidisciplinary approach in handling defamation cases. A combination of legal approaches, public education,
and more responsible social media platform policies are needed to protect victims from further impacts.

3.1.2. Perception and impact on victims

Most victims interpret defamatory statements as a direct attack on their personal and professional
integrity. These statements are often seen as not only attacking the individual's character, but also destroying the
reputation that has been built with great difficulty in personal, social, and professional life. Victims feel that these
actions are often done intentionally and have certain motives, such as damaging their reputation in the eyes of the
community or gaining certain benefits by the perpetrator. In some cases, victims feel powerless to fight the
accusations, especially if the statements have been widely circulated through social media or other public forums,
where responses or clarifications from the victim are difficult to reach the same audience.

Defamation has profound psychological impacts on victims. They report experiencing significant
emotional distress, including stress, anxiety, and depression. Victims often feel isolated and lose their self-
confidence due to the social stigma created by the allegations. In some cases, the trauma experienced by victims
can affect their ability to function normally in their daily lives. Victims also tend to experience sleep disturbances,
fear of interacting with others, and persistent worry about the long-term impact on their reputation. Socially,
victims often face a decrease in trust from coworkers, friends, and even family. Widespread allegations can create
an emotional distance between victims and their social circle, where they feel isolated or looked down upon.
Victims involved in the workplace often face indirect discrimination, such as being passed over for important
projects, losing support from colleagues, or even being fired indirectly due to a lack of trust from management.
The economic impact of defamation is also significant. Some victims report losing employment opportunities
because the allegations tarnish their professional image. In a competitive workplace, reputation is a valuable asset,
and negative allegations can damage their chances of advancing or maintaining a position they have already
achieved. In extreme cases, victims face real financial losses, such as the loss of clients, projects, or income
generated from their work. Interviews with several victims of defamation revealed that the psychological impact
is one of the most felt aspects. One victim interviewed said, “I feel like I lost my confidence to go out in public
because of the false accusations. It feels like everyone is looking at me negatively.” This statement reflects how
defamation cases can affect a victim’s mental health. Another victim explained the social impact she experienced,
“I feel shunned by my friends and colleagues. Even my family started to question the accusations, even though I
know I’m innocent.” This shows that the social stigma caused by defamation can damage a victim’s interpersonal
relationships. A psychology expert interviewed added that the impact of defamation on victims often requires
professional intervention. “Victims who experience severe trauma need counseling or therapy to overcome the
emotional effects and rebuild their self-confidence,” she said. This interview emphasizes the importance of a
multidisciplinary approach in dealing with defamation cases. A combination of legal approaches, public education,
and more responsible social media platform policies are needed to protect victims from further impacts.

The combination of psychological, social, and economic impacts creates a domino effect that worsens the
situation of victims. They not only face challenges in restoring their reputations, but also struggle to regain
emotional and financial stability. This study demonstrates the importance of a multidisciplinary approach in
dealing with defamation cases, including providing psychological support, legal counseling, and comprehensive
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social recovery. By understanding the perceptions and impacts on victims in depth, this study provides a strong
basis for developing effective preventive and intervention strategies in dealing with similar cases in the future.
3.1.3. Victim's response to the case

As an initial response to a defamation case, most victims try to resolve the issue directly by clarifying it
with the perpetrator or related parties. This step is taken in the hope of avoiding a bigger conflict and resolving the
issue peacefully. Clarification is usually in the form of verbal or written communication, where the victim tries to
explain the facts of the case or asks the perpetrator to retract the statement that is considered defamatory. In some
cases, victims also use the same media as the perpetrator, such as social media platforms, to convey clarification
publicly to defend themselves. However, the effectiveness of this step is highly dependent on the response of the
perpetrator and the support of the audience involved.

Interviews with several victims showed that clarification was often the first step they chose because it
was considered faster and less expensive. One victim said, "I hope the perpetrators can understand their mistakes
and withdraw the accusations without having to involve a third party.” However, several victims reported that this
step was not always successful, especially if the perpetrators were unwilling to cooperate or had already spread
the information to the public. When clarification efforts were unsuccessful or did not receive an adequate response,
victims tended to involve legal authorities to resolve the issue through the courts. This step includes collecting
relevant evidence, such as screenshots from social media, recordings of conversations, or documents that support
claims of defamation. Victims usually report these cases to the authorities, such as the police or lawyers, to obtain
legal protection and justice. In some cases, victims also filed civil or criminal lawsuits against the perpetrators to
obtain compensation for the losses they experienced, both financial and non-financial.

An interview with a lawyer specializing in defamation cases revealed that the legal process often takes a
long time and requires patience from the victim. "Many victims initially do not understand how complex the legal
process is, especially in collecting valid evidence," said the lawyer. Several victims also highlighted the importance
of obtaining competent legal support to face the challenges during this process. In addition to using legal channels,
victims often implement mitigation strategies to minimize the impact of defamation. One common strategy is to
rebuild reputation through positive activities, such as increasing community involvement, spreading correct
information, or getting support from trusted parties, such as colleagues, friends, or family. In some cases, victims
also use the services of PR (Public Relations) consultants to manage their public image and respond strategically
to accusations.

