CHAPTER THREE

COMMUNICATION AND DEVELOPMENT: NEW MEDIA SUBS‘@M

ISLAMIC FUNDAMENTALISM IN THE AGE OF GLOBAL*ON

This chapter briefly reviews the various theoretical foun timd conceptual
rz

frameworks in relation to communication for developmen tes lo the research

construct of variables. In this study, the first RO1: To i igate Weds and

X
iteratures dks@ons
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expectations for new media. An assessment of conne

of relevant concepts of communication for

substratum Islamic fundamental in the age“f gl

the chapter, albeit it is not exhaustive.\ >

3.1 Introduction N
&

o
In the first place, eve MIQI e re@w tradition is always based

in
on previous studies. \% ini ;bo@corroborate this idea, arguing
that researchers @vays lu

&
stui&s}as building blocks to begin any

investigation. A% It, p 'esear ecomes critical in performing current
¢
research bas ientific fact frém G t body of literature.
: ) N .
H% incejt 9\\/ IS onted with a plethora of terms, for the sake of
simplici the terms comm(.%?é’ ation and development, communication for
N

xlent, development communication, and communication development will be

d
Ggoyed in this chapter with likeness and resemblance.
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3.2 The Media and Development

Scholars have questioned the importance of media as a development too WW
the advent of new media, and further research is needed. Indeed, it is th at
this study focuses on the function of new media in connection to‘&opment
communication. Y'

For the most part, broad assumptions about media and_develepment emerged
after WWII, based on the views and arguments of early p XII(e'Daniel Lerner
(1958) in The Passing of Traditional Society: Modernizi e Mi d"é{gd[zavid C.

McClelland (1961) in The Achieving Society, Wi chra 6@ j@lass

Media and National Development, and Everet gers and odeBEémaker

ultln\al roacf@v~
According to Schramm (1964\E}ed|a pla cr Q? utilization in

(1969) in Communication of Innovations: A&Qs;

development, particularly in Third countr at, “the task of the
\

mass media of information and me&a 0 (lfg:?s to speed and ease the

long, slow social transfo rj r ec |c development, and, in

k of bl human resources behind the

particular, to speed ar% the t

national effort.” \ '

Without agdoubty me ned ca-s; gateway to a larger world and were

viewed as Ehl d elo n?'nb liers, particularly in the Third World.

emek }) Sch&nm s Mass Media and National Development

IS thﬂ,gMest idea for defmm@medla development link in the 1960s. Schramm’s
b% s remained a good starting point for research in communication for
Q opment, and he listed twelve justifications for media needs and expectations,
cluding broadening horizons; focusing attention on relevant issues; raising

aspiration; creating a climate for development; assisting in the change of strongly
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held attitudes or values that are not conducive to development; feeding interpersonal
communication channels; conferring status.; broadening the policy dia >

enforcing social norms; helping form tastes; affecting attitudes Iightl@nd

canalizing stronger attitudes, and; helping substantially in all types oféﬂg{ion and

training (Hornik, 1988; Schramm, 1976). Q
However, Jayaweera (1991) backed Rogers and Shoe aM%Q) view of

diffusion of innovations, citing the 1950s and 1960s as t ys c'f the hypnotic
faith in the media as a change agent for growth. In this'éentext, & ¢ gent is a
8

ers ﬁt(j a&@r‘ze'a
en_a ignifiéant increase in
L Signden i

Y, me rly ra@:qn order to
obtain development-related informatio\% Cs<

Eventually, Melkote (2001) s p the %d s@ere thought to have

N,
powerful, uniform and direct %e onnindi ualszé/@he mass media) were
velopme

considered as magic multi %f tT @nefits in the Third World
nations. The strength mass medi Ia§/ ibtheir one-way, top-down and
o

professional who is able to influence the attitudes

social system innovation. As a result, there

«Q

investment in media and communication tw

simultaneous and disserrli Andﬁw the elites in every nation were
required to mow the opu , the control of the prestigious mass
¢
media by t %ved heir OKOH&:} nd political interests... Administrators,
- - \ - -
and field" wor P sineerely believed in the great power of the mass

researc
| . s
med arbingers of moder@@ influences.”

6 Defining the Concept: Communication and Development
Essentially, communication for development is a hybrid notion that combines
the phrases communication and development. It cannot, however, be defined or
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understood without reference to communication and development, as it is a concept
aimed at eradicating poverty and upholding human rights in development. Yv
To begin with, Nora C. Quebral invented the phrase “d@en‘c

communication” in the 1950s. She characterizes development com on as a

subclass of mass communication theory, with different meanings, ideologies, and

approaches depending on time and place (Manyozo, 2012; Carr an yes, 2015).
gon

According to Quebral (2012), “development com 's the art and
science of human communication applied to the speedy sfor aw country

"X
and the mass of its people from poverty to a dynami e of economi dro@that
makes possible greater social equity and the | filw mam@f.ential.”

X
ind@umunication for
development as “...in essence (...) %shar@agw gétﬁmed at reaching a

% 4 )

(Gunardi et. al., 1985; UNDP, 2011; FAO,% 0\

Prior, Servaes and Lie (2003) a tha the notio

consensus for action that takes ount the in rests,(ge s and capacities of all

concerned. It is thus a socii \Eross.f m 'cati@dia are important tools in

achieving this proce heir use isl not @' aim in itself—interpersonal
4 ’ &

communication too t play al

Bessette (1996)"agree
¢

I 5
plan and Ei Iques [of _in rpe'rS(Czjl communication targeted at attaining
t. Si

NN
developme milagly. ?bordﬂé()Ol) defines development communication as

the communication me@ds and principles in the development process to
N

a x&the main concerns of the postwar world in terms of lack of progress in
omparison to Western countries.

Nonetheless, Wilkins et al. (2014) defines development communication as the

strategic use of communication technology to promote social change. The diffusion
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or mechanistic model and the participative or organic model are two paradigms that
split development efforts. However, the development process is not dependen?v
single model because it can be blended to create a new hybrid approach. (0\
Melkote and Steeve (2001), on the other hand, called for a mor@&nact but
comprehensive picture of development communication as “Develomls usually

understood to mean the process by which societal con tzon e improved...
ISy org

Empowerment... is defined as the process by which indi 'mizations and
communities gain control and mastery over social an ono 'ans, over
L ]

democratic participation within their communities,

overl the oz’ie&‘.—}Our

rom derstanding of

i asoTha meau@:qt involves
issue at all level of consideration: wassroots o@ nity, regional,
S

national and global level. Cf) Y A
N,
Yet, in the wake of gl%m a&e, Chi (19@takes a holistic view

arguing that development mr v@rnatlonally, state actors,
international organiza%t multinatio Eo@atlons should work towards a
free flow of commu@n, WTI \fake |nto unt the pluralist nature of global

society and addres lst r@t’e on both the information/cultural

o

understanding of development communication

development as empowerment and comm

<

production htrlb ion_s esfsé.? have to equilibrate universalizing and

particularizingwforceg” for 'mestle%\d foreign policy reasons. At the level of the

mdqQ empowerment sho ncrease one’s ability to balance tradition and
R
xhty within oneself and within the local community.”

As a result, foreign aid initiatives to underdeveloped countries in Asia, Africa,

d Latin America sparked development communication in the 1950s. The
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program’s major weapon in the fight against poverty, illiteracy, health crises, and
political and social insecurity is communication theory and method in developnwv
As a result, a theory of development communication becomes a criti ax to

unlocking the door to difficulties such as social problems, knowle@%ps, and

societal inequalities. Q
3.3.1 Communication z '

Probably, discussing the meaning of communicatiofigbrings p\’m'éde’s most
®

udience as e':oiégtgnt

der% nic world,
annouénd Warren

Weaver’s late 1940s models - who s % in What nel @%\/hom and with

basic model, which identified the speaker, speech,

elements of the communication. Most of tod

however, is influenced by Harold Lasswéll’s,

what effect? The addition of the ch as a dls\be ;@s in response to the

expansion of new communlca ia Slféh assprint, t@raph radio, television,
and new media (Rogers a auj/ X 99 Narula, 2006; Fiske,
2010; McQuails, 201 nd Davis, i, i@s and Holmes, 2011; Danesi,

$ f &
2013; Massie, ZOKJ | %(J
However, scommunic |t|o an be divided into two schools of

