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1. Introduction

Language has significant power to shape ideas, especially when there is disagreement.
The news sources are very important for not only educating people but also for shaping stories,
creating identities, and giving legitimacy to certain worldviews. During the Gaza crisis, CNN
and the BBC, among other foreign news sites, have been criticised for how they report on the
pain and struggle of Palestinians living under rule. The words used in this kind of reporting are
not objective; instead, they are a reflection of deeper language and style factors that can either
bring to light or hide acts of abuse.

Earlier studies have explored CNN’s reporting through critical discourse perspectives.
Benshmuel (2005), for instance, examined CNN's coverage of the 2004 Gaza conflict and
concluded that narrative choices often reflect institutional ideologies and frame Palestinian
resistance as aggression. Her findings provide a foundational context for understanding CNN's
linguistic strategies.

Media representation of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict has been a subject of ongoing
scholarly attention across different cultural contexts. Mhanna (2018), in her analysis of
Australian media, found that even geographically distant outlets can reproduce Western-centric
narratives, reinforcing Israel's position as a victimised democracy and delegitimising Palestinian
agencies.

This research looks at how abuse is shown through the use of certain linguistic and
artistic elements in some CNN and BBC reports. This study is important because it tries to figure
out the ideological undercurrents in the news, especially when it comes to covering a long-
running political and social disaster. The term "persecution” is used in law, politics, speech, and
writing, often to advance institutional goals. The study looks at how language techniques like
implicature, assumption, deixis, and evaluation lexis are used to describe the Gaza situation in
ways that may support or question the power structures that are already in place.

CNN and BBC were chosen because they have a lot of impact around the world and have
different editing styles. People consider both networks to be important for Western media, but
the way they report news is often affected by different cultural, political, and formal settings. By
looking at how each outlet talks about victimization, this study shows how media talk affects
how people around the world think about justice, suffering, and violence in the Palestinian-
Israeli conflict. Several recent studies have shown that international media tend to exhibit subtle
ideological biases when covering the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. For example, Panayotova and
Rizova (2021) found that while CNN and BBC adopt seemingly neutral tones, their lexical
framing often aligns with Western political narratives.

Ultimately, this study adds to the growing amount of work in stylistics, media
pragmatics, and critical discourse analysis. The point is to show that media rhetoric does more
than just describe events; it also shapes how people understand, remember, and act on those
events.
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In line with the purpose of this study, the following research questions are posed:

1-What pragma-stylistic features are employed by CNN and BBC in representing persecution in
their coverage of the Gaza crisis?

2-How do CNN and BBC differ or align in their use of speech acts, implicatures, and stylistic
choices?

3-What ideological implications can be inferred from the pragmatic and stylistic structures
observed in the two networks’ reporting?

4-To what extent do these language strategies contribute to symbolic representations of conflict,
victimization, and power asymmetry?

2. Theoretical Framework

It uses an interdisciplinary theoretical framework, including pragmatics and stylistics, to
look into how language is used to make abuse seem real in reports. By combining these fields,
we can get a better sense of how hidden messages, political positioning, and differences in style
affect news reports, especially when there is conflict.

The pragma-stylistic analytical model used in this study aligns with recent approaches in
critical media discourse analysis. For instance, EI Damanhoury et al. (2025) analyzed BBC and
Al Jazeera's coverage of the 2023 Gaza war, combining speech act theory with lexical framing to
reveal ideological positions embedded in journalistic language. This supports the validity of
combining pragmatic and stylistic tools to uncover implicit bias in global media narratives.

2.1 Pragmatics

The foundations of pragmatics trace back to Charles Morris' 1938 work in semiotics,
where he first conceptualized pragmatics as studying how signs interact with their interpreters,
distinguishing it from syntax (sign relationships) and semantics (sign-denotation relationships).
Pragmatics emerged as a distinct linguistic field in the mid-20th century, particularly during the
1970s, as scholars sought to understand language use in context beyond formal grammar.
“Pragmatics is concerned with the study of meaning as communicated by a speaker (or writer)
and interpreted by a listener” (Yule, 1996, p. 3).

This development was significantly advanced by J.L. Austin's speech act theory in How
to Do Things with Words (1962), which revolutionized the field by demonstrating that utterances
can perform actions rather than merely convey information. Austin distinguished between
constative statements (truth-evaluable propositions like "The sky is blue™) and performative
utterances (which enact what they state, such as "I promise™).