A PR consultant interviewed stated, "Victims need to build a strong narrative to balance public opinion.

This involves a proactive approach in disseminating facts that support them." This strategy is considered important
to restore public trust, especially in the digital era where information spreads quickly. Although various steps have
been taken by victims, there are a number of obstacles that are often faced. Some victims are reluctant to take legal
action because of the high cost, long time, or complexity of legal procedures. In addition, there are also victims
who experience intimidation or threats from the perpetrator, so they are afraid to continue the case to the legal
route. Fear of social stigma or negative views from the community is also a factor that hinders victims from
responding optimally to cases.
To improve the effectiveness of victims’ responses to defamation cases, a more systematic and planned approach
is needed. Victims are advised to immediately collect relevant evidence from the beginning of the case and seek
help from professionals, such as lawyers or PR consultants, to design an appropriate strategy. Emotional and
psychological support from family or friends is also very important to help victims cope with the stress resulting
from this case. In addition, public education about legal rights related to defamation needs to be improved to
provide victims with the courage and knowledge to respond to this case effectively. By understanding the various
responses of victims to defamation cases, this study provides deeper insights into the efforts made by victims, the
challenges they face, and the steps that can be taken to support victims more holistically.

3.1.4. Hope for resolution of the case

Most victims hope that the case can be resolved through a public apology from the perpetrator. This
apology is seen as an important step to restore the victim's tarnished name. For many victims, an apology is not
only about acknowledging the perpetrator's mistake, but also as a form of moral responsibility that shows the
perpetrator's seriousness in repairing damaged social relationships. A public apology, whether through social
media, direct meetings, or other public communication channels, is also expected to reach the same audience as
the place where the defamation occurred. In this way, the victim's previously damaged image and reputation can
be restored in the eyes of the public. In addition to an apology, some victims want a resolution through legal
channels that provide a deterrent effect on the perpetrator. This hope arises especially in cases where the perpetrator
is considered to have acted intentionally and repeatedly to defame, or when the impact on the victim is very
significant, whether emotionally, socially, or financially. The legal process is expected to not only provide justice
for the victim, but also create a clear precedent that similar actions will face serious consequences in the future.
Thus, legal action not only functions as a form of protection for the victim, but also as a preventive measure to
prevent other perpetrators from doing the same thing.
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Victims also hope to receive social support from their community or environment after the case is
resolved. This hope arises because the impact of defamation often affects not only an individual's reputation in the
public space but also their interpersonal relationships. Support from family, friends, colleagues, and the community
is expected to help victims restore their self-confidence and rebuild relationships that may have been disrupted by
the case. In the long term, victims hope for reforms in communication ethics and regulations, especially in the
digital era. They want stricter measures to regulate the use of language on social media and other public platforms.
Education about ethical communication is also considered important to increase public awareness of the negative
impacts of defamation. With clearer rules and adequate education, it is hoped that the risk of defamation can be
minimized in the future.

Some victims also expressed their hope to resolve their cases through a mediation process involving a

neutral party, such as a professional mediator or a related legal institution. Mediation is considered a quicker and
less burdensome alternative to formal court proceedings. In mediation, victims and perpetrators can have a
dialogue to reach an agreement, such as an apology, compensation, or an agreement not to repeat the same action.
Victims hope for psychological support as part of resolving their cases, especially for those who have experienced
severe emotional impacts. Counseling or therapy can help victims overcome the trauma, stress, and anxiety that
arises from defamation. This is important to ensure that victims not only receive legal justice but are also able to
continue their lives in a better mental condition. Interview results support this finding. One victim stated, "A public
apology is what | hope for, because it can restore my damaged reputation." Another victim said, "The legal process
that 1 am taking is the last resort after all peaceful efforts have failed. 1 want to make sure the perpetrator
understands the impact of his actions.” A respondent who had undergone mediation shared, "Mediation helped me
and the perpetrator reach an agreement without having to go through a long and expensive trial. | felt more relieved
after the process.”
In terms of social support, one victim stated, "I am very grateful to my family and friends who continue to support
me. Without them, | might not have been able to cope with this pressure.” Regarding regulatory reform, an
interviewee said, "Education about the use of social media is very important. Many people do not realize that their
words can have legal consequences.” The interviewees demonstrated the importance of various resolution steps,
from apologies, mediation, to social support and regulatory reform, to provide a more holistic solution for victims
of defamation.

3.2. Discussion
3.2.1. Forensic Linguistic Analysis

Defamation is a form of legal violation that involves the use of language to harm someone's reputation.
In this context, linguistic analysis can be a very important tool in determining whether a statement meets the criteria
for defamation. Linguistic elements such as word choice, sentence structure, and pragmatic context play a key role
in this assessment. Here is an in-depth discussion of these elements.