\ :
thought: se &)ﬂd process. c&rdc_‘?to the semiotic school, communication is
defined %k producti and @erchange of meanings in a sociocultural

env nt in order to prom@ﬂeractlon between messages and receivers in order

/

t e meanings by focusing on the text of messages. The process school, on the
Q hand, defines communication as the mechanical transfer of messages from
nders to receivers, with the focus on the communication channel (Beck et. al.,
2004; Wodak and Koller, 2008; Fiske, 2010; Danesi, 2013).
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In a contemporary setting, McQuail (2010) defines communication as the
transmission of a message about something to a receiver. Fiske (2010), on the
hand, contends that communication is a human activity including social @IOH
rather than identifiable messages. Fiske’s definition connects to Serva*}anation
of communication and growth as a social process. Y'

However, for the purposes of this study, communicat'oansidered as a
human process that is inextricably linked to the sociocult R;t.'As a result, in
contrast to Habermass’s (1971) dialogic communica this S‘M@n‘s more
toward the process school than the semiotic scho conne¢tio M@la’s

4
N Y}/T
VAP S
3.3.2 Development \% 6

The theme of development %Jcial. \Nhgd ,@3'32-1406 A.D.)), an
"'TBI y N
Islamic social thinker, first %1 the’1 notign «of (@Iopment in his book

Mugaddimah (An Introduc{;h HT 0 Puti@ngomena) (Mowlana and
Wilson, 1990). Howev% few decades, d‘svs@)ment has been a focal point in

4 2
communication Iitew Wiﬂ] \n& of n@beas emerging in response to lbn
Khaldun’s obs@ t 'olog@’ advancement has an impact on
¢
developmen % S (j')
NN

Ind€ed, moderpizati ,‘,Wes zation, and Europeanization are all part of

(2007; 2013) holistic model of Islamic communi

today’ finition of develo@ﬁ. Nonetheless, postwar imperialistic and euro-
C \mions to solve the issue of underdevelopment in Third World countries gave

irth to the concept of development. Truman’s inaugural address, in which he called

r the US to “develop” the South, kicked off a development revolution
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(Mefalopulos, 2008; Project Gutenberg, 2008; UNDP, 2011; FAO, 2014; Rist, 2014;

Wilkins, et. al., 2014). Y-

Initially, a development theory in the field of communication Wa® on
1950s and 1960s American modernization conceptions. It is an in process
encompassing in-depth and structural changes that result in an Eease in the

community’s overall quality of life, and it assumes the edla 1gn1ﬁcance in
innovation diffusion, trickle-down effect, and new adop awtr (Jayaweera,
1991; UNDP, 2011; Rist, 2014; Wilkins, et. al., 2014).

ntinuu dq\/e_Ké%ment
; R% ; |I@,~et. al.,

2014): V 0\ g
a.  Latecomers (to develop 870 )C%evelopment as
industrialization and cat up Wlt '\
\
b.  Colonial economi arﬂj af )q-<§talopment as resource

management an*i; d g&tries;
C. Developme%

According to Pieterse (2001), the historic

consisting nine perspectives as follows (UN

o

« (2]
=.

© O

&~

o

(1 5fmb= economic growth in the form
.‘

of indu |zat|0 \Pde elorﬁﬁlﬁ/

d.  Moderniz 950 after) - development as growth in

!
&ac, paliti aI dgo aI odernization terms;
%kndemxatgjjy 1965 and after) - development as an autocentric
Y—v
process of accumu aﬁgﬁ of wealth nationally;

%\ Alternative development and human development (1970s and after) -
Q development as capacitating and enlargement of people’s choices and

human flourishing respectively;
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g.  Neo-liberalism (1980) - development as economic growth as in structural

reform, deregulation, liberalization and privatization; and

h.  Post-development (1990 and after) - development is at@s&lan

In a nutshell, the widespread application of the devqloNEm lexicon as a
d

engineering and a disaster.

conceptual framework in a plethora of literatures coRstit postcolonial
phenomenon. Nonetheless, because it was conn wi h.\denization,

Westernization, and Europeanization in the 1940s a

@
0s, the ter dq\/e_kﬂggnt

of _discussi M wiana and
N Y

1; FAO®2014; ist,Z@} ilkins et.
& 7 s

o 3N

3.4 The State of Communic%d DeQ/elop et %
The modernization p hWa' ponsible QA large part of post-World
; The

War Il communicatio pment.
4 ¢ &
tackle Third Wowlopmf gh c unication, namely media. In this
sense, media isw as a 'f trar(i(i&lming traditional society’s pre-modern
¢
and backwar % and ra% i‘tow ern ones (Mowlana, 1990; Inagaki, 2007,
% Y

8; UNDP Pll;?‘ , 2014; Rist, 2014; Wilkins et. al., 2014).

is used in this study to enlighten and guide t

Wilson, 1990; Mefalopulos, 2008; UNDP,

Mefalopulo

Anreviously stated, @historical evolution of modernization arose in
:EXS 1949 inauguration address, which classifies and addresses the Southern
sphere’s countries as “underdeveloped territories” and requests additional

& |
sistance. Indeed, this is the point at which the development age begins.



According to Truman (1949), the United States’ continued support of the
United Nations, the expansion and continuation of the Marshall Plan to r
postwar Western Europe, the formation of a North Atlantic Treaty O@

(NATO) to counter the impending threat of the Soviet Union, and th?%smn of

the existing U.S. international aid programme to Latin America to countries in
Asia and Africa (Melkote and Steeves, 2001; Mefalopulo DP, 2011;
FAO, 2014; Rist, 2014; Wilkins, et. al., 2014). '

At the same time, early communication for deve ent he oted that

underdevelopment. Indeed, in the 1950s an

hefl d@ﬁds on

techniques and strategies from the North ther\s such banlzatlon

industrialization, literacy, and media ewaled to po and economic
prosperity (Mowlana et. al., 1988; %ote an % @Mefalopulos 2008;

Rist, 2014; Wilkins, et. al., 2014% ° 43‘?

Nonetheless, due to Mtlo pe ency political and economic
reforms such as free t %Nol, th (;u ’ ower over economic policies
weakened in the 19 Howevla th b to awaken in the 1990s as a result

eras pr com ram k for study on development communication

of people’s p icipation evelo t strategy Although development

movements adl @%u@gﬁy incompatible, establishing development
ti

(Me Steeves 2001; M pulos 2008; Rist, 2014; Wilkins, et. al., 2014).

6. The Dominant Paradigm: Modernization
Modernization is a social science hypothesis about social transformation in

cultures between the North and the South, and it is geared as a dominant paradigm in
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development. Modernization is a term that was coined in the 1950s to describe how
development is measured using quantitative indicators including produc?;,'

democracy, industrialization, urbanization, literacy, and life expectanc@ote

and Steeves, 2001; Mefalopulos, 2008; UNDP, 2011; FAO, 2014;™Rist, 2014;
Wilkins, et. al., 2014). Y'
Since its inception, modernization has had huge social, cultural{ and economic

ramifications, prompting Truman’s inaugural to establish ('ur Program to

provide technical help to developing countries as follows,(Tru arWMelkote

XY
and Steeves, 2001; Mefalopulos, 2008; UNDP, » FAO,! 20 Flisi%OM;

Wilkins, et. al., 2014): “Fourth, we must emba 0|% ram.fof making
the benefits of our scientific advances and, industri ess a;@;gle for the
improvement and growth of underdeveleped aeas. Mor n h@'ﬁe people of the

world are living in conditions appﬁ%ing mis\.Ih i pg\s inadequate. They
-}' y N,
are victims of disease. Their ec%' i primiti

ife is primitive an gnant. Their poverty is

&

a handicap and a threat qu}Mem [ 0 more @erous areas. For the first

time in history, human ses thetkno edbe-abf skill to relieve the suffering of
4 ’ &

these people.” (./

Accordingg.to a %\Qisitio ‘s%ﬁnderdevelopment in the context of

¢
modernity is esult of inter d:lttéjgarriers in the South created by ignorance,

N
backwaQs) d infanit he Nﬂ&l’s development. As a result, massive doses of

top-%communication dek d by the North through major infrastructure

3,
77

i ﬁhnt have been promoted as a universal cure for underdevelopment in the

G , including breaking down traditional values, introducing technical skills,
couraging national integration, and speeding up the growth of formal education



(Truman, 1949; Melkote and Steeves, 2001; Mefalopulos, 2008; UNDP, 2011; FAO,

2014; Rist, 2014; Wilkins, et. al., 2014).