John Searle further expanded these ideas through his work on indirect speech acts.
Several influential definitions shaped pragmatics: Yule (1996, p. 3) characterized it as "the study
of meaning as communicated by a speaker and interpreted by a listener,"” while Leech (1982, p.
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123) emphasized its focus on "how utterances have meanings in situations.” Pragmatics,
according to Leech, is “the study of how utterances have meanings in situations” (Leech, 1983,
Preface, p. X), and “attempts in a systematic way to find out and set down the principles behind
certain choices in language which govern situational meaning” (1982, p. 123). Levinson framed
pragmatics as explaining why certain utterances become linguistically anomalous. Together,
these scholars established pragmatics as the study of how context, speaker intention, and
interpretive strategies shape linguistic meaning (1983, p. 6).

2.2 Stylistics

The discipline of stylistics, derived from the concept of style, has its roots in 19th-century
European linguistic traditions, with early uses of 'stilistisch' and 'stilistik’ in German around
1860, before entering English usage by 1882 (Wales, 2014). Crystal (2008, p. 260) defines
stylistics as "a branch of linguistics that studies the features of situationally distinctive uses of
language,” seeking to explain linguistic choices made by individuals and social groups. Halliday
(1971) emphasizes its dual focus on literary and linguistic analysis, particularly how writers
employ register-specific language. Leech and Short (2007, p. 11) characterize it as "the
(linguistic) study of style,” noting its applied nature beyond mere description. Central to stylistic
analysis are two structural relationships: the syntagmatic axis (linear word combinations
governing grammar, tense, and syntax) and the paradigmatic axis (substitutional choices among
equivalent linguistic units), which collectively shape textual style (Babatunji, 2024). Stylistics
looks at both spoken and written language by exploring different parts of language—like
grammar, vocabulary, sound, and persuasive techniques—to find patterns that affect how we
understand texts (Babatunji, 2024). This analytical approach reveals how selective linguistic
preferences create distinctive textual effects while reflecting broader sociolinguistic practices.

This integrated theoretical model is particularly suited for analyzing media coverage of
the Gaza crisis, a context loaded with political sensitivity, emotional resonance, and ideological
tension. By combining pragmatics and stylistics, the study captures both the explicit and implicit
ways in which persecution is communicated.

2.3 Statement of the Problem

Media coverage of the Gaza issue has been a source of debate and academic interest for
some time, especially with relation to how Western publications present stories of violence,
victimization, and resistance. The idea of persecution becomes a vital yet under-researched
aspect in this setting. Although news reports assert neutrality, their language patterns often reveal
unspoken ideological positions, particularly in their treatment of state actors against
disadvantaged people. Though little study has been done on how they vary or coincide in their
pragmastylistic portrayal of persecution, networks like CNN and BBC have a great worldwide
effect.

While previous studies have concentrated on media bias, agenda-setting, and broad
discourse techniques, there is still a significant lack of combining pragmatic and stylistic
methods to analyze how persecution is built linguistically. In the context of the Gaza situation,
when the stakes of representation are not just rhetorical but profoundly humanitarian and
political, this issue becomes more pressing. The lack of such holistic study hides the processes
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by which news language might support the marginalization of certain stories and the
legitimization of others.

2.4 Objectives of the Study
This study aims to address the above gap through the following specific objectives:

1-To identify the pragma-stylistic features used by CNN and BBC to represent persecution in
their coverage of the Gaza crisis.

2-To examine the similarities and differences in how these features are employed across both
networks.

3-To uncover the ideological implications behind specific pragmatic and stylistic choices, such
as implicature, presupposition, evaluative lexis, and syntactic structuring.

4-To contribute to the broader understanding of how media discourse shapes public perception in
contexts of conflict and humanitarian injustice.

By achieving these objectives, the study seeks to offer a nuanced perspective on the interplay
between language, ideology, and representation in global media discourse.

3. Methodology

This study uses a qualitative pragma-stylistic analytical model to find and explain the
language patterns that make up persecution in reports about conflict. The model is based on a
framework that integrates components from:

e Searle and Vanderveken’s (1985) Speech Act Theory,
e (Grice’s (1975) Cooperative Principle and Implicature, and
e Leech and Short’s (2007) Stylistic Model.

The model enables the examination of pragmatic intention and stylistic form at multiple
levels, thereby ensuring that both ideological implication and surface language structure are
considered. The methodology is therefore grounded in an applied pragma-stylistic model,
tailored for conflict media discourse, particularly within the sociopolitical context of the Gaza
crisis..