Word choice is the first element that is often considered in a defamation analysis. Words that are
derogatory, insulting, or explicitly negative about someone can easily give rise to the perception of defamation.
For example, terms such as "cheater," "immoral," or "corruptor" carry strong connotations and can damage the
reputation of the individual who is the subject of the statement. In forensic linguistic analysis, word choice is
analyzed not only in terms of denotative meaning, but also connotative meaning. Denotative meaning refers to the
literal meaning of the word, while connotative meaning includes the emotional and social associations attached to
the word. For example, the use of the term "stupid” may have a stronger effect than "unintelligent™ because of its
more negative connotation. In addition, the intention of the use of the words is an important aspect in legal analysis.
Are the words used intentionally to degrade or are they simply part of an opinion protected by freedom of
expression? Linguistic analysis can help distinguish between the two by examining the pattern of language use
and the context in which they are delivered.

Sentence structure also contributes to how a statement is perceived by the audience. Declarative
sentences, for example, often have a stronger impact than interrogative or imperative sentences because they give
the impression of being a statement of fact. For example, the Declarative “He is a fraud” and the Interrogative “Is
he a fraud?”. In the first sentence, the statement states a fact that could be considered defamatory if it is not
supported by strong evidence. In the second sentence, the statement is more exploratory and may not have the
same legal impact.

Pragmatic context refers to the communication conditions in which the statement is made. Some relevant
factors include. The perpetrator's intention, was the statement made with the intention of damaging the victim's
reputation? In many cases, the perpetrator's intention is the primary factor considered by the court. The Delivery
Situation, the place and time of delivery also affect the interpretation of a statement. For example, statements made
in a public space, such as social media, have a greater impact than private conversations because of the wider
audience reach. The relationship between the perpetrator and the victim, this relationship can affect how a
statement is interpreted. Statements that come from individuals who have authority or professional relationships
with the victim tend to have a greater impact on the victim's reputation. Audience reaction, the response from the
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audience is also an important indicator in assessing the impact of the statement. If the audience perceives the
statement as fact and not opinion, then it is more likely that the statement is considered detrimental to the victim.

Relevance of forensic linguistic analysis, forensic linguistic analysis provides a systematic framework for
evaluating the elements of language involved in defamation cases. By utilizing this method, linguists can provide.
Empirical evidence, analysis of linguistic data to support or refute defamation claims. Contextual language,
explanation of how language is understood in a particular situation. Evaluation of intent and impact, in-depth
analysis of how word choice and context of delivery affect audience interpretation.

It can be concluded that linguistic elements such as word choice, sentence structure, and pragmatic
context play a significant role in determining whether a statement can be considered defamatory. Forensic
linguistic analysis provides a useful tool to evaluate such statements objectively, helping the courts to make fair
decisions based on the available evidence. With the increasing use of social media as a communication platform,
the importance of linguistic analysis in the legal context is increasing to protect individual rights while preserving
freedom of expression.

3.2.2. Victim's Perspective

Victims’ understanding of defamation shows how personal perceptions influence the social and emotional
impacts caused. Victims often experience psychological distress due to the loss of reputation, public trust, and
respect in their social environment. In addition, victims can feel isolated due to the stigma caused by defamation.

Social impact, defamation can result in loss of social support for victims. They may be shunned by the
community or have difficulty maintaining interpersonal relationships. In the digital age, these effects are
exacerbated because the digital footprint of detrimental statements is difficult to completely erase. Emotional
impact, from a psychological perspective, victims often experience shame, low self-esteem, to anxiety disorders
or depression. These emotional reactions can affect the productivity, mental health, and overall quality of life of
victims. The importance of psychological support, in addition to resolving the case legally, it is important to
provide psychological support to victims. Counseling or therapy services can help victims overcome the emotional
impact of defamation and restore their self-confidence. This recovery program can also include efforts to
rehabilitate the victim's reputation through clarification campaigns or strengthening a positive image.

The relevance of forensic linguistic analysis, forensic linguistic analysis provides a systematic framework
for evaluating the language elements involved in defamation cases. By utilizing this method, linguists can provide
such as, empirical evidence. Analysis of linguistic data to support or refute defamation claims, then contextual
language provides an explanation of how language is understood in certain situations. Then in the evaluation of
intent and impact, providing an in-depth analysis of how word choice and context of delivery affect audience
interpretation.

Linguistic elements such as word choice, sentence structure, and pragmatic context play a significant role
in determining whether a statement can be considered defamatory. From the victim's perspective, the social and
emotional impact is no less important in handling these cases. Forensic linguistic analysis provides a useful tool
to evaluate such statements objectively, helping the court to make a fair decision based on the available evidence.
With the increasing use of social media as a communication platform, the importance of linguistic analysis in the
legal context is increasing to protect individual rights while preserving freedom of expression.

3.2.3. Legal Implications

In the legal context, the results of this study emphasize the importance of strong linguistic evidence to
support defamation claims. Forensic linguistic analysis provides an objective basis for courts to evaluate cases.