With reference to developed countries, modernization was concept sa

2’@4

stage conversion from tradition to modernity, and it was claimed to ctional,

irreversible, and progressive in this context. Even in the work of the Wnited Nations

4

in the 1960s and 1980s, it was clear that most social intervention i
g5;

4

atives founded
on the premise that newer was better than old ways (Serv I\/'owlana et. al.,
1988; Dictionary of Sociology, 1998; Gonzales, 1991; kote n.a*é.@és, 2001,
L ]
|
=\
in whi cul@ can be
categorized into two types: traditional and W orapﬂ. er W@S;Romow’s
key essay The Phases of Economic Gl‘%@\lon-Com st N@i‘esto on take-off
he,mos

or stages of growth model of devel nt was \l‘? JT~popular theories of
N,

Mefalopulos, 2008; Wilkins et. al., 2014).

Finally, modernization adopts a bipolar

development that impacted T oint Four

ogran(z’g. orth foreign policy in
the 1950s (Melkote & St hOOII il, 2040;" Danesi, 2013; Donsbach,

2015). c,) S
4 b 4
\aﬁa itio s

According to tow (19F %so i
development and canwasse i
¢
societies hav g@a

ciety of the South was resistant to
ges e pattern of evolution that modern
d through, cﬂjdieg?raditional society, pre-condition for take-

NN
off, the% , drivé rity high mass consumption. The logic was that

today. ditional societies c@aths with the industrial growth path. As a result,
i ional aid-driven development is equated with industrial production, economic
rosperity, and a market economy (Mowlana et. al., 1988; Servaes, 1999; Melkote

Qﬂ Steeves, 2001; Haefele, 2003; McPhail, 2010; Hulme, 2015).
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In a similar tone, Daniel Lerner, a sociologist at Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, conducted a large-scale study in the Middle East to understan
relationship between mass media and modernization in the context of com@h
and development.

Prior to Rostow’s notion of modernization, there was Lern vnoneermg
fundamental treatise from 1958. As part of Truman’s (1949) ur Program to
provide technical help to traditional civilizations on the r &n.de'rnlzatlon The
Passing of Traditional Society became a seminal study™i t‘)etween
communication and modernization. Modernizatio cording t e'n@& a
transitory process aided by empathy of p uItJr ch .{/‘Treadlng
newspapers to find knowledge in or d to , promaete Wth ,@emer 1958;

Goonasekera, 1987; Mowlana et. al. S@\Aody, 2 Ada@ 2006; Inagaki,

2007; McPhail, 2010; Ameyu, 2014 Y

Lerner (1958) believes th |n rﬂoder @clet e more empathy since
exposed to new ideas and h th ppar cha Second Lerner claims that
exposure to mass me % h abl t n by transporting people into

4 $ &
actual and magmeNKms fla seen re This condition facilitates the

modermzatlon ges 1rd, theorized a modernity system by

des
!
proving a s beZeen t S@ of mass media and modern institutions.

L I based on above elements that claimed

trad n C|V|I|zat|ons beco@w‘lodernlzed if they have a tendency to become
d% d, literate, exposed to mass media, and participating in the democratic
al process. Moreover, Lerner claims that the media serves a unique purpose in

Qosing people to new persons, ideas, and attitudes.
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Furthermore, the mass media serve as a signal of new ideas and accelerate the
process of modernization into isolated traditional communities, replacin?!
structure of life, values, and behavior as seen in western society (Le@s&
Schramm, 1964; Mowlana et. al., 1988; Servaes, 1999; Mody, 2003; , 2006;
Inagaki, 2007; McPhail, 2010; He, 2012). Y'

As a result, the mass media has played an increasingly important utilization in
portraying the undeveloped societies of the South. Othe % ch as Wilbur

Schramm, who advocated similar concepts, have expres heir iswwith the

. o . . 9 X
situation. By introducing new ideals, attitudes, an es of Imohi y' St_éy m
(1964) proposes mass media as a medium fo isting and’ creati g a.&l/%ate for
development. \/ q\ \ S‘
According to Schramm (196N§9 media on @Natchdogs and

channels for social change in the %t of co \(mi?ati ,@’d development, and

N,

play three important utilizationsgi ernizationy(Serva 99; Baran and Davis,

2011; Wimmer and Dominick, 2 ):.l/

_ﬁo
S
a.  Tocreate alcli onducive to hath'
4 b o 4%
b. Toserve@sa multipll \Hn orm y reaching large numbers of

people through di ann <‘%’md
)

¢

!
C. g@eas se0 atisnﬂj‘és? by delivering the same messages to all
: N
Qe/ ns of the 9ulat|on§\
% 1
A\ S
a similar context, Rogers (1976) advocated for the use of mass media in the
& rnization paradigm. Rogers demonstrates that the information transmission
odel of communication was systematic, as evidenced by the diffusion of

innovations conceptual framework, which explains how individuals embrace a new

71



idea over time. In this way, development is a sort of social change in which new
ideas from the North’s elites introduced into a social structure to assi?’
underdeveloped in the South improve faster. (}
According to Rogers (1978), the diffusion process is a so inated
paradigm and has been viewed as a vertical top-down or "trickle down™ model. In

view of that, five steps on the way to adoption of innov iomhe context of

development have been identified: '
a.  Awareness; ‘é .\d‘
b.  Knowledge and interest; é ' _\q‘r
c.  Decision; Y' \o' \,‘T

d.  Trial;and é‘r
e.  Adoption/rejection; \%V ? é
iéj)conﬂe}yx 5\

However, Baran and Dav nd thatdiffusion is a source-dominated

=

f‘ba&@ up by McQuail (2010), who

’ &
used the phrases&hy oi \s\and lﬁdedge’ and “linearity of effect” to
describe the eli& d to 'n (R&g:éé and Kincaid, 1981; Servaes, 1999;

: 2
Waisbord, 20017 Adams, 2006 Ir{g i, 2007; Mefalopulos, 2008; Wilkins et. al.,
>
2014). %i ? S
& i
e

rtheless, Rogers @Kincaid (1981) observed that ideas through a

paradigm that views com mn f[ € erspeo@ of elites with the goal of
n

not

w

disseminating an innovati hi

A\

S lon of stages before being generally adopted by societies. People usually
otified of new developments through media channels, and a limited number of risk
kers known as early adopters will be the first to accept innovations. Then, one by

one, people begin to adopt innovation. Later, an opinion leader emerged,
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encouraging people to adopt innovations rapidly. Lastly it follows by final small

group, known as late adopters/laggards (the poorest in societies). Yv
Ultimately, Rogers (1995) concluded diffusion of innovation is “the {pr by
which (1) an innovation (2) is communicated through certain channel ver time

(4) among the members of a social system” to propagates developm%.rhe context
of modernization. As well, the adoption of innovation oceurs whenythe source and

the receiver have similar characteristics and interest.

assumption that information conveyed to an int dience t

\ ha
Wlﬁge, nges@t‘itudes and
behaviors, and/or practices. The medw/avement [ fusi@fs limited to the

early phases of awareness, knowled(eﬂd informati T ,<\
N,

ara(ﬂgm n be ed back to a social

&
scientific development mo }hner ll S), Sch@ (1960s), Rostow (1990s),
g th

and Rogers (1990s) W% e develo r:lént@ communication theorists who
4
\ﬂ( de an

believed in a linear %mode‘l i gavior change driven by exposure
to new ideas an /n%atio the media.

!
¢
At the %tim the ol%‘ o{_jc mmunication and development research

N
traditiongin thevcontext. of ?dernisé?on falls as well in Lasswell’s studies on the

source will result in the acquisition of rel t

Eventually, the moderni

utilization of media as prop@a, Lazarsfeld’s studies on the media powerful
e%%n changing people’s attitudes and behavior, and Hovland’s studies on the
tion of media in persuasion (Rogers, 1994; William, 2003; Baran and Davis,

dtl a
11; Wimmer and Dominick, 2014).



The above three traditions-propaganda, media effects (limited and two-step
flow), and media for persuasion - explain why communication for develoWHv
scholars advocated the instituting of mass media to promote modernizatio@and
persuade people to change their existing habits and adopt new ideas an viors.

