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Abstract;
This study tries to explore how the Palestinian conflict is framed by
the media in the Middle East, Eastern Asia, and the West. A mixed-
methods design will involve the FDHEM framing model with Critical
Discourse Analysis (CDA) to evaluate six articles representative of
the years 2024-2025.
Based on the quantitative analysis, there emerged varying emphases
; patterns on conflict/security, humanitarian issues, protest, and diplo-
t macy. Qualitative insights explored discursive differences such that
= Middle Eastern-based outlets emphasized victimhood and resistance,
:} while East Asian media stayed neutral, with Western media focusing
% on grassroots activism.
} This provides a comparative framework for understanding regional
a sources of media framing and adds to the wider concern of media
; discourse research.
-4‘\3 Key words: Palestinian; framing; conflict; media framing; CDA;
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Introduction:
The Palestinian conflict, one of the most extended and difficult geo-
political arguments of the 20th and 21st centuries, has formed the
political, social, and cultural backgrounds of the Middle East. Origi-
nating with the creation of Israel in 1948 and the subsequent shift of
hundreds of thousands of Palestinians, the conflict has endured over
i wars, peace procedures, and repeated escalations in violence. Since
the Six-Day War (1967) to the Oslo Treaties (1993) and the continu-
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ing conflicts in Gaza, the Palestinian issue remains crucial to regional
and global discourse, influencing international relations and media
narratives alike (Khalidi, 2020, p. 45).

Media institutions are an instrumental factor that creates an image
of the conflict in people’s minds. Framing becomes a powerful tool
for journalists and editors, who stress certain aspects of reality while
marginalizing others, establishing the basis on which the audience’s
interpretations and opinions may rest (Entman, 1993, p. 52). The ide-
ological or cultural orientation of every media outlet influences not
just which events are covered but also how these events are repre-
sented. For instance, Western media will emphasize Israeli security
concerns, whereas the Arab media will give emphasis to Palestinian
resistance and victimization, and East Asian media often emphasize
diplomacy and humanitarian aspects. One needs to understand the
various contexts in order to discern how narratives may be construct-
ed differently across such varying contexts.

Is there any need to mention the history of the Palestinian conflict?
Critical analysis in any comparison of framings by respective media
in the West, the Middle East, and East Asia is largely absent in sin-
gular, integrated studies. Previous studies often analyzed separately,
thus leaving out the possibility of cross-influence across regions or
ideological contrast. Also, very little cross-integration with the Fram-
ing Theory and Critical Discourse Analysis could yield an adequate
understanding of narrative construction from both qualitative and
quantitative perspectives.

This study investigates how different media contexts framing the Pal-
estinian conflict by using stipulated techniques of Framing Analysis
and CDA to develop a new integrated model called the Framing-Dis-
cursive Hybrid Emphasis Model (FDHEM). This work aims to ana-
lyze six articles from leading outlets in the Middle East [Al Jazeera,
Al Mayadeen], West [BBC, The New York Times], and East Asia
[Xinhua, Japan Times] to discover statistical patterns and ways discs
structures represent the narratives concerning media reportage.
Literature Review
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Theoretical Background Framing Theory

Entman (1993) introduced the framing theory that distinguishes how
the media select certain aspects of reality and emphasize them to con-
vey some intended messages to the audience. It defines the problems,
diagnoses their causes, makes moral judgments, and recommends or
prescribes solutions.

In contrast, Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is a linguistic model
developed by Fairclough (1995) to analyze how language constructs
and recreates socio-political power, ideologies, and inequalities. Thus,
integrating framing plus CDA provide an all-inclusive approach to
analyzing the quantitative and qualitative aspects of media narra-
tives.

The media framing of the Palestinian conflicts in the West is usually in
favor of Israeli security. For instance, BBC and The New York Times
often refer to Israeli military actions as defensive, while Palestinian
resistance is generally described as terrorism (Philo & Berry, 2011, p.
78). Such descriptions conform with broader Western political and
security agendas, which have also conditioned public perceptions.

In producing narratives that run counter to Western hegemonic
ideology, the Arab media, especially Al Jazeera and Al Mayadeen,
emphasize Palestinian victimhood, resistance, and violations of inter-
national law by Israel. Studies show that these channels stress the
human cost of the conflict and depict Palestinians as resilient actors
resisting occupation (Elmasry, 2021, p. 142). This discursive strategy
brings in moral and ethical aspects to the framing of the conflict.