Determining credible evidence, linguistic analysis helps ensure that statements considered to be
defamatory are supported by credible language evidence. This includes analyzing word choice, sentence structure,
and relevant pragmatic context. Furthermore, separating fact from opinion, courts often face challenges in
distinguishing between statements of fact and opinion. Linguistic analysis allows the identification of language
patterns that support this classification, so that courts can make fairer decisions. Then using the guideline for digital
regulation, with the increasing cases of defamation through social media, this study provides guidance for
regulation and legal policy in the digital space. This analysis can be used to develop clearer guidelines regarding
the responsibilities of digital platform users in maintaining ethical communication. Then increasing the capacity
of legal experts, knowledge of linguistic analysis can be part of the training for judges, lawyers, and other law
enforcers to improve their understanding of the relevant language elements in defamation cases. And finally
minimizing the abuse of the law, with strong linguistic evidence, the risk of abuse of defamation claims can be
minimized. This prevents individuals or groups from using the law to suppress freedom of expression unfairly.

Linguistic elements such as word choice, sentence structure, and pragmatic context play a significant role
in determining whether a statement can be considered defamatory. From the victim's perspective, the social and
emotional impact is no less important in handling this case. In the legal context, forensic linguistic analysis
provides an objective tool to evaluate cases, promote justice, and minimize the potential for abuse of the law. With
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the increasing use of social media as a communication platform, the importance of linguistic analysis in the legal
context is increasing to protect individual rights while preserving freedom of expression.

3.2.4. Relevance to Communication Ethics

The findings of this study emphasize the important role of communication ethics as a foundation for
building harmonious interactions, especially in the highly dynamic digital era. In this context, responsible language
use is not only a matter of propriety, but also a strategic tool for preventing social conflict, maintaining harmony
between individuals, and creating an atmosphere conducive to productive dialogue.

Language plays a significant role as a medium of communication that conveys ideas, emotions, and
values[51]-[53]. When used responsibly, language can avoid misinterpretations that have the potential to trigger
conflict. In the digital era, where information spreads so quickly, language responsibility is increasingly important.
Wise word choices and polite tones can ease tensions and strengthen social relations. Social media has become the
main arena for interaction in the digital era. However, these platforms often facilitate irresponsible communication,
such as hate speech, the spread of hoaxes, and defamation. Education about communication ethics on social media
needs to be encouraged by integrating values such as, Digital Awareness, users must understand the long-term
impact of digital footprints and the legal implications that may arise from violations of communication ethics.
Empathy and Tolerance, understanding other people's points of view can reduce the potential for conflict and
increase social harmony. Compliance with the Rule of Law, Expressing opinions on social media must always
comply with the Electronic Information and Transactions Law (UU ITE) or related regulations to avoid defamation
cases [54],[55].Failure to comply with communication ethics, especially on social media, can have negative
impacts, both individually and collectively. At the individual level, a person's reputation can be tarnished due to
irresponsible speech. Meanwhile, collectively, these violations can trigger broader social conflicts, affect the
stability of society, and even cause legal problems.

Based on previous research conducted in 2021[17], there are gaps with this research in terms of methods,
subjects, and research results. Both studies show different but complementary focuses in understanding language
crimes. Previous research is narrower, focusing on analyzing language crimes on social media in a political context,
especially the 2020 Makassar Mayoral Election. Using comment data from platforms such as Facebook and
Instagram, this research conducted in 2021 identified forms of expressive speech acts such as insults, slander, and
curses. Meanwhile, this research has a broader scope, exploring defamation not only in digital media but also in
direct communication. In addition to analyzing word choice, sentence structure, and pragmatic context, this study
also involves in-depth interviews with victims, perpetrators, and legal experts, and uses legal documents such as
police reports as data. With a more multidisciplinary approach, this study provides a more holistic analysis of
defamation cases.

The results of previous studies show a focus on language crimes on social media during the pre- and post-
Makassar Mayoral Election 2020, by highlighting three forms of expressive illocutionary speech acts: insults,
slander, and curses, such as "empty brain," "corruptor candidate,” and "stove mouth.” This study emphasizes the
legal impact of these utterances in a specific political context. In contrast, this study examines defamation more
broadly, covering direct and digital communication with an analysis of linguistic elements such as negative word
choice, declarative sentence structure, and pragmatic context that strengthens the perpetrator's intention[56]. This
study also explores the social, psychological, and economic impacts on victims, such as loss of self-confidence
and reputation, through interviews with victims, perpetrators, and legal experts, as well as analysis of legal
documents. The gap lies in the scope and depth of the findings, previous studies provide specific analysis on social
media in a local context, while this study offers a holistic perspective that covers various life contexts. These two
studies can complement each other through the integration of specific findings and in-depth analysis to understand
language crimes comprehensively[57]-[59].

This study offers novelty with a broader scope and multidisciplinary approach compared to previous
studies that are limited to analyzing language crimes on social media in a political context. This study explores
defamation in direct and digital communication in general by analyzing linguistic elements such as word choice,
sentence structure, and pragmatic context, and integrating legal perspectives through in-depth interviews with
victims, perpetrators, and legal experts. The use of legal documents such as police reports and court decisions
provides stronger empirical validation, while the holistic approach allows for exploration of the psychological,
social, and economic impacts on victims. This study also introduces an integrative approach to understanding
language dynamics, including perpetrators' strategies in constructing negative narratives. In addition to providing
theoretical contributions in the field of forensic linguistics, this study offers practical solutions in the form of
ethical communication education, digital media regulation, and psychological support for victims, as well as being
a reference for evidence-based policies in handling defamation cases more comprehensively.