However, referring to international communication in the context of

globalization communication and development, Chitty (2005 s that “/é/he
zeoc

founders of the field, Harold Lasswell and Daniel Lerner, 1upied with the
‘dark side’ of political propaganda and the ‘light " of eWation of
L ]

modernity respectively. é ' _\(—}
<

4
3.4.2 The Opposing Paradigm: Depende,wz Q\ \ g

Since the emergence of the de ency paradigm™ig<the Ié‘l%Os and early

1970s, a strong critique of the m ization p\hg‘«_xg% g@olved. By adopting

N,
First World (metropoles) and%/t:l@%?mnes@ study the correlation

&
between communication and_de opr[ dep R@hcy paradigm rejected the

lexicon of North and Ikote and S e‘\'/és,\@l; Mefalopulos, 2008; UNDP,

4
2011; FAO, 2014, R%)M; ~el. al.é&‘l%.
In this co@e de \ par@‘h is defined as an imperialist strategy

¢

with charactfigﬂ@that e Cco ar&blw he Marxist paradigm. Dependency claims

N
that progress of the JFirst World h&s to underdevelopment of the Third World

becﬂ maintains vertica@ﬁerarchical relations and a feudal interactional

‘@rk (Galtung, 1971; Servaes, 1999; Melkote and Steeves, 2001; Mefalopulos,

6 - Wilkins et. al., 2014).
As a result, trade partner concentration (where former colonies deal with the

metropolitan power) and commodity concentration (where periphery nations
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manufacture a single (or a few) main products for export) arose as key economic
repercussions of this system (Galtung, 1971; Servaes, 1999; Melkote and St ;
2001; Mefalopulos, 2008; Wilkins et. al., 2014). (ﬁ\

Historically, dependency emerged in the early 1970s and pio y Juan
Diaz Bordenave, Luis Ramiro Beltran and Elizabeth Fox de Cardona Sifice criticizing
the modernization paradigm due to issues such as the utiliza 'OM’S Economic
Commission in Latin America, 1973 oil crisis, South relia \Y:th'for economic,
technological and political transformation. The criticiSfy,focus sWﬁligned
Movement (NAM) in the Third World and First Wor horitarian do trihe_'f}atin
America (Lent, 1987; Servaes, 1999; Melkote es@' alo@g, 2008;
Wilkins et. al., 2014). 0\ é\v

As a result, Frank (1966) demon bat the Thi orl@&rer-dependence

on the First World has resulted irc%loitation %e @as a result of the
-:"' y N
application of the external sl.%of tr%de [ mod&@aﬁon models. Several

concerns occur, for examp hr trIi ractices a source exploitation in the

Third World that bene i orld wealt (‘Sa@s 1999; Melkote and Steeves,
4 ¢ &
2001; Slattery, 20 Q%efalopi \20 8; gan 2010; Baran and Davis, 2011;
4 &

Wilkins et. al., ). NS
KN O
In th &@l of gomm ica'tioc_js dies, dependency theory sounds cynical
NN

e j
among % icatigh.Sc Prs. Aq“?rding to Beltran (1976) and Diaz-Bordenave
Yv

(197@&ependency on the\ such as the diffusion of innovation and
‘@zaﬁon unfairly attributed the problems of underdevelopment to internal
G | and structural problems. For example, Lerner (1958) blamed poor and illiterate
eople for the fate of underdevelopment due to issues such as resistance to change

and living under traditional practices.



The situation occurs due to the argument that mass media in underdeveloped
countries tend to provide accessibility only to the elite, and likewise, adoption o?u'
technology is restricted only to rich farmers. Furthermore, dependenc(%&ists

accurately pointed out that many modernization-era programs that d mass
media to promote development increased the economic and inforgiation gap in

underdeveloped countries (Mefalopulos, 2008; Baran and Da\(lsw:Z; Dillon, 2010;

Rist, 2014). '
As a result of the concerns regarding economi d infornatiof/gap, two
23
o o NS
significant movements emerged. First, in 1976, East-West er#e[{ag the

University of Hawaii organized the Internation entionfo mu@ion for
Development to address the top-do di ensiov com@':g(;tion for

development. It was then followed by@co deba oc®'for the right to

knowledge dissemination and med@stem reg\ﬁw(s @rm 1976; Mowlana

S
and Wilson 1990; Servaes, 1999; y, 2003). 2 « T

@d modern communication

As a result of critici mI’ e mony%
systems that dominat itfional media and lint@ational media flows, the New
4 ’ &
\TBQ Order. ICO) was born. Simultaneously,

World Information ah%ommlll
the MacBride qu ion'
structural a »ﬂ@w i

NN
commu ionwstratggics Fsserﬂ& Third World’s economic gap (Mefalopulos,

ssestﬂ;%ﬁt of the communication gap demands

!
to"pr éﬁ?e a balanced media flow and adequate

200&%n and Davis, 2011; W]y(lns et. al., 2014).
N
\ a result of the aforementioned circumstance, modernization supporters such
s Schramm and Rogers accepted the criticism and adapted new idea of economic
d communication gaps to better serve the demands of people in developing

countries. Schramm’s (1964) work on the utilization of mass media in national
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development focused on development as not only economic growth but also social
and cultural progress. He acknowledged that poor countries in the South m?!
“underdeveloped economically but highly developed in some (aspect \as)
...personal relationships... or art and philosophy...” Consequenﬂ*chramm
defined “underdevelopment” and “development” as terms that simpwefgr to stages
in a country’s general history (Baran and Davis, 2011; W'mﬁw~ nd Dominick,

l

Past communication theory from the 1940s and s ha bwined in

X
order to address critics. Models like the knowledge- eory, magic u,le_&@hy\()ry,
and spiral of silence theory, for example, are f% ility t%&ércome

disparities in media flow, access, and own% order t imula@g\jelopment.

eventually, the 1970s and beyond havé'heen aamined S the @‘has recognized

that media exposure alone is insuffﬁ% and tha\ﬂaﬁ

2014).

C r}(@ments such as social

-=g

N,
and psychological factors mu%ghli&hted i cord% bring about changes
(Klapper, 1960; Tichenor, }.,191 oelle-Neu , 1974; Mulugetta, 1986;
Baran and Davis, 2011 r and

i minick! 28@).
4 2 &fﬁ’
Overall, prol@ ofc\?ﬁ tioné evelopment recognize that media
n

and communica.w nec ' not@fcient, for change to occur. As a result,

¢
it was deem rtant to re fir!g cemmunication as a two-way process in which
NN
audienc% ly parti in the@ustruction and understanding of meaning.
.&*ers (1990) was nota@dpen to criticism, noting the ethnocentrism of the
instream paradigm and the flaws of a model that ignored exogenous causes of
nderdevelopment. In this regard, Rogers (1995) praised the aprés modern concept

r addressing alternative growth paths. Furthermore, Lerner (1958) emphasized that

“culture-specific” findings could be interpreted in ways that would divert social
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science from its essential utilization in encouraging growth, reflecting the historical
gap between science and culture as academic endeavors. Yv

Perhaps Roger’s aprés modern concept was engaged in this study to @ass
the work of many scholars who were not familiar with postmodern th did not
use it to examine globalization settings. Ten years after Jacques DerrWsented his
challenge to Western philosophy in addressing the issues of develepment, Rogers
penned his inclusive lines. '

Even though their research was conducted indep ntly fw‘her, the
rrida | definitely _isb\z;d

contemporaneity and perspectives. Like the \; s Derrida was

Latin  American dependentistas and Jacques

born outside of empire’s metropoles. Theyw

in government rhetoric. \: ,

In the end, Rogers (1978) ack@&dgedt \Iﬁga
that equity in distribution, partin%ﬁ, seIerIia Hancéf;eosynthesis of traditional

and modern systems shoul \ne:l o Derr@n sense, replace or add to)

p@mic critique, stating
N

Since ES iciefcy pr h&yef} iffusion, an alternative paradigm with an
u

N
al development emerged as a criticism of the modernization

D
3
o]
>
&

since the early 1970s¥ Participatory movements with strong roots in

sy
Xcritiques emerged in Latin and South America, focusing on grassroots
hamge. The idea is that interpersonal communication and personal involvement in

ecision-making is efficiently in bringing social and behavioral changes to ensure
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sustainable development (Rogers, 1976; Servaes, 1996; 1999; Melkote and Steeves,
2001; Inagaki, 2007; Ameyu, 2014; FAO, 2014; Wilkins et. al., 2014). Yv

Indeed, involving people in a participatory process has become the re% the
development context. Notwithstanding, a variety of terms are used td'&yibe this
emerging concept (Inagaki, 2007; Tufte and Mefalopulos, ZOWLiberation

Pedagogy (Freire, 1970); Putting The First (Chambers, 1983":Mgue Paradigm
1992);

(Guba, 1990); Empowerment Approach (Friedmann; Autonomous

Development (Carmen, 1996); Multiplicity Paradigm aes, 1999); f\nother
Development (Melkote and Steeves 2001). ' _\‘—}VC
Fundamentally, participatory communicati se in fe to .the vertical
(top-down) model of innovation dim reco?rb th&/elopment
communication could not exist solely @nformatio nsn@on. The primary

theoretical framework is based on (ﬂcept pr \ed%y @Freire, a Brazilian

. é Y o
educator philosopher known a ather of Partieipatey-Communication,” as a

means for individuals to }no] n over{éecisions that affect them

(Mefalopulos, 2008; U 1; FA " s et. al., 2014).
4 ¢ &

In this contewdit w givego/The Pedagogy of the Oppressed
(1972), which @he 'ut t?é’/ansformative power of dialogue and
¢
information ange in ac\::?g"so@ quity, democratic practices, and progress
NN
toward % ents

?teracri@ and horizontal communication performs of
info n exchange is vie@s critical to the empowerment of oppressed or

z
&,

d Nmtaged people for development (Waisbord, 2001; Minkler and Wallerstein,

5 ; Morris, 2003; Mefalopulos, 2008; UNDP, 2011; FAO, 2014; Wilkins et. al.,
14).