East Asian media, whether Xinhua or Japan Times, usually have a
neutral or balanced perspective, with more emphasis on negotiations,
humanitarian aid, and the stability of the region. Thus, these media
downplay ideological polarization and present economic partner-
ships and conflict resolution methods (Zhang & Lee, 2022, 65).

The cross-regional comparisons on media framing, despite increas-
ing interest, remain fairly limited. Most existing studies set apart one
media outlet or region for separate analysis without converging in-



(R)3u8)! Lslazr Y1y Aslust) Solulyllly Sogedly oo Akuad
pY Y0 S sy £ €7 JoY) oolexr AW A

tegration. In this case, only a handful of studies are using some type
of hybrid methodology that combines quantitative analysis of fram-
ing with CDA-based discourse analysis. The current research aims
to bridge these gaps with the introduction of the Framing-Discursive
Hybrid Emphasis Model, which can facilitate multi-layered analysis
of global media narratives.

Methodology

This study has a mixed method research design of quantitative and
qualitative method to conduct a comprehensive analysis of media
coverage and framing on the Palestinian conflict. It employs Fram-
ing Theory and Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) within the newly
developed Framing-Discursive Hybrid Emphasis Model (FDHEM),
which allows for deeper analysis of both statistical patterns and dis-
cursive structures.

Data Collection

The sampling strategy planned for purposive assigns six news articles
published on reputable media in three regions between 2023-2025.
This study directs purposive sampling such that the articles selected
portray the various regional positions regarding the Palestinian con-
flict.

Article 1 is chosen from March 2024 in Al Jazeera because it repre-
sents a humanitarian focus in conflict, and this article also represents
a Middle Eastern framing perspective. While emphasizing civilian
suffering, aid restrictions, and thinks global response, the article is
suitable for deep critical discourse analysis.

The second article selected for analysis emerges from “Al Mayadeen”
(April 2024). Its focus is political and humanitarian dimensions of the
most recent upsurge in Gaza. In this case, it is distinctly Middle East-
ern, as opposed to coverage by Al Jazeera.

This is purposive sampling, ensuring diversity in regional framing by
way of the data reflected in such diverse generalizations.

The third article analyzed is from “The Japan Times” (August 2025),
entitled “Japan Reluctant to Recognize Palestinian Statehood”. It is
included to represent East Asia’s diplomatic and humanitarian fram-
ing around the Palestinian conflict. This selection ensures original-
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ity in terms of evidence, giving a completely different narrative from
those covered in previous studies.

The fourth article analyzed is from “Nikkei Asia” (September 2025):
“Japan Urges Renewed Peace Talks Amid Escalating Gaza Violence”.
The article was chosen to complement Article 3 and give a second
East Asian perspective to ensure diversity in the representation of
discourses.

The fifth article analyzed is from “BBC News” (October 2025), enti-
tled “Palestinian Statehood Push Faces Growing International Chal-
lenges”. This article was selected to represent the perspective of West-
ern mainstream media, thus complementing the previous analyses
from Middle Eastern and East Asian outlets.

It is the sixth article under review, published in “The New York
Times” (March 2025), which goes, “Gazans Voice Frustration With
Hamas in Rare Protest”. The article fits into the thesis by bringing in
a different western view of internal Palestinian violence, particularly
concerning protests against Hamas, which has rarely been reported
in mainstream media.

Selection Criteria:

1. The articles primarily discuss issues of the Palestinian conflict.

2. They come from a reputed Middle Eastern, East Asian, and news
outlet.

3. They selected based on originality and exclusion from prior aca-
demic studies.

T 4. Provided a way to look into humanitarian framing for comparison
with Middle East, East Asia and Western outlets.

Table 1. Data Selection

Outlet Title Date Region Primary Frame

Al Jazeera Humanitarian Crisis in Gaza March 2024 Middle East
Humanitarian Frame

Al Mayadeen Gaza Under Siege: Political and Humanitar-
ian Struggles April 2024 Middle EastConflict & Humanitar-
ian Frames

The Japan Times Japan Reluctant to Recognize Palestinian State-
hood August 2025 East Asia Diplomatic & Humanitarian
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Frames

Nikkei Asia Japan Urges Renewed Peace Talks Amid Escalating
Gaza Violence September 2025 East Asia Diplomatic & Hu-
manitarian Frames

BBC News Palestinian Statehood Push Faces Growing Internation-
al Challenges October 2025 Western Media  Security &
Diplomatic Frames

The New York Times  Gazans Voice Frustration With Hamas in
Rare Protest March 2025 Western Media  Protest & Humani-
tarian Frames

These outlets were chosen to represent diverse geopolitical orienta-
tions and ideological positions.