This study makes an important contribution to the field of forensic linguistics by extending the application
of language analysis to various communication contexts, both face-to-face and digital[60],[61]. The results of this
study help improve the understanding of language dynamics in defamation cases, including the identification of
linguistic elements such as negative word choice, declarative sentence structure, and pragmatic context that
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strengthen the perpetrator's intention. In practice, these findings can be used to raise public awareness of the
importance of ethical communication in the digital era and provide guidance for law enforcement officers to
evaluate defamation cases objectively. In addition, this study supports the development of evidence-based policies,
especially in designing stricter regulations on the use of language on social media, while strengthening legal
support for victims.

Despite providing extensive insights, this study has several limitations. First, the scope of the research
subjects is still limited to cases that can be accessed through interviews and certain legal documents, so there is a
possibility that there are similar phenomena that have not been fully revealed. Second, because this study uses a
qualitative approach, the generalization of the results to a wider population is limited. Third, the dynamics of
culture and social norms that influence the perception of defamation in various regions have not been fully
represented in this study. Finally, this study focuses on individual impacts without investigating in depth the
systemic or institutional impacts of defamation cases.

4. CONCLUSION

This study shows that defamation often involves certain linguistic elements that can be forensically
analyzed to support the legal process. Digital media is the main means of disseminating these cases, thus requiring
better regulation and education. The impact of the cases on victims is multidimensional, covering psychological,
social, and economic aspects. By using forensic linguistic analysis, this study provides theoretical and practical
contributions in supporting efforts to resolve defamation cases fairly and effectively.

Future research can use quantitative or mixed-method approaches to expand the scope of data, so that the
results are more measurable and have a high level of generalization. In addition, cross-cultural comparative studies
are very important to be conducted considering the differences in cultural contexts and social norms that influence
the perception of defamation, so that it can provide a more comprehensive understanding of this phenomenon in
different regions or countries. Research can also integrate language analysis technologies, such as natural language
processing (NLP), to analyze language patterns in defamation on social media more accurately and scalably.
Furthermore, it is important to explore the systemic or institutional impacts of defamation, such as its effects on
organizations, educational institutions, or specific communities. Research can also contribute to the development
of public education programs and the evaluation of the effectiveness of regulations to prevent defamation cases on
various communication platforms. Given the significant psychological impact on victims, further research is also
needed to explore effective psychosocial intervention approaches to support victim recovery, so that it can provide
holistic and broad-impact solutions for society.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The researcher would like to express his deepest gratitude to all parties who have provided support and
contributions in completing this research. The researcher also expresses his appreciation to the respondents and
sources who have been willing to take the time to provide valuable data and information. Hopefully the results of
this study can provide real benefits and contributions to the development of science and become a useful reference
for further research. The researcher realizes that this research still has limitations, so constructive suggestions and
criticisms are highly expected for future improvements.

REFERENCES

[1] M. G. Ariani, F. Sajedi, and M. Sajedi, “Forensic linguistics: A brief overview of the key elements,” Procedia - Soc.
Behav. Sci., vol. 158, pp. 222—-225, 2014, doi: 10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.12.078.

[2] M. Umiyati, “A literature review of forensic linguistics,” IJFL (International J. Forensic Linguist., vol. 1, no. 1, p. 23,
2020, doi: 10.22225/.2.1.1603.1-6.

[3] J. Catoto, “On courtroom questioning: A forensic linguistic analysis,” SSRN Electron. J., vol. 14, no. 6, 2022, doi:
10.2139/ssrn.4137842.

[4] N.L.N.S. Malini and V. Tan, “Forensic linguistics analysis of virginia woolf’s suicide notes,” Int. J. Educ., vol. 9, no.
1, p. 50, 2016, doi: 10.17509/ije.v9i1.3718.

[5] R. Sousa-Silva, “Fighting the fake: A forensic linguistic analysis to fake news detection,” Int. J. Semiot. Law, vol. 35, no.
6, pp. 2409-2433, 2022, doi: 10.1007/s11196-022-09901-w.

[6] R.W. L. Moberly, “Linguistics in forensic linguistics expertise (Method and Truth),” Harv. Theol. Rev., vol. 113, no. 4,
pp. 528-542, 2020, doi: 10.1017/s0017816020000267.

[7]1 A. Alduais, M. A. Al-Khulaidi, S. Allegretta, and M. M. Abdulkhalek, “Forensic linguistics: A scientometric review,”
Cogent Arts Humanit., vol. 10, no. 1, 2023, doi: 10.1080/23311983.2023.2214387.

[8] Y. Kovkina, M. Aloyan, and L. Avoyan, “Relevance of forensic linguistic speech analysis in criminal cases regarding
threat incrimination,” Theory Pract. Forensic Sci. Crim., vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 98-108, 2022, doi: 10.32353/khrife.3.2022.06.