Rather than imposing an intervention to support community development, the
participatory approach appears to focus on working with people to identify w!'
plan, and implement programs. Furthermore, to advocate for develo@the
participatory model exclusively uses interpersonal channels such as g eetings,
workshops, and discussion, as well as localized small media such%s community
theatre (Thomas, 2002; Morris, 2003; Mefalopulos, 2008; UN PN).

Wilkins et al. (2014) supported participatory ap k:m unication as
horizontal information sharing or discourse, with de mert WCGSS of

X

grassroots engagement through group interaction. In ontext; parti ipﬁti_&ﬁ%ays

an influential utilization in social mobili?’ con{ m\eﬁads or
participation through interventions sucw duc:\tion emp@;{nent, fast

participatory appraisal, and community mﬂent in me§<
Eventually, a participatory f%ch is c\eLyTrel 9@&) both access and
N,

human rights to foster devel : This'ﬁppr inoqiﬁ?)rates the concepts of

multiplicity or another de mnt ointing o%Q‘e, importance of cultural

identity, democratizati&ticiition of IIos@'communities at all levels and

propagates them as Wientizla tical égusciousness). The most well-known
&

contribution is k 'rticatitﬁ’ horizontal approaches in fostering

¢

developmen was, 002; &rib 03; Mefalopulos, 2008; UNDP, 2011,
\

Wilkins% kom): e S

é o

cientization in this @e‘xt entails a serious awareness of one’s talents and

i%%&cies, as well as the determination to change one's performance or
artici

pation. Freire (1972) defined conscientization as “the process in which men,
ot as recipients, but as knowing subjects achieve a deepening awareness both of the

socio - cultural reality which shapes their lives, and of their capacity to transform
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that reality through action upon it”. To be sure, awareness escalating is not an
abstract idea, for it implies taking action to bring about change. Yv

Further, Freire (1972) implies that conscientization occurs “when | e%!hat
I am oppressed, | also know I can liberate myself if I transform the conﬂkltuatlon
where | found myself oppressed. Obviously I cannot transform it inymy head: that
would be to fall into the philosophical error of thinking % reness create

reality, it would be decreeing that | am free, by my mind”.

Furthermore, Freire (1972) enlightens that “consSeientiz Ws gomg
beyond the spontaneous phase of apprehension (@to a critical tﬁs@here
reality becomes a knowable object, where ma n |cal ce and

tries to know”. u\ g
Simply said, conscientization |s\ g proc tt QES people about
o

their rights, how to overcome pers nd s how to take action
against oppressive 51tuat10ns armn at ses on detecting and
exposing social and political_inconsist S rde&*}vercome repressive factors
caused by passiveness! m pe I) st I to articulate social inequity in
society, which ca ad tol atlon d express their experiences of
oppression wﬂ@ar ' re,(J 2, Waisbord, 2001; Morris, 2003;
Mefalopul S UN \ﬁll r?s’)et al., 2014).

InOthe ordf pro S of conscientization, learning comes before
actl is approach reqmres@gﬁeople to learn, act, and reflect and the process
c completed by a single individual. As a result, a social movement is needed

:'n er for people to shares expertise. Later on, the discussion process allows people

collaborate and share oppression-related ideas (Freire, 1972; Waisbord, 2001,
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Minkler and Wallerstein, 2002; Morris, 2003; Mefalopulos, 2008; UNDP, 2011,
Wilkins et. al., 2014). Yv

In this context, Freire (1972) argues that conscientization is achievéd gh
critical thinking, which is usually triggered by dialogue. This me t every
participant in a development dialogue has a right to talk or commtﬂa?e based on
their experience and knowledge. At the same time, communiﬁio~ ics should be

undertaken in order to avoid failures in participatory co n atior (Gerace and

Lazaro, 2006; Gumucio-Dagron, 2008; Huesca, 2008; alopulos; Wilkins
L ]
et. al., 2014). | &
=\
Prior to this, Habermas (1971) agrees wi consCienti ion%mreire’s

proposition and postulates that divide human,knowled ree Q@ZT cognitive

categories that progress toward criti@iousness. irst, @ knowledge or
technical knowledge refers to hov@s mar@;%n s4en ironment. Second,
practical knowledge refers to% socgl int aatiozo \d third, emancipatory
knowledge refers to “self- he” ﬁgxi n&inally, all of the categories
interpreted as the formati knovl/‘l dge ;!ev@pment processes (Minkler and

&
Wallerstein, 2002; I\'N@pulos' ~Purcell §0D9; Wilkins et. al., 2014).

In the Ion@rtic' 'alogté\ﬁélps individuals understand each other

¢
and their CEVM and chall gé. @ esponse to the vision of equality and
\

humanization that has d, a Il as the conscientization that has occurred,

o

pprj;Aand oppressors are to engage in dialogue, but with equal ability to
s

s%. ialogue encourages both of them to take action toward social recovery in

e of development in relation to communication, particularly new media in the

Qﬁ of globalization.
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However, unless the oppressor and oppressed groups are in an equal position,

the dialogue must be based on mutual trust. In the context of this study, for exa ;

a shift in consciousness allows individuals; particularly indigenm‘&\;les

particularly Kintak, to engage in dialogue aimed at promoting develop

3.5 Globalization Substratum Communication and DEVEIQEM
(&

The contentious term “globalization” now elicits actions. Some of

these reactions are lexicon-related. The origin of this p r ph as.e\hqdecome a

e g
fascinating topic in social science and the human@ell as prin p’m@han
37.7 million results in Google’s search box: esu% monstrates the

qérs;tions and

herculean efforts required to define a se, with i
interpretations. \
Yet, it is used in a variety (@Sys by \M$ )@als for a variety of
STl

objectives, and its history, a

discussed. While no sing k&iptil an ‘enco all of the encapsulated
interests, most global% orms inclu ;‘om@m threads such as economic
2

integration, technol socio-i \al\ cha@nd political shifts. These similar
threads serve % ame \H an@(mg the words and considering the
implications %enti re%séfo%%?globalization on indigenous peoples.

In r%y, there i i Iar@dy of literature on the possible nature and

phagg&;lobalization as Wel@é variety of definitions - from narrow notions that

f \1 trade liberalization to broader views, although still centered on economic
GEB (such as the international expansion of capital, labor, and technology flows).

However, it is critical to distinguish two distinct aspects of globalization: the

shrinkage of space and time caused by advances in transportation and
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communication technologies, and the policy choices of economic and political
change. According to the Oxford dictionary, the word “globalization” wa?’
employed in the 1930s. It entered the Merriam-Webster dictionary in 19@\5&, it
was widely used by economists and social scientists by the 1960s. -\
Nevertheless, in the context of communication and development substratum

globalization, the term “global village” coined in 1962 h* all McLuhan
Sm

emerged as an influential proposition to address the impac 'dia on society

in relation to development. Since its first appearance, thedpuzzw dWI village

'h&@ggs.

in the context of globalization has gone from | to cliché
Regardless of who coined it first, global villag i tesa\sﬁl i atio@'come a
concept, slogan, and term, as well as more% tly eeihoe han a&er term in

communication and development stud %dawn of

Globalization is fundamentallﬁ%\ a h@f$ si iz@*process, depending
on where you stand in the omensee aliigo\ as a brakeless train
destroying everything in i }QWhi m}mg@m in hopping aboard the
globalization wagon % irectiol of ecbne@c growth and modernization
(Giddens, 1990; Robegtson, 19? 4
Boudreaux, ZOO\L;IQH, ;

Howev %‘ﬂ th Iat‘e

tool in % ring & aping&he modern world and our living experiences.
| )y y .
Rea rom Roland Rober@(w%) proposition, “globalization as a concept

r%\)th to the compression of the world and the intensification of consciousness

'3
0; G:I(%ibul Haque, 2004; Scholte, 2005;

, 200
<

er, 2@‘ Ritzer and Dean, 2015).