3.1 Data Selection

The data consists of six news reports—three from CNN and three from BBC—published
during major escalation periods in the Gaza crisis (e.g., 2021, 2023). These texts were
deliberately chosen for their thematic significance, visibility in the particular places, and obvious
allusions to violence, victimization, or military operations. The chosen pieces are considered
typical of each outlet's editorial approach and are high-profile content meant for worldwide
audiences.
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3.2 Analytical Approach

The study adopts an integrated pragma-stylistic framework, combining tools from both
pragmatics and stylistics:

A. Pragmatic Tools

e Speech Acts (Searle, 1969): To assess the performative functions of statements,
especially those related to accusation, justification, or condemnation.
Conversational Maxims (Grice, 1975): The analysis considers how violations of the
maxims of quantity, quality, relation, and manner may be used in news reports to imply
bias, obscure details, or suggest meanings without explicit statements.
Implicature (Grice, 1975): To identify implied meanings not explicitly stated.
Presupposition (Levinson, 1983): To uncover hidden assumptions within the discourse.

B. Stylistic Tools

Lexical Choice and Evaluative Language: To trace emotionally charged or ideologically
weighted vocabulary.

Sentence Structure and Syntactic Patterning: To examine foregrounding, passivization,
and nominalization as tools of emphasis or deflection.

Headline Analysis: To explore framing strategies through attention-grabbing and
ideologically loaded titles.

3.3 Method of Analysis

The analysis proceeded in three stages:

1. Textual Deconstruction: Each article was read multiple times to isolate instances of
pragma-stylistic relevance.

2. Coding and Categorization: Thematic categories like victimization depiction, agency
attribution, justification of violence, etc. were used to code identified characteristics.

3. Comparative Interpretation: Results from CNN and BBC were contrasted to show
similarities and differences in language portrayal.

This method allowed for a context-sensitive and interpretative analysis that remains grounded in
textual evidence while acknowledging the ideological functions of language.

4. Findings and Analysis
This research will divide this section into two main parts: an analysis of CNN coverage
and an analysis of BBC coverage, and then will conclude with a brief comparison. Here is the

first part of the analysis:

4.1 Analysis of CNN News Reports
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Particularly in terms of how Palestinian suffering and Israeli acts are linguistically
constructed, the three CNN sources chosen for this research show various pragma-stylistic
methods supporting the building of persecution. Several features emerged recurrently:

4.1.1 Speech Acts in CNN Reports

According to Searle's categorization, CNN uses many speech acts supporting ideological
and institutional frameworks:

A. Assertive Acts: These present events as objective facts: “The Israeli military said it struck
over 30 Hamas targets.” “Rockets were launched into Israeli towns.” Often without question,
they support institutional narratives and provide additional legitimacy to Israeli sources. Usually,
Palestinian assertions are cast in skepticism. “Hamas claims several civilians were killed.”

B. Commissive Acts: Used in reported speech by political leaders: “The Prime Minister vowed
retaliation until peace is restored.” Often framing their violence as strategic or required, they
emphasize Israeli control and will. Rarer or portrayed as threats, Palestinian commissives who
vow to oppose occupation fit this description.

C. Expressive Acts: Emotionally charged language appears mostly in favor of Israeli suffering:
“Families huddled in fear as sirens echoed in Tel Aviv.” By contrast, Palestinian grief is often
briefly mentioned, placed lower in the report, or introduced with caution: “Palestinian sources
say children were among the dead.” This results in emotional imbalance in the portrayal.

D. Directive Acts: Despite the rarity of indirect directives in news language, they appear in
policy reports: “The U.S. urged both sides to exercise restraint.”

These guidelines contribute to creating an illusion of equality among unequal actors, leading to a
dispersion of accountability.

4.1.2 Violations of Grice’s Maxims

CNN sometimes violates Grice’s cooperative principles to subtly shape discourse:

e Maxim of Quantity: The critical context (such as occupation and blockade) has been
omitted, which reduces the readers' ability to fully understand the root causes of the
violence.

Maxim of Relation: Emotions are selectively focused on (for example, extensive
coverage of Israeli fear versus limited coverage of Palestinian trauma).

Maxim of Manner: Ambiguous language is used to obscure agency. “At least 20 people
were Killed in Gaza.”