[9] K. K. Kapoor, K. Tamilmani, N. P. Rana, P. Patil, Y. K. Dwivedi, and S. Nerur, “Advances in social media research,” Inf.
Syst. Front., vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 531-558, 2018, doi: 10.1007/s10796-017-9810-y Advances.

[10] C. Wang and P. Zhang, “The evolution of social commerce: The people, management, technology, and information

Forensic Linguistic Analysis of Defamation in Everyday Life... (Ndamononghenda Ndalipo Ndatyapo)



112 a ISSN: 3062-7915

dimensions,” Commun. Assoc. Inf. Syst., vol. 31, no. 1, pp. 105-127, 2012, doi: 10.17705/1cais.03105.

[11] J. C. Bertot, P. T. Jaeger, and D. Hansen, “The impact of polices on government social media usage: Issues, challenges,
and recommendations,” Gov. Inf. Q., vol. 29, no. 1, pp. 30-40, 2012, doi: 10.1016/j.9iq.2011.04.004.

[12] A. Majchrzak, S. Faraj, G. C. Kane, and B. Azad, “The contradictory influence of social media affordances on online
communal knowledge sharing,” J. Comput. Commun., vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 38-55, 2013, doi: 10.1111/jcc4.12030.

[13] B. N. R. B Narasimha Rao, “A Study on positive and negative effects of social media on society,” J. Sci. Technol., vol. 7,
no. 10, pp. 46-54, 2022, doi: 10.46243/jst.2022.v7.i10.pp46-54.

[14] T. P. Mackey and T. E. Jacobson, “Reframing information literacy as a metaliteracy,” Coll. Res. Libr., vol. 72, no. 1, pp.
62-78, 2011, doi: 10.5860/crl-76r1.

[15] D. Héttecke and D. Allchin, “Reconceptualizing nature-of-science education in the age of social media,” Sci. Educ., vol.
104, no. 4, pp. 641-666, 2020, doi: 10.1002/sce.21575.

[16] C. M. Leong, A. M. W. Loi, and S. Woon, “The influence of social media eWOM information on purchase intention,” J.
Mark. Anal., vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 145-157, 2022, doi: 10.1057/s41270-021-00132-9.

[17] S. Herwin, Mahmudah, “Analisis kejahatan berbahasa dalam bersosial media,” Fon J. Pendidik. Bhs. dan Sastra Indones.,
vol. 17, no. 2, pp. 159-168, 2021, doi: 10.25134/fon.v17i2.4431.

[18] R. R. de Mendonga, D. F. de Brito, F. de Franco Rosa, J. C. dos Reis, and R. Bonacin, “A framework for detecting
intentions of criminal acts in social media: A case study on twitter,” Inf.,, vol. 11, no. 3, pp. 1-40, 2020, doi:
10.3390/inf011030154.

[19] S. Savas and N. Topaloglu, “Data analysis through social media according to the classified crime,” Turkish J. Electr. Eng.
Comput. Sci., vol. 27, no. 1, pp. 407-420, 2019, doi: 10.3906/elk-1712-17.

[20] A. Ben-David and A. Matamoros-Fernandez, “Hate speech and covert discrimination on social media: Monitoring the
Facebook pages of extreme-right political parties in Spain,” Int. J. Commun., vol. 10, pp. 1167-1193, 2016, doi: 1932—
8036/20160005.

[21] Q. Xu, M. Cai, and T. K. MacKey, “The illegal wildlife digital market: An analysis of Chinese wildlife marketing and
sale on Facebook,” Environ. Conserv., vol. 47, no. 3, pp. 206-212, 2020, doi: 10.1017/S0376892920000235.

[22] S. Armoogum, D. A. Dewi, V. Armoogum, N. Melanie, and T. B. Kurniawan, “Unveiling criminal activity: A social media
mining approach to crime prediction,” J. Appl. Data Sci., vol. 5, no. 3, pp. 1482-1494, 2024, doi: 10.47738/jads.v5i3.350.

[23] Ahmad Wildan Rofrofil Akmal, “Eksistensi penerapan keadilan restoratif melalui mediasi penal perspektif maslahah
mursalah di Indonesia,” Yurispruden J. Fak. Huk. Univ. Islam Malang, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 200-222, 2024, doi:
10.33474/yur.v7i2.21598.

[24] T. Manihuruk, R. Pratiwi, and M. Afrizal, “Penegakan hukum terhadap tindak pidana pencemaran nama baik melalui
media elektronik,” J. Huk. Respublica Fak. Huk. Univ. Lancang Kuning, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 45-60, 2020, doi:
10.31849/respublica.v22i2.13980.

[25] H. Nasution, “Pencemaran nama baik dalam perspektif linguistik forensik,” Kelasa, vol. 14, no. 1, 2020, doi:
10.26499/kelasa.v14i1.77.

[26] S. Arimi, M. Adelawati, U. G. Mada, J. S. Humaniora, K. Malang, and D. I. Yogyakarta, “Kasus hukum Ahmad Dhani :
Kajian linguistik forensik,” Suar Betang, vol. 19, no. 4, 2023, doi: 10.26499/surbet.v19i1.14995.