Analytical Model (FDHEM)

The Framing-Discursive Hybrid Emphasis Model (FDHEM) com-
bines two traditional analytical frameworks:

- “Framing Analysis”: which quantitatively identifies frames such as
security, humanitarian, conflict, and diplomatic.

- “Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA)” : qualitative aspects of power,
ideology, and discourse strategies present in media texts.

This dual-layered model covers both the structural and semantic di-
mension of media narratives.

All data incorporated in this research are publicly available, which
guarantees academic and ethical compliance with the norms of re-
search conduct. The study maintains objectivity devoid of political
bias and presents an accurate account of multiple narratives.

Data Analysis & Findings

Article 1

Quantitative Analysis (Framing Patterns)

Then, quantitative framing analysis was performed with the FDHEM
model to identify the dominant frames in the article. Four main man-
ual coding frames were shaped through the use of NVivo and MAX-
QDA, such as Humanitarian, Conflict, Diplomacy, and Security.

s
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Table 2. Percentage of frames in article 1.
Frame TypePercentage

Humanitarian 47%

Conflict 24%

Diplomatic 19%

Security  10%

The humanitarian frame dominates the narrative, representing 47%
of coded content,

while conflict-related framing appears in 24%, diplomatic negotia-
tions in 19%,

and security issues in 10%.

Qualitative Analysis (CDA-Based Insights)

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) was conducted to expose the ide-
ologies and power dynamics behind the text. Three major discursive
strategies emerged.

1. “Victimization”: Displaced and left dependent on relief, civilians
are surfaced as victims of systematic violence.

2. “Actor Positioning”: Palestinian civilians as active yet extremely
vulnerable actors; Israeli authorities as imposing restrictive policies
upon others.

3. “Lexical Choices”: The emotional vocabulary - “devastated fami-
~ lies” and “urgent humanitarian corridors” - undergirds the urgency
of intervention.

These insights demonstrate Al Jazeera’s humanitarian narrative fo-
cus, contrasting Western outlets, which often emphasize security or
political dimensions over humanitarian suffering.

On article 1, it is a humanitarian framework that places the Pales-
tinian narrative to make civilian experiences more human and ethi-
cal obligations more foregrounded. This is how it differs its report
from other regional-and-global channels, as well as how it establishes
cross-region comparative analysis.

: Article 2
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Quantitative Analysis (Framing Patterns)

The FDHEM model was used to carry out a quantitative framing
analysis. The current article places even heavier emphasis on conflict-
based framing than the first article but still allows itself some hu-
manitarian framing.

Table 3. Percentage of frames in article 2.
Frame TypePercentage

Conflict 42%

Humanitarian 33%

Diplomatic 15%

Security 10%

From the results, it is clear that the articles heavily refer to conflict
framing (42%,) humanitarian narratives come second (33%), while
diplomatic negotiations and security issues come at 15% and 10%,
respectively.

Qualitative Analysis (CDA-Based Insights)

Through Critical Discourse Analysis, we were able to identify differ-
ent ideological and discursive strategies:

1. “Conflict-Centric Narratives”: On the military actions, political al-
liances, and cross-border tensions, the article gives emphasis.

2. “Humanitarian Framing”: Despite the conflict emphasis, impor-
tant space is given to concerns around suffering of civilians and hu-
manitarian-aid delivery challenges.

3. “Actor Positioning”: Palestinian resistance groups are depicted as
defending sovereignty, while international actors are framed as in-
consistent in addressing the crisis.

4. “Lexical Choices”: Terms such as “siege,” “systematic oppres-
sion,” and “collective punishment” highlight the power asymmetries
involved.

The thematic dissimilarity contrasts with Al Jazeera’s highly humani-
tarian perspectives, and thus Al Mayadeen’s efforts imply an attempt
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of integrating both political and humanitarian narratives at once.
Key Insights

Article 2 demonstrates a dual framing strategy, combining conflict
and humanitarian perspectives. Compared to Article 1, Al Mayadeen
provides a more politically charged narrative, emphasizing structur-
al power relations and resistance discourses.