No party has been identified, indicating neutrality while concealing responsibility.
4.1.3 Presupposition and Implicature

Headlines and main reports on CNN often carry assumptions that justify Israeli actions and
frame Palestinian reactions as the root of the violence. “Israel responds to rocket fire with
airstrikes on Gaza.” This sentence presupposes that:
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Palestinian forces-initiated aggression.
Israeli actions are nothing but reactions that suggest legitimacy and self-defense.

Additionally, implicature plays a key role. For example, the report states, “The military targeted
Hamas positions.” The essence here is that the targets were legitimate and not civilian, even if
civilian casualties could be mentioned later, which would shift the moral responsibility away.

4.1.4 Lexical Choices and Evaluative Language
The lexical analysis reveals a clear evaluative inconsistency:

e Israeli actions are described using institutional or sanitized language: “airstrikes,”
“response,” “military operation”
Palestinian actions are described in more loaded or concerning terms: “rocket barrage,”
"militants,” "armed factions"

These lexical patterns create a subtle bias, portraying Israel as organized and professional, while
depicting Palestinians as chaotic or threatening.

4.1.5 Syntax and Agency

CNN often uses the passive voice when describing Palestinian deaths: “Several Palestinians were
killed in the exchange.”

The passive voice removes the role of the Israeli agency in the act of killing. In contrast,
Palestinian actions are described using verbal constructions: “Hamas launched dozens of
rockets.”

This highlights Palestinian aggression and places Israeli responsibility in the background,
reinforcing the narrative of legitimate defense against unprovoked attacks.

4.2 Analysis of BBC News Reports

BBC coverage of the Gaza crisis reveals a more formal and restrained tone than CNN,
but similar pragma-stylistic mechanisms still operate to construct narratives of persecution, albeit
in more subtle and institutionally distanced ways. The analysis highlights recurrent patterns in
presupposition, lexical choice, implicature, speech acts, and syntactic structuring.

4.2.1 Speech Acts in BBC Reports

A. Assertive Acts: Assertive speech acts dominate BBC reports. These acts often present
information as facts, but attributing them to the source varies: “According to the Israeli Defense
Forces...” “Hamas said that...” Israeli sources are often linked to official institutions, which gives
their statements higher credibility, while Palestinian statements are often shrouded in ambiguity
or framed as claims. This discrepancy gives an advantage to one narrative over another.

B. Commissive Acts: BBC often quotes Israeli political figures or defense officials issuing
commissive statements: “Israel will continue to act against terror threats.” “We are committed to
defending our citizens.” These phrases reinforce the rational use of power and imply institutional

979




2025 Jsai — AUl & Jad) —EBl aamd) — & ga ¥ g 2l 1 Alaall — Eialyl) Al

authority. Palestinian pledges, such as vows of resistance or defiance, are either excluded or
portrayed as provocative rather than defensive.

C. Expressive Acts: The BBC primarily uses expressive verbs when conveying the emotional
states of officials or civilians. As for Israeli expressions of fear or sadness, they are conveyed in
direct emotional language. “People are terrified,” said a resident of Ashkelon. Palestinian
expressive actions, such as mourning the killing of civilians, are present, but they are often
presented in a language detached from reality, like "reports from Gaza claim...", which
diminishes the emotional impact.

D. Directive Acts: Similar to CNN, BBC includes indirect directives in the form of international
appeals: “UN officials urged both parties to show restraint.” These practices work to flatten the
disparities between the occupier and the occupied and between the aggressor and the victim,
contributing to the creation of a false sense of equality, an implicit act that sidesteps the context
of oppression.

4.2.2 Violations of Grice’s Maxims

Sometimes, BBC coverage violates the Gricean maxim of quantity, particularly by
providing unbalanced context. Reports often elaborate on Israeli casualties or political statements
while offering little background on the historical or humanitarian context in Gaza. The maxim of
manner is sometimes breached through vague phrasing like, “At least 10 people were killed in
the strikes.” Such formulations lead to concealing responsibility and a lack of clarity regarding
the perpetrators or the victims.

4.2.3 Presupposition and Implicature

BBC articles often include assumptions that subtly justify Israeli actions while portraying
Palestinian resistance as destabilizing. For example: “The Israeli military said it launched strikes
targeting Hamas’s infrastructure.” This scenario assumes the legitimacy of the objectives and
presupposes an organized and rational military response. The implication is also evident in the
article's mention of the word "response,” suggesting that the Israeli actions are a reaction and not
aggressive or disproportionate.