[27] Y. Suryani, R. Istianingrum, and S. U. Hanik, “Linguistik forensik ujaran kebencian terhadap artis Aurel Hermansyah di
media sosial instagram,” BELAJAR Bhs. J. llm. Progr. Stud. Pendidik. Bhs. dan Sastra Indones., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 107—
118, 2021, doi: 10.32528/bb.v6i1.4167.

[28] M. Mintowati, “Pencemaran nama baik: Kajian linguistik forensik,” Paramasastra, vol. 3, no. 2, 2016, doi:
10.26740/parama.v3i2.1525.

[29] R. Halid, “Tindak tutur pelaku pecemaran nama baik di media sosial kajian linguistik forensik,” KREDO J. lim. Bhs. dan
Sastra, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 441-458, 2022, doi: 10.24176/kredo.v5i2.6342.

[30] M. B. Asri, D. Karsana, B. Riset, and N. Brin, “Lama dan paradigma baru terhadap penanganan kasus penghinaan dan /
atau pencemaran nama baik melalui media sosial di polda Sulawesi Tengah,” KOLITA Konf. Linguist. Tah. Atma Jaya
20, vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 201-211, 2021, doi: 10.25170/kolita.20.3796.

[31] F. Fatahuddin, E. Iswary, and F. Saleh, “Tindak tutur asertif pencemaran nama baik di sosial media,” J. Idiom. J. Pendidik.
Bhs. dan Sastra Indones., vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 8-22, 2022, doi: 10.46918/idiomatik.v5i1.1412.

[32] D. Rika Widianita, “Penyuluhan etika dan attitude bermedia sosial di usia remaja pada tingkat sekolah menengah atas,”
AT-TAWASSUTH J. Ekon. Islam, vol. VI, no. I, pp. 1-19, 2023, doi: 10.36987/ikabinaenpabolo.v3i2.4721.

[33] N. Meilinda, F. Malinda, and S. M. Aisyah, “Literasi digital pada remaja digital (sosialisasi pemanfaatan media sosial
bagi pelajar sekolah menengah atas),” J. Abdimas Mandiri, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 62-69, 2020, doi: 10.36982/jam.v4i1.1047.

[34] T. Yeldy, H. A. Putra, N. Yuliana, U. Sultan, and A. Tirtayasa, “Peran influencer kontroversial dalam membentuk gaya
komunikasi pengikutnya,” Triwikrama J. Multidisiplin lImu Sos., vol. 2, no. 4, pp. 2023-2054, 2023, doi:
10.6578/triwikrama.v2i5.1069.

[35] I. Rahmawati, “The analysis of cyber crime threat risk management to increase cyber defense,” J. Pertahanan Bela
Negara, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 51-66, 2017, doi: 10.33172/jpbh.v7i2.193.

[36] A. U. H. Prabu Wisnu Puji Wibowo, Leli Indriyani, Muhammad Hanif Abdurrahman, “Menelaah para oknum yang tidak
bijak dalam menggunakan media sosial atau cyberspace,” Kult. J. llmu Hukum, Sos. dan Hum., vol. 1, no. 5, pp. 320-
330, 2023, doi: 10.572349/kultura.v1i5.565.

[37] M. Fadhli, Sufiyandi, and Wisman, “Peningkatan kesadaran masyarakat dalam menggunakan bahasa yang bijak di media
sosial pada era digitalisasi,” J. Abdi Pendidik., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 25-31, 2020, doi: 10.33369/abdipendidikan.1.1.25%20-
31.

[38] L. W. Evelina, “Analisis isu S (suku) A (agama) R (ras) A (antar golongan) di media social Indonesia,” J. Ultim. Comm,
vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 107-122, 2015, doi: 10.31937/ultimacomm.v7i1.426.

[39] F. Pahlevi, “Pemberantasan korupsi di Indonesia perspektif legal system lawrence M. Freidmen,” El-Dusturie, vol. 1, no.

Jou. of. Lang. Lit. Ed. Resc, Vol. 1, No. 2, December 2024: 102 - 113



Jou. of. Lang. Lit. Ed. Resc ISSN: 3062-7915 0 113

1, 2022, doi: 10.21154/eldusturie.v1i1.4097.

[40] D. Maharani and M. F. Hakim, “Sosialisasi penggunaan etiket media sosial dan bahaya penyalahgunaan media sosial pada
siswa-siswi MTS Al Muawanah,” Massa APJIKI J. ..., vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 63-67, 2023, doi: 10.25008/massa.v1i2.202.

[41] D. Wulandari and B. Ramadi, “Peran media sosial dalam mengungkapkan kasus korupsi dan dampak terhadap opini
publik,” J. Huk. dan Kewarganegaraan, vol. 1, no. 2, 2023, doi: 10.3783/causa.v1i2.642.

[42] B. J. Soetanto et al., “Penggunaan bahasa tabu oleh generasi Z kota Surabaya dimedia sosial tiktok,” J. Serunai IImu
Pendidik., vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 294-306, 2023, doi: 10.24967/jcs.v8i2.2313.