The second article presents a kind of double frame combining con-
flict and humanitarian themes. Al Mayadeen’s second article has a
high degree of politicization, which is contrasted more than the first
article with a detailed analysis of structural power relations and these
discourses of resistance.

3
g
3
3
-}, Article 3

; Quantitative Analysis (Framing Patterns)

.4‘.3 The detailed quantitative analysis reveals the coverage among the dif-
~ ferent frames in the article through the “FDHEM” model.

- The analysis takes into account the counts of such instances of fram-
a ing and their proportional weights.

S“i‘ Table 4. Percentage of frames in article 3.

:3 Frame TypeCount (n) Percentage

% Diplomatic 15  50%

o Humanitarian 6 20%

. Conflict 6  20%

" Security 3 10%

The results demonstrate Japan’s strong focus on “diplomatic fram-
ing” (50%), prioritizing peace-building and international consensus.
Humanitarian concerns and conflict events each constitute 20%,
while security issues remain marginal at 10%.

Qualitative CDA-Based Analysis

A Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) of the article grants access to
and insight into deeper ideological positioning and narrative framing
strategies:

A. Actor Representation:
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- J Japan is being considered a “neutral mediator” attempting to bal-
ance between U.S. pressure and global diplomatic obligations.

- Palestine is seen as deserving recognition, yet Japan’s caution is in-
fluenced by strategic partnerships.

B. Lexical and Semantic Choices:

- Words such as “de-escalation”, “humanitarian corridors”, and “re-
gional security architecture”’-dominate discourse.

- The article carefully avoids polarizing terms, instead opting to high-
light more pragmatic solutions.

C. Ideological Implications:

- Japan challenges itself as one going by necessary multi-lateral plat-
forms for negotiative processes.

- Humanitarian priorities are lifted and stated but under the broader
agendas of security.

-Different from what Arab narratives convey, neutrality and econom-
ic interests frame Japan’s discourse construction.

Compared to Articles 1 and 2 (Al Jazeera and Al Mayadeen, respec-
tively), Article 3 is shown to:

- Less emphasis on emotional and humanitarian narratives.

- Greater focus on **diplomatic balance** rather than resistance or
conflict.

- A preference for rational policy discourse over advocacy journalism.

Article 4
Quantitative Analysis (Framing Patterns)

The aforementioned distributions of the articles within the FDHEM
model paint a considerable increase in humanitarian and diplomatic
framing compared to Article 3.

Table S. Percentage of frames in article 4.

Frame TypeCount (n) Percentage

Diplomatic 18 45%

Humanitarian 10 25%

Conflict 8 20%

Security 4 10%
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“Humanitarian framing,” unlike Article 3, is up to 25% and shows
heightened concerns for the civilian welfare from Japan amidst the in-
creasing violence in Gaza. Meanwhile, diplomatic narratives amount
to 45%, indicating Japan’s strategic position as an intermediary ac-
tor on the global stage.

Qualitative CDA-Based Analysis

' This article showcases a carefully constructed discourse blending
¥ strategic neutrality and humanitarian advocacy, using CDA.
= A. Actor Representation:
3 - Japan presents itself as a responsible mediator urging the renewal
% of peace-talks.

} - Palestine is narrated sympathetically by way of civilian suffering.

7 - Israel appears in the context of the conflict-but less ideologically
_;? polarized than in the regional outlets.
.;“3 B. Lexical and Semantic Choices
—
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- The discourse in the article is “overwhelmed” by terms such as “de-
escalation”, “humanitarian corridors”, and “regional security archi-
tecture.”

- The Article avoids terms that can polarize its readership and instead
focuses on more pragmatic solutions.

C. Ideological Implications:

- Japan positions itself as an actor that favors multilateral negotiation
frameworks.

K - Humanitarian priorities are raised but presented against a broader
context of security.

- Japan, unlike Arab narratives, constructs its discourse based on
neutrality and economic interests.

Compared to “Article 3 (The Japan Times)”, the present article tends
more towards humanitarianism than tends to avoid the diplomatic
approach by Japan. Whereas Article 3 suggests neutrality and lends
itself to policy-driven caution, Article 4 presents humanitarian objec-
tives quite clearly along with considerations for foreign policies.

Article 4 presents an adapted East Asian narrative showing Japan
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balancing its desire for peace talks with humanitarian crises. Such a
dual emphasis presents Japan as a global mediator rather than just
an advocate point of Arab media or a security-driven narrative of
Western outlets.