60§ 0@ d, globalization is portrayed as a critical
NN

6 world as a whole”.
This awareness of global flows as a result of compression and intensification

echoed Anthony Giddens’ (1990) concept “the intensification of world - wide social
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relations which link distant localities in such a way that local happenings are shaped
by events occurring many miles away and vice versa” (Giddens, 1990). Yv
As a result, former Malaysia’s Prime Minister Najib Razak (2006) @ges
and affirmed that “globalization has allowed all of us to be much moré'&sible to
the world and the world available to us. The key question has Wbeen our
willingness, our ability and our capacity to be part of this glo aMorld” in order
to grasps the concept of a developed nation. In other &Ili'/es in various
locales are increasingly influencing one another on a glebal sca Wto reach
L ]
the pinnacle of development. ' _\‘—}
In a nutshell, the proliferation of medi communication %&.ﬁology,
particularly new media, has brought globalh@ 0 thﬁfor nt of,éhvrnunication

development sooner or later. For exa %y’s typic ati QE the increasing

volume of new media emergence. same ti %n an\%‘fegional boundaries
ﬁ Z N,
have lost their significance as a%f Mcﬁuhan rde@ global village.

Furthermore, individyals and c s h v%ar greater access to new

media, and the density ct - TV radio, cb@er, mobile phone, internet, etc.
4 ¢ &
- has increased w:antlyl m\

morgj.ndigenous peoples. A series of
dichotomies exist in co lob éﬁon via development communication,
¢
bringing the hybridity i orﬁer@c?/agons marginal communities to be taking
NN
me

advant&% di f

3] \obalization and New Media
: Globalization and communication are inextricably linked, with media as a
iving factor regardless of geographical location. Without a doubt, the media has

acted as a catalyst for global integration. A seminal study entitled The Global
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Village: Transformations in World Life and Media in the 21st Century by Marshall
McLuhan (1962) characterized the connection between media and globalizati
harnessing two concepts: the medium is the message and the global villz@&ne,
2008; Logan, 2010; Danesi, 2013). *

According to Marchessault (2005), the global village maxim?as chosen to

highlight the notions that media (new) was rapidly infiltratinq the ‘globe - events in

one part of the world could be experienced in rea e fron' other parts.

ignifi ar!be\odspiration
"AY
tenders by media and communications, without @mmu io iII'r(i@ as

' 4

theories and not as practices in the real world. \ N
er ;nce Y

The development of society and the aIizatjé\had a direct

correlation with media distribution@ception. def@g globalization,

Rantanen (2005) highlights the utilization o \’diaTa ,@}mmunications as a
N,

“process in which worldwide ehé, polﬂical, u urz(alQ social relations have
nd'spac \A

become increasingly media }OSS ti[ e

Meanwhile, Ter ) contehds at'ms@ play a central utilization in
4 ¢ &
globalization for/geD reasor:d.\'h‘st, me%ﬂ_;conglomerates have increasingly
globalized theirw jons; 'glob mmunication infrastructure facilitates
¢
global infor g@ﬂow and ira', gég)a media play a key utilization in how we
view e%:
ashy

addr. communication an@\/elopment, media theorists have primarily focused

Furthermore, Ritzer and Dean (2015) demonstrated t

NN
unds“the yrld i«é}eveloping shared systems of meaning. In
0 %\spect of global media culture.
Q In the same vein, reference should also be made to Appadurai (1996), who
ells globalization as consisting of the junctures and disjuncture’s of “five scapes”
for communication and development: ethnoscape - changing landscapes caused by
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the movements of people via tourism, migrants, and refugees; mediascapes - both the
electronic capabilities to produce and disseminate information and the Iw’
created by these media; technoscapes refer to the fluidity of t@gy,
financescapes refer to the movement of currency markets and money Agborders;
and ideoscapes refer to the movement of ideas and images (Dern, ZWidyastuti,

2010; Siapera, 2012; Slater, 2013).

Due to collapsing space and time transported by el z me'ila notions of
open sky have directed individuals to be able to int and texts of
global village) @ew
@'lng to

mediated interaction around the world. Because 0
phenomenon has altered contemporary c
approaches such as participatory co ni

transnational activism organized thrWi}o

Slater, 2013: Ritzer and Dean, 2015(0

As a result, the globa.% of

environment and given ri to

N,
re@l tion has altered the

&
suc 7} digital technologies and

networked environme dlng vr‘om@nd Livingstone (2005), new
media exacerbates %onal ‘: M ' and communications studies by
shifting the emphasis |a pr |on and audience to “the artifacts and

h!ac@??es and practices in which people engage

! ¢
devices us é i communicate..:
i

in com cation Or_S P mft&\matlon and the social arrangements or
orgqga)nal forms that deve@d‘;und those devices and practices”.

eed the expansion of communication flows and global online networks

the prospect of a new dimension of globalization as well as new forms of

obal/local media flows. Unquestionably, new media technologies enable media

content to flow easily across borders and enable users to become producers, resulting
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in hybrid forms of media (Kraidy, 2005; Loon, 2008; Napoli, 2010; Jenkins et. al.,

2013; Husni et. al., 2015). Yv

In a nutshell, globalization has exposed individuals and commuﬁ%o a
plethora of information from other communities around the world. Ner it is
traditional or new media content, it all brings other WorldsY(?our local
backgrounds and thoughts. According to Servaes and Lie (2 03), globalization is a

process in which people’s sense of belonging is no lon ect[d to different

with lgcalizatioh, ‘@h is
t% of @ media,

obaan bal i@o become

local. However, there is still much ertaaty and ab@how these two

places and will becomes as one single global society.

Nevertheless, globalization demands are intert
referred to as glocalization (Kamalipour, 2

globalization has caused local issues to b

D

concepts are related. Therefore, th dy |I n Ip\ ization rather than

glocalization (Holton, 2011; Mx%d Overton R@ and Dean; 2015).
RN
N

3.5.2 Glocalization ar@‘:dla I l 0’
Nowadays,;%ms of gll
and appear to be,a difficult j ' i
the emerg S@I ph ome n1'n m} globalization and localization are both
o

transfor ev }Iandsé\e
&)rlcally, glocallzan@wﬁs its roots in the Japanese expression of the

u ral principle of adapting farming technique to one’s own local conditions,

Q lled dochakuka (becoming autochthonous), derived from dochaku (aboriginal,
A%

ing on one’s own land). Yet, Japanese economists in the late 1980s tailored

articles in the Harvard Business Review to signal global localization or a global
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outlook adapted to local conditions. The idea was later adopted and gave birth to
global-localization (Tulloch, 1991; Robertson, 1996; Hines, 2000; Gopalakri :
2008; Ritzer and Dean, 2015). (’}
Glocalization is fundamentally a social science’s linguisﬁ*brid of
globalization and localization used to challenge simplistic notionsWJbalization
processes as linear expansions of territorial scales. Glocaliza 'oMntral to many,
if not most, contemporary globalization theories about t Xe.o transnational
processes. According to the dictionary definition, the glo alw process

oy
noun glocalization are formed by combining global a al. Howev. aﬂtrlie}d of

the Cold War in the late 1980s, glocalization eptuaﬂz a gl@rdebate

on the cultural and economic impact of EWa\II} i oﬁn Iopin@;{'ntries and
o

impoverished local communities (Robertson,” 1996; A urai@%; Tomlinson,

1999; Hines, 2000; Kraidy, 2002; G@ﬁkrishw Ri g:}nd Dean, 2015).
N,

Returning to this study the férm ealization in the framework of

&
development first appeared. mayspl' i idd@ 2005, in a speech entitled
ime

Menjana Melayu Glo rmer ihi@Datuk Seri Mohd. Najib Tun
4 ¢ &
Abdul Razak, to e sise thit \bsl and gallintersect and are defined by each
other, rather th\b di i
¢