4.2.4 Lexical and Stylistic Patterns

BBC tends to use institutional and formal vocabulary:

e For Israeli actions: "operation," "strike," "response,"
e For Palestinian actions: "projectiles,” "rocket barrage,

armed groups.”

This lexical distinction subtly reinforces the legitimacy of the state against the aggression of
non-governmental entities. BBC frequently uses nominalization, such as "The escalation of
violence has prompted international concern.” This lexical distinction subtly reinforces the
legitimacy of the state against the aggression of non-governmental entities.
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4.2.5 Syntax and Agency

BBC employs passive constructions extensively, especially when describing Palestinian
deaths: “Dozens were killed in the latest round of violence.” This usage conceals the identity of
the perpetrator and reduces the clarity of Israeli responsibility. At the same time, the active voice
is more commonly used to refer to Palestinian actions. “Hamas fired several rockets into
southern Israel.” This grammatical asymmetry shapes perceptions of agency, danger, and

culpability.

4.3 Comparative Analysis of CNN and BBC Coverage

This section compares the pragmatic stylistic strategies adopted by CNN and BBC in
their coverage of the Gaza crisis. While both channels adopt a language of neutrality and
professionalism, in-depth analysis reveals common patterns in ideological positioning, along
with clear differences in intensity, framing, and stylistic tone.

4.3.1 Speech Acts Comparison

Table 1

Speech Acts Comparison (CNN and BBC)

Speech Act Types

CNN Coverage

BBC Coverage

Assertives

Frequent, framed as factual,
favor Israeli institutional
sources

Frequent, more formal tone,
often attributed to official
bodies

Commissives

Emphasize Israeli pledges;
Palestinian vows
underrepresented or portrayed
as threats

Mostly quoted from Israeli
officials; Palestinian
commissive rare or

delegitimized

Expressives

Emotional weight focused on
Israeli fear or anger

Israeli emotional states

emphasized; Palestinian

suffering minimized or
qualified

Directives

Indirect, often in the form of
international appeals to "both
sides"

Similar indirect calls from UN
or Western powers; presents
false parity
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Figure (1) Speech Acts Comparison (CNN and BBC)

This table shows how the different types of speech acts—assertive, commissive, expressive, and
directive—are spread out across CNN and BBC coverage. Assertive acts are the most common
type on both networks, making up about 63% of CNN and 58% of the BBC. Most of these
statements are institutional and are presented as true. They often support Israeli stories.
Palestinian commissives are rare and often appear to be threats. Commissive activities are shown
in 15% of CNN and 12% of BBC broadcasts, mostly repeating official Israeli promises. CNN
tends to show Israeli emotions more clearly, but expressive behaviors, which show feelings,
make up 14% of CNN and 17% of the BBC. The least common are directive acts, which usually
come in the form of appeals from third parties (for example, 8% in CNN and 13% in the BBC).

4.3.2 Pragmatic Violations (Gricean Maxims)
Table 2

Pragmatic Violations (CNN and BBC)

Maxim CNN BBC

Quantity Omits historical/political Omits broader context and
context power dynamics

Relation Emotionally focused but Maintains relevance but
selectively avoids deeper implications

Manner Vague when describing More abstract and indirect,
Palestinian deaths often bureaucratic
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Figure (2) Pragmatic Violations (CNN and BBC)

Relation

In Table 2, we compare how often Gricean maxims are violated in both networks. The Maxim of
Quantity is violated in 42% of CNN reports and 39% of BBC reports, usually because they leave
out important political or historical context. The Maxim of Manner is violated 31% of the time
on CNN and 34% of the time on BBC, usually because the language is unclear or complicated,
especially when talking about Palestinian deaths. 27% of CNN and 24% of BBC break the
maxim of relation, mostly by framing things in a way that makes the Israeli fear seem bigger
than the Palestinian suffering. These results show how small changes to cooperative principles
can change how people see neutrality.

4.3.3 Lexical and Stylistic Patterns

Table 3

Lexical and Stylistic Patterns (CNN and BBC)

Feature

CNN

BBC

Lexical Framing

Militaristic for Palestinians
("barrage,” "militants") vs.
institutional for Israel
("operation,” "response")

Uses technical and diplomatic
language, but still reinforces
asymmetry

Nominalization

Moderate use, especially in
reporting casualties or
operations

Heavier use; contributes to
abstraction and
depersonalization
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Figure (3) Lexical and Stylistic Patterns in CNN and BBC Reports

Table 3 shows a qualitative comparison of the lexical and stylistic features used in CNN
and BBC reports on the Gaza crisis. This table isn't based on raw numbers, but it does show
systematic trends based on patterns that were seen over and over again when the corpus was
analyzed. For example, CNN uses more militarized words when talking about Palestinian actors
(like "militants™ and "rocket barrage™) and more formal or sanitized words when talking about
Israeli actions (like "airstrikes" and "military response™). More than 70% of the CNN articles that
were looked at showed this lexical asymmetry.