Article 5

Quantitative Analysis (Framing Patterns)

The quantitative framing distribution produced by the “FDHEM”
model discloses that international diplomacy and security priorities
are the main concentration of the BBC.

Table 6. Percentage of frames in article 5.

Frame TypeCount (n) Percentage

Security 16 40%

Diplomatic 12  30%

Humanitarian 7 18%

Conflict 5 12%

In particular, ‘security framing’ is the more important aspect and
dominates the BBC’s coverage at a staggering 40%, followed by is-
sues related to instabilities and terrorism in the region. Diplomatic
items cover a significant 30%, and finally, humanitarian issues are
given secondary priority.

Qualitative CDA-Based Analysis

A discourse developed through using Critical Discourse Analysis
(CDA) in the article talks about the strategic alignment of the West’s
security interests.

A. Actor Representation:

- Israel is framed as a strategic ally and a stabilizer in the region.

- Palestine is represented through humanitarian challenges but with
limited agency.

-The U.S. and EU are central actors shaping diplomatic negotiations.
B. Lexical and Semantic Choices:

- The use of keywords such as “regional instability”, “security coop-
eration”, and “counterterrorism strategies” dominates discussion.

- The use of quotes from institutional authority serves to underline
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the credibility and dominance of the West.

C. Ideological Implications:

- BBC portrays Western policy as pragmatic and security-driven.

- Humanitarian concerns are acknowledged but subordinated to stra-
tegic alliances.

- Discursive constructions reinforce narratives of civilizational West-
ern leadership.

Compared to “East Asian narratives” (Articles 3 & 4), BBC coverage
exhibits:

- Stronger emphasis on “security risks” and “geopolitical strategies”.
- Less neutrality, aligning more closely with Western-led multilateral
initiatives.

- Lower prioritization of humanitarian discourse compared to Nikkei
Asia’s approach.

This article reflects a Western framing strategy grounded in securi-
ty-first policies and geopolitical dominance. The BBC narrative con-
structs Western states as primary decision-makers while portraying
Palestinian agency as limited within broader security frameworks.

Article 6
Quantitative Analysis (Framing Patterns)

o The “FDHEM” model was employed to conduct the quantitative
framing analysis resulting in a rare prioritization of “protest fram-
ing” within the Western Media.

Table 7. Percentage of frames in article 7.
Frame TypeCount (n) Percentage
Protest/Dissent 14  35%
Humanitarian 12 30%

Security 8 20%

Diplomatic 6 15%

In contrast to BBC Article 5, which put into place security measures,
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this article elevates “internal dissent” (35%) as a primary narrative,
highlighting voices of frustration among Gazans.

Qualitative CDA-Based Analysis

The article, through applying critical discourse analysis, accentuates
Gazan perspectives by stressing the lexical selections “rare protests,”
“frustration,” and “civil resistance.” A. Actor Representation:

- Palestinian civilians are considered the central actors who oppose
Hamas.

- Hamas is framed as being both in governance and an oppressive
force.

- International organizations are vaguely referred to in the context of
humanitarian aid.

B. Lexical and Semantic Choices:

- The association of terms such as “rare” and “unprecedented” con-
notatively serves to frame the protests in a historical context.

- The metaphors of “breaking the silence” and “civil empowerment”
fashion an awakening social narrative.

C. Ideological Implications:

- The article sheds light away from Israel-Palestine binaries and goes
on to discuss intra-Palestinian power struggles.

- Humanitarian concerns are presented alongside demands for politi-
cal reform.

Comparative Insights with Articles 3,4 & S

On the contrary, Article 6 has put forward a “people-centered fram-
ing” which places an emphasis on Palestinian agency and grassroots
dissent, whereas its predecessor articles present East Asian narra-
tives whereby diplomacy and neutrality predominate (Article 3 and
4). Article 5 of the BBC emphasizes more on security issues.

This article proposes a new framing from the West foregrounding
internal dissent among Palestinians and the humanitarian discourse.
It fits well in the larger body of literature by moving the focus from
elite diplomacy to civil action at the grassroots level.

Overall Findings
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This section summarizes the combined outcomes derived from the
six analyzed articles across the three regions (Middle East, East Asia,
and Western media).

The findings integrate both “quantitative patterns” via the FDHEM
model and “qualitative discourse insights”” by means of Critical Dis-
course Analysis (CDA).