Assembly. (ﬂ
\
N%;g& blurte 'put thé\term “glokal” and subsequently urged the

_ | ¥ | - |
Malaysians must fortify them@ by becoming a global nation in order to achieve

h%\lhome and development by 2020. This means that, in addition to excelling at
& , Malaysians must play an important utilization at the international level in a
obalized world. Simply put, our roots are in towns or villages, but our minds span

the globe. Furthermore, keep in mind that glocal Malaysians must uphold Malay

d bt}ﬁ%&h other during the UMNO General

O
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culture as well as the Islamic religion in order to combat a world full of development
challenges. Yv

Above all, the glocalization vision is focused on a brighter f \Dhile
remaining firmly rooted in current realities. According to Slater (2013),'*Iization
acts as a bridge between cities, connecting local communities to%fesources and

knowledge through media and communication in order to shqs‘m)re innovative
an

and equitable international system while also contributing a ﬁdevelopment.
The innovative strategy of glocalization entails “agshift i Wnational

L ]
system; from a framework based on a balance of po tweennati sl#itt‘e@one

based on cultural interests and local needs, ays taki to @mt the

importance of local actors as agents of c% s pqiula ized by@g:rs’ (1995)

prophecy diffusion of innovation. é

Similarly, Roudometof (ZOJ%wgued \ggca Z&ﬁ}m empowers local
;ﬂn_ y N,

communities around the wor. aptu!% ap priate@sources and facilitate

initiative development, th E(\a@! aI(II g lecal c unities to direct positive

social change in the m y affected z nes. Aﬁ’le same time, glocalization has
4 ’ &

demonstrated tha%and Cf) \tm atiorgchnology is a particularly important

glocal tool, when one“eons apac@%‘f new media to connect local realities

i
eo\ :
¢
to global res x%/ia rldwi c‘m@mcaﬂon.
%v NN
Inghi text new smedia cc&ributes to one of the most important glocal

stratggies, for promoting devel\c@ﬁent by connecting cities and individuals across
CEI divides. New media facilitates cross-cultural relations and contacts by
ostering a virtual proximity that fosters mutual understanding and a development

Iture that allows individuals to sustain a more development-minded mindset.
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Therefore, this study relies on explanation developed by Roland Robertson
(1996) - glocalization is a theoretical concept that is a combination of the T!
globalization and localization which indicate as the universali \h of
particularization and the particularization of universalism. *

Robertson’s glocalization refers to the interface of the globalme local, a
cooptation of the global and the local, the dynamics of cultur. I genization and
heterogeneity, and the conflation of both universal % ’)artlcularlzmg

tendencies. Whereas globalization emphasizes the omnipresence orate or

cultural processes around the world, glocalization e izes the p u’ar@of a

e globé;d the local

is diverse and distinct. GloballzatloNEhlms sti es t@?’evival of local

cultural identities. As a result, in h| ion, the %{h

global forces in the context of d%rent &obe on, 1(93. Gopalakrlshnan 2008;
Ritzer and Dean, 2015). \ \A

However, ina p CI com unic | oh scby entitled Hybridity in Cultural

Globalization, Ma M. Krr 2) d d glocalization as a new cultural

global idea, product, or service.

According to Giddens (2000), the reI ns bebYee

@rder of a response to

hybrid and a c ge actl med at adjusting to local mindsets in

order to ad veI ment ssa'e I‘.rpthls framework, glocalization denotes a
\

strong % is intert d \Mth\globallzatlon in which global concepts or
Yv

prac%re localized and ac o@ﬂodated to local needs or culture rather than being

c ly transplanted.

: Furthermore, Kraidy (2005) demonstrates that glocalization requires precision
t

he existing globalization approach among academics and practitioners rather than

simply entering the global market. In addition, glocalization theory integrates
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cultural homogenization and heterogeneity; standardization and adaptation;
convergence and divergence; and universalism and particularism. At the same >
glocalization is significant because it calls the model of Western imperialisai®into

question. *

Globalization eventually strengthens the world consciousnesSythat pervades

both the local and the global. This contradicts the claim ;EMalizaﬂon is a
completely homogeneous process. On the contrary, wh | Iize'tion promotes
cultural homogenization, it also allows people to iden ore tr.%g[dith local

"X
rating lloc Ie'ne_@nto
4: TRornton 2oc@,ﬁ<raidy,

) 0\\ Q\T
Glocalization emphasizes the i&gaociated i eIo@g a product or

service elsewhere, claiming that it )%better c@\&% S c@ when it is tailored

[y

N,
to the local culture into Which%roduced. aaliz((/' ’s central tenet is that
imposing our own values o hcull 0es not s allow for complements.
Friedmann (1992) con gt in order to cHie\bconomic success according to
4 ¢ &
\!w op@

culture. Glocalization, like relocalization, means in
global themes, products, or services (Robert

2002; Gopalakrishnan, 2008; Ritzer and D

local cultures must cede some

Western standards alternal
economic imperi ﬁ\) g

To reEi cal,’] how rﬁocel} Itures must maintain traditional ways of

life while also undergoi alization processes. Glocalization, according to Ritzer

Y.
and A(ZOlS), is a type o@dbalization that is open to differences within and

\regions of the world. In this context, the goal of glocalization is to seek local

(o

et input and break free from the pinnacle of victory, because no single approach

correct in every situation.
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Finally, glocalization is a process in which cultures encounter other foreign and
world cultures or phenomena but use their internal and local mechanisms to ad?ﬂ
influences that naturally fit into and can enrich their respective culture@slst
those aspects of other cultures that would erode their cultural identity rasping
the Islamic fundamentals (Appadurai, 1996; Robertson, 2001, Bahly and Jamilah,

2003; Gopalakrishnan, 2008; Ritzer and Dean, 2015).

3.6 New Media Substratum Islamic Fundamentalis .\d
@

of ethical, moral, legal, mystical, and philosophi

like other religions, teaches its adherents t

and worship the one true God (Allah) Na 1999;

Based on the central doctrlne of Jdslamic e\[“emmo

200€3§usain 2018).

Fl\bsaln (2018) reveals
\

that God (Allah) is the sourc nowledge Wthf(lQ onstrates through the
teaching to Adam, the reve |on th @%{ S , as well as the faculty of
human existence, fltra% I dis j&:y r{d Ily, strengthens with the belief
that Prophet Mohammed is l]e ssen n the Milky Way galaxy, planet
Earth, through t |m “Thb no god but Allah and Muhammad.”

In thls e t, th ocea fﬁ’t @?e relating to Islamic ideas will be able to

N
be transmit the I oveé?e world with the help of new media as written

%n 3: 2-3) “And let t@be [arising] from you a nation inviting to [all that

i , enjoining what is right and forbidding what is wrong, and those will be the

3 ssful”.
Indeed, the Quran contains verses that inspire the human mind to ponder the

wonders of the universe, from the smallest to the largest (Husain, 2018).
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Unquestionably, Islamic beliefs depict God teaching Homo sapiens (humans)
everything they know as written in Al-Alaq (96: 1-5) “Read in the name of you
who created. Created man from a clinging substance. Read, and your @the
most Generous. Who taught by the pen. Taught man that which he kne

In reality, Islamic follower believes that God taught Prophet Adam the names
of all things, Prophet Noah how to build ships, and Prophet Daw how to make
shields and war equipment out of iron. Finally, this condi %7

vey's an important

message: God is the only one who enables and grants natage’s pofver d ntent for

23

human benefit (Yudho, 2007). J _\‘-}VC

For example, prior to the Renaissanc es!@r olars\sa -called
inventors were indebted to many medlae ic or of m%’eﬁtuahty and
personality. Not to mention that the “fikst fI ng machl by Abbas Ibn
Firnas, was not designed by Ro con or do d{\imm Long before
Newton and Galileo, al- Hasan)é(ayt m studied I(lgé?phenomena 700 years
before Lavoisier, al-Biruni ed W mag version. There should also
be mention of Jabir | an, noTBo e, lancl}l Khawarizmi and Thabit Ibn

: & .
Qurrah, who wwﬂ mf |ans$a.t.her than Descartes and Napier
, 2

(Scheppler, 200 009 alili éo Cavendish, 2010; Al-Hassani, 2012;

National Ge 20 2)
R ounding tojt Isla&k fundamentalism stresses the importance of
see th divine and Worlt®ﬁowledge from the very first revelation as well as
n Al-Imran (3: 190) “Indeed, in the creation of the heavens and the earth

G he alternation of the night and the day are signs for those of understanding”.
In this context, Islamic tradition divides knowledge into two categories: The

first type of knowledge is that which Allah gives to humans through revelation
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(nagliah). The second type of knowledge is that acquired by humans through rational

inquiry based on experience and observation, which is typically concerned?h

worldly matters (agliah). Nonetheless, the first category of knowledge is @1 as

the highest form of knowledge and is eventually made mandatory for Muslim

to learn, comprehend, and implement (Esposito, 1999; Mutahhari,"2011; Treiger,

2012). \)
iZneit er a scientific

iliar ww may be
Y
wondering about the connection between new %d the boo ev’ea@ver
1400 years ago. The answer lies in God’s (W i% anyﬂ@g in this
T

Based on this classification and the fact that the Q

text book nor a technological “how-to” manual, those u

world as long as you never violate Islamic fupdameéntaki tricti s written in
Al-Tmran (3: 104) “And let there be [a@rising]/from you

is] good, enjoining what is right ancﬂidding 'TW g, d those will be the
o >

successful.” q

However, Husain (20 }hendl under cg@ﬁf circumstances, coalition is

unavoidable and thatfmi rstandings ccbr@ween Islamic principles and
4 $ &

modern principlewl as d‘) i roug&a.kmg in the era of globalization and

can be perceive% ing 'mic @émentalism.