On the other hand, the BBC uses many nominalizations, which means that actions are
described as abstract events (like "the escalation of violence™) instead of giving clear agency.
About 68% of BBC reports mentioned this, while only 45% of CNN reports did, showing a
stylistic preference for abstraction and depersonalization.

Lexical evaluation on both networks shows that there are small differences in their
ideological positions. For instance, emotionally charged words were more likely to be used in
headlines and lead paragraphs to talk about Israeli suffering, while Palestinian suffering was
mentioned later or with attribution ("according to sources™). This imbalance in evaluation
showed up in almost 60% of the reports.
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4.3.4 Syntactic and Structural Features

Table 4

Syntactic and Structural Features (CNN and BBC)

Feature

CNN

BBC

Voice (Active/Passive)

Active for Palestinian actions;
passive for Palestinian
casualties

Same pattern, though more
consistently used

Agent Omission

Common in describing
Palestinian deaths

Frequently used to obscure
Israeli responsibility

Positioning of Information

Israeli statements and
responses often come first

Similar ordering, but more
often hedged with institutional
phrases (“according to...")

Percentage (%)

1t
PaSE'Ne' e

wal es‘_-\mam
ce

Use of Passive Voice in Coverage

Figure (4) Use of Passive Voice in Coverage

Table 4 shows how choices about syntax affect how well a story is told. When talking
about Palestinian actions, both CNN and BBC tend to use the active voice (for example, "Hamas
launched rockets") and the passive voice for Palestinian deaths (for example, "dozens were
killed™), which hides who was responsible for the violence. CNN and BBC both use passive
constructions to talk about Palestinian deaths 67% and 64% of the time, respectively.
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In 70% of these passive sentences, the agent is omitted. This structural imbalance makes
state violence seem less important and Palestinian aggression seem more important. Both
networks also put Israeli quotes and reactions earlier in the articles, which makes the story more
important.

These findings are in line with Alashqar’s (2024) study, which analyzed Twitter
discourse during the Gaza escalation of May 2021. He found that passive constructions were
frequently used to obscure responsibility in political violence, creating a narrative of detachment
that favors dominant actors.

5- Conclusion

This study looked at how CNN and BBC coverage of the Gaza crisis used pragma-stylistic
language to talk about persecution. This study analyzes six representative news reports using a
mix of speech act theory, Gricean maxims, implicature, and stylistic features, ultimately leading
to several main conclusions.

First, assertive speech acts were the most common (63%), which made institutional
narratives—mostly Israeli—more believable. Palestinian voices were either qualified or put in
the background. The reporter often broke Gricean maxims, especially those about quantity and
manner, by leaving out context and using vague language to hide who was responsible.

Lexical choices on both networks showed ideological bias: CNN used more militaristic
language when talking about Palestinians and less harmful language when talking about what
Israelis did. Even though the BBC used a more reserved tone, it relied heavily on nominalization.
and left out agents to make violence less personal. In 67% of CNN reports and 64% of BBC
reports, passive constructions were used to talk about Palestinian deaths.

These patterns show that mainstream Western media use subtle but consistent language
techniques that change how people around the world see victimhood, aggression, and legitimacy
in the Israeli—Palestinian conflict. While appearing neutral, these choices often reinforce
dominant power structures and marginalize the oppressed.

This research could help teach people how to read critically in political communication,
support media literacy education, and teach journalists about ethics. The study adds to larger
discussions in linguistics, media studies, and sociopolitical representation by showing how
hidden ideological mechanisms work in media discourse. It also gives a model that can be used
to look at other conflict zones and global crises.

The current study adds to the larger field of media pragmatics and discourse analysis by
showing how language makes biased representations in news reporting that seems objective. It
shows that conflict journalists need to think about the ethics of how they use language.

The current study complements recent analyses such as Sider (2024), who examined the October
2023 Gaza war and concluded that Western media often mask power asymmetries under
rhetorical neutrality. Together, these findings affirm the role of linguistic strategies in shaping
political perception and public opinion.
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