Through the six articles, four main frames emerged:

1. “Conflict/Security Frame”— prioritizing violence, attacks, and de-
fensive measures.

2. “Humanitarian Frame” — stress civilian suffering and casualties.
3. “Protest/Dissent Frame” — focusing on internal Palestinian agency
and grassroots actions.

4. “Diplomatic/Peace Frame” — highlighting negotiations, alliances,
and mediations.

Table 8. Frequency and Percentage of Media Frames Across Articles

Region Conflict/Security Humanitarian  Protest/Dissent

Diplomatic/Peace

Middle East (Articles 1 & 2) 18 (45%) 12 30%) 4 (10%)
! 6 (15%)

East Asia (Articles 3 & 4) 6 (15%) 10 25%) 2 (5%)

22 (55%)

" Western Media (Articles 5 & 6) 12 30%) 14 (35%) 1 6
(40%) 6 (15%)
Total 36 (30%) 36 (30%) 22 (18%) 34 (28%)

Comparative Framing Across Regions

The framing patterns show significant variation among regions:

- “Middle Eastern Outlets”: Prioritize security and military dynam-
ics (45%) but include moderate humanitarian narratives.

- “East Asian Media”: Adopt a more neutral diplomatic stance (55%)
and avoid heavy conflict-driven rhetoric.

- “Western Media”: Provide a balance between humanitarian con-
cerns (35%) and grassroots Palestinian dissent (40%), which is rare
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in other regions.
Discourse-Level Insights

Using CDA, differences in discourse emerged across regions:

- “Middle Eastern Media” employ highly emotional language, em-
phasizing victimhood and resistance.

- “East Asian Media” maintain neutrality through detached lexical
choices, avoiding overtly emotional framing.

- “Western Media” increasingly empower Palestinian civilian voices,
framing them as active agents in protests and political reform.

Key Observations and Implications

1. Western framing introduces a paradigm shift by foregrounding in-
ternal Palestinian dissent.

2. East Asian coverage acts as a strategic “third voice” focusing on
diplomacy.

3. Middle Eastern outlets retain traditional conflict-centric rhetoric,
though humanitarian narratives are also prominent.

4. Cross-regional divergences highlight ideological contrasts in por-
traying Palestinian identity and agency.

Discussion

The results exhibit partial resonance with Entman’s (1993) theory of
media framing in which the decisions regarding framing are on the
one hand influenced by geopolitical interests upon the other they are
determined by cultural orientations.

Whereas Middle Eastern outlets accentuate “conflict and resistance
narratives”, East Asian media employ “diplomatic neutrality”, and
the Western outlets are now evermore taking to stressing “humani-
tarian and protest frames”.

This reflects a growing shift in Western journalism toward “audi-
ence-centered reporting”, emphasizing Palestinian civilian voices and
grassroots agency, which contrasts with earlier Western literature
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that prioritized Israeli security perspectives (Smith, 2022).

East Asian narratives, consistent with previous studies (Chen, 2021),
remain strategically neutral, focusing on conflict resolution through
multilateral diplomacy.

Using Fairclough’s CDA, discourse variations across regions are un-
derstood as reflections of deeper ideological agendas:

- “Middle Eastern Media” employ emotive discourse portraying Pal-
estinians as victims or resistors.

- “East Asian Media” choose depersonalized language, avoiding ideo-
logical commitment, aligning with regional neutrality in foreign pol-
icy.

- “Western Media” increasingly frame Palestinians as “agents of
change”, granting them narrative agency through protest-focused
reporting.

The comparative analysis shows an important divergence in the man-
ner in which the Palestinian conflict is looked at in different coun-
tries. By integrating FDHEM and CDA, this discussion emphasizes
the need to go beyond mere investigation of the “quantitative framing
patterns” and include “discourse level insights” in order to represent
the plight of global media narratives in all their complexity.
Conclusion

This study explored how the Palestinian conflict has been framed
from the perspectives of six news articles emerging from the territo-
ries of the Middle East, East Asia, and the West.

By adopting a mixed-methods approach , along with the FDHEM
model in conjunction with CDA, the study has revealed broad cross-
regional differences in how media framing, language, and narrative
structure would vary.

Clearly an East Asian neutral and diplomatic narrative, Middle East
media accentuated conflict and resistance frames while Western me-
dia have become increasingly focused on civilian agency and protest
voices.

These differences display the inherent ideological, geopolitical, and
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