¢
As a (%%Isla ic fu aﬁer@jli m has not always been welcomed by
% N
proponents ,of%so-called | ic t@tions since its introduction by the Prophet

; L 9
Mu d in the 7th ce tc@“ and after the 14th century process of (re)
i \&ation. Nevertheless, it appears that the adoption of new media should be kept

& ind by followers as a new way of living good lives without losing sight of the
ndamental values of Islam fundamentalism, especially by proponents of

communication development.
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First of all, the words “communication,” “media,” or “new media” are not
directly stated in the Quran in the context of Islamic communication, but ST
words that are related to communication appear. According t
fundamentalism, the similarity of communication connotation emergeﬂNrablc to
pronounce the meaning of Islamic communication. Y'

For example, the words ittisal and wasa ’ili’lam mean “delivery” and “delivery
method,” respectively. Similarly, the census of lexicons Y‘; mmunication
written in the holy Quran, such as gara’a, tabligh, qUlytawas a,w‘sama ‘a,

balagh, dawah, bashar, nadhar, tadhkirah, and izah, express }c \the

meaning of communication atmospheres (Mah Z\ hlak@g, 2003;

Mowlana, 2007). \,
According to this logic, commu qu'])s not for m@fm since modern
inventions benefit humanity in com%cosyste\hl '\*must be borne with

sufficient utilization in the na d anaf &causQi_lllahl taala. Without a

or
doubt, modern machines, instru ts,[ evices g@commumcaﬂon garage do
ligi

not belong or should any r
d &
depending on the g %1 cor@ for tﬁvorld’s population.
As a resuédven 'medta-%ﬂs had a significant impact on society
¢
and altered &@)al ap of or‘m@ tion systems. Because information is so
, NN
[ r

importa% y societ e nevé}nedia, whether it is TV shows, radio music
Yv
perf ces, books, magazmeeg)f daily newspapers, has a responsibility to provide

0 mformatlon or the truth to the public, as Islamic fundamentalism suggests
0 r et. al., 2009; Bennett, 2013; Mowlana, 2013; Donsbach, 2015).
In a globalizing world, the flow of information has become critical for the

development of communities, and the new media is critical in terms of facilitating

.}Assb’esult new media can be used
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and propagating Islamic fundamentalism (Mowlana, 2007). As a result, Lievrouw
and Livingstone (2006) argue that without a diverse range of information, pe?’
opinions and views would be limited and further impressions and conclu@out
the world around them would be underdeveloped. Thus, without th?N media,

people in societies would be isolated all over the world in today’s glebalized world

(Logan, 2010). V
Km (,f information

d-of-mo mes the

In this study, the new media is viewed as a vi

distribution, similar to word of mouth. In this context,

X
most powerful tool for communicating messages pa rly in indi O#S &éop es’
traditions. Simultaneously, due to gratificati or% effic@{(':y and

effectiveness, technology such as new media has €na

3

uni@x processes

to take place in an instant (Godes and zliny 2004; SaSaki‘et. aéﬁ%).
Certainly, the significance o@% me qQ at have redefined
N,
communication is no longer dée. In'aeed, ince hall McLuhan's 1964

introduction of the conce*o%e Il al vallage ”‘\‘Be world's communication

system has evolved d ly across s ce! anbime. New media has become
’ &
o.as.. Com

more pervasive @Vddi g{uaﬁon technology has advanced,
particularly satellite teéehnology. Q"
e D, K
Asar hthe ntex sth@}n w media, the user requires an appropriate

"
approac% ut a doub tech@ogical revolution requires humans to become

) | | o
acc d to, as well as hap@ettle down, with the assistance of communication
a m\ology (Muhammed, 2012).

In addition, technology has enabled the spread of various messages,
articularly those related to noble goals, such as preaching or dawah. However, in a

modern globalized world, users’ needs and expectations of new media consumption

by
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should be considered without abandoning Islamic fundamentalism, despite the fact
that new media is regarded as the communication frontline.

More importantly, embracing the concept of Tawhid (the onenes@d -
Allah) as a way of life in modern existence should be primarily media
consumption. In this context, the use of new media claims the Islamic school of
thought’s vision and balancing as a holistic perspective. The ali ent should be
made in order to avoid the misuse of new media and mer'/ of incorrect

messages. Indeed, the attentiveness of new media to%the right ould be

"X
prioritized as written in Al-Hujurat (49: 6) “O you w ve believe t'er;{ep es

to you a disobedient one with information, inve?, Ies% a p@; out of
ne r : g
fo@ieving the truth

& tratum of Islamic
5. 0

ignorance and become, over what you hav Areg

Furthermore, facts and evidence |martant ma

principles that shape the utilizat@jf theﬁqﬁd-
% 1 fac

fundamentalism. For example, e an play an.important utilization in

\?m &
promoting Muslim unity and_soli itﬂ wledge trﬁ&orts the wagon of valuable

information in the sys% ommunicati .ﬂros@' so information sitting on the
d &
platform of suspicz}(:licy, r \de eptigm fraud must be rejected at all costs

(Najidah and Aby Dafeiaa, 2 &
e O, &
Accordi bu Hassa 29'12 , the new media eventually serve as a teacher

"
(muadd% rmatio 'e;ut (né?addid), innovator (mujaddid), peacemaker
(muw), and fighter (muj\ . S0, in the context of Islamic fundamentalism,

C ce based on the defined utilization of new media has become a major
remise of objective in the dissemination of information for -effective

mmunication.
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In a nutshell, today’s onslaught of new media is inevitable, but it is not without
challenges and implications. The term “new media” refers to a broad categw
media studies that emerged in the latter part of the last century with on-li \s to
content at any time and from any location. Because they allow o large
audiences and the ability to expand the range of resources in new ensions, new
media are not simply a linear extension of old communication (M

X

As a result of this situation, current technologies

('igitalized and

human communication process, N

communications environment to br@Sxowledg % i I,c'@ange closer together

N,
(Lister et. al., 2009; Logan, 2010; ,2019L; Siapera, ZOIé.qsennett, 2013).
N ¥ &

X | >
3.7 Summary l 0’
g b o <<ﬂ
All in all, c@catiorl elop ave been linked since the 1970s,
when developrr&t munication” was é%\ﬁ Professor Nora Quebral's seminal

study’s pro as Qrigin {nt@ d to inform people about development

"
projects% w théy. c F benefit if they took advantage of communication
L 9

tech es-new media. No@éless, as previously stated, different works of

4

S %in various models have been charms in terms of transporting development

Q the 1940s. However, no model is without criticism. Since the field has not
perienced a linear evolution in which new approaches have superseded and



replaced previous ones, such models can still be used in a globalizing world
depending on the subjects in a local setting - glocalization. T

When all is said and done, globalization has a variety of direct co@ces
for both new media and society. This manifestation is classified a tocultural,
economic, technological, and political. Based on the literatures in thiS\€hapter, it can
be safely argued that globalization is influencing most, if no aMcts of culture.
As Marshall McLuhan predicted the global village and th mi'ie Web nearly

thirty years before it was invented, new media has been e for frWomoting
@

communicafior i@ach

tu% ultu aREontext.

terlw\l Iopmeé‘&ivtiatives to

generators of development through CW' tion - ne ediaé‘deed, this is the

logic of openness in Islamic fund%ﬂalisnﬁj gl ing - seeking both
o

divine and worldly knowledge,% 9 i

led in'the y;fler elation.
NS

development in developing countries. The develop

emerges as a process that unfolds in each uRi

People can transforms from being recipie