[43] E. Sholihatin, “An analysis of illocutionary and perlocutionary speech act in defamation texts,” J. Lang. Lang. Teach.,
vol. 7, no. 1, p. 49, 2020, doi: 10.33394/jollt.v7i1.1438.

[44] A. F. Christie, “Defamation law’s chilling effect: a comparative content analysis of Australian and US newspapers,” Media
Arts Law Rev., vol. 12, no. 3, pp. 279-291, 2007, doi: 10.18415/ijmmu.v10i4.4643.

[45] A. Antony, “Balancing justice and reconciliation: Restorative approaches to criminal defamation settlement,” Barelang J.
Leg. Stud., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 15-30, 2023, doi: 10.37253/barjoules.v1il1.7749.

[46] A. U. Hosnah, H. Antoni, and R. Yofany, “Law enforcement against perpetrators of defamation through social media
based on the ITE law,” Int. J. Multicult. Multireligious Underst.,, no. 11, pp. 362-372, 2023, doi:
10.18415/ijmmu.v10i4.4643.

[47] M. Zifana, I. Lukmana, and D. Sudana, “The portrayal of defamation case defendant in court verdict,” Indones. J. Appl.
Linguist., vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 94-103, 2021, doi: 10.17509/ijal.v11i1.34672.

[48] J. Yang and Y. Wang, “An study of the type of interorganizational defamation risk based on Grounded Theory —— an
analysis from the Chinese scenario,” Int. J. Front. Sociol., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 75-88, 2019, doi: 10.25236/1JFS.2019.010108.

[49] E. Sholihatin, S. Sukirmiyadi, and N. Haryono, “Analysis of police investigation interviews in defamation cases: A
forensic linguistics perspective,” J. Lang. Lang. Teach., vol. 12, no. 3, p. 1137, 2024, doi: 10.33394/jol1t.v12i3.12064.

[50] Z. Zakaria and S. A. Harun, “Cyber defamation awareness among sdolescent: Case studies in one private institution,” J.
Phys. Conf. Ser., vol. 1529, no. 5, 2020, doi: 10.1088/1742-6596/1529/5/052087.

[51] O. Mailani, I. Nuraeni, S. A. Syakila, and J. Lazuardi, “Bahasa sebagai alat komunikasi dalam kehidupan manusia,”
Kampret J., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 1-10, 2022, doi: 10.35335/kampret.v1i1.8.

[52] S. Mislikhah, “Kesantunan tuturan,” Ar-Raniry Int. J. Islam. Stud., vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 285--296, 2014, doi:
10.22373/jar.v1i2.7384.

[53] W. Waridah, “Berkomunikasi dengan berbahasa yang efektif dapat meningkatkan kinerja,” J. SIMBOLIKA Res. Learn.
Commun. Study, vol. 2, no. 2, 2016, doi: 10.31289/simbollika.v2i2.1036.

[54] M. A. Putri, F. Arifin, and A. Hadziq, “Stimulasi bahasa anak usia dini melalui metode bercerita,” J. Islam. Early Child.
Educ., vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 55-71, 2020, doi: 10.22515/abna.v1i1.3264.

[55] G. N. K. Putrayasa, “Peran dan fungsi bahasa Indonesia dalam pembangunan bangsa,” J. Ecobisma, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 26—
34, 2014, doi: 10.31004/jrpp.v7i3.31293.

[56] K. Furgan, Muhammad Syarif, Hasrat Efendi Samosir, “Peran retorika dalam media sosial dan pengaruhnya terhadap
pemilih muda pada pemilihan umum,” KALAM J. Agama dan Sos. Hum., vol. 11, no. 2, 2023, doi:
10.47574/kalam.v11i2.200.

[571 N. R. Ruzibaeva, “Understanding pragmatic analysis in linguistics: Unraveling the intricacies of contextual
communication,” Eur. Int. J. Philol. Sci., vol. 3, no. 12, pp. 6-10, 2023, doi: 10.55640/eijps-03-12-02.

[58] R. Setyawan and T. Wiraatmaja, “The analysis of semantic and pragmatic context in,” Celt. A J. Cult. English Lang.
Teaching, Lit. Linguist., vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 45-57, 2018, doi: 10.22219/celtic.v5i2.7619.

[59] I. Abushihab, “A Pragmatic stylistic framework for text analysis,” Int. J. Educ., vol. 7, no. 1, p. 110, 2015, doi:
10.5296/ije.v7i1.7015.

[60] D. S. Khramchenko, “How headlines communicate: A functional-pragmatic analysis of small-format texts in English-
language mass media,” Training, Lang. Cult., vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 30-38, 2023, doi: 10.22363/2521-442X-2023-7-2-30-38.

[61] B. W. Head, “Evidence-Based Policymaking - Speaking Truth to Power?,” Aust. J. Public Adm., vol. 72, no. 4, pp. 397—
403, 2013, doi: 10.1111/1467-8500.12037.

Forensic Linguistic Analysis of Defamation in Everyday Life... (Ndamononghenda Ndalipo Ndatyapo)



