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ABSTRACT 

This paper analyzes modal framing and discursive strategies of the presentation of the Israel-

Palestine conflict in the global media by using a corpus-based Critical Discourse Analysis 

(CDA). Since the media reporting is ideological, the specific research seeks to investigate how 

international media houses use modality, lexical tools and framing to create specific discourses 

about the conflict and its participants. Furthermore, the study is based on the three-dimensional 

model of CDA by Norman Fairclough and incorporates the corpus linguistic approaches to the 

analysis of the chosen news stories in the Western and non-Western media. It explores modality 

patterns, evaluative language and ideological positioning within the discourse of the media. 

The findings indicate that modal expressions and discursive strategies play an important role 

in portraying power relations, victimhood and legitimacy in conflict reports. The results also 

underscore the role played by the language used in the media in supporting ideological views 

and political interests. In the near future, the research will add to the body of media discourse 

literature by showing how language plays out in defining how people conceptualize conflict. 

Further studies can be conducted on multimodal and social media representations as a way of 

presenting a more comprehensive picture of the current conflict discourses. 

 

Key Words: Model framing, Israel-Palestine conflict, media discourse, mixed method study 

and critical discourse analysis.  

 

INTRODUCTION 

The question of how language, ideology and power are related has been the long-running issue 

that has attracted the attention of linguists, media scholars and political communication 

scholars. Language as an instrument of meaning-making does not just passively reflect reality 

but actively constructs, shapes and mediates social realities (Fairclough, 1995). The media has 

become an important platform in the modern world to fight and struggle ideologically. The 

news discourse in particular has a critical role to play in influencing the opinion of the masses, 

policy arguments and putting events in perspective as they happen across the world. Language 
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is what makes the media institutions create narratives that put some actors in a better or worse 

light, justify some actions, and create moral judgments. Framing of news in the context of the 

violent conflict, where the information is frequently disputed and quickly changing, is not only 

a representational question, but a highly political act (Van Dijk, 1998). 

The Israel-Palestine conflict is one of the most controversial and long-lasting conflicts in 

modern history. It has not only created geopolitical tensions and a humanitarian crisis, but it 

has also taken an important space in world media discourse. The conflict is extensively and 

frequently polarized by the media because of its complicated history, deeply rooted narratives, 

and implications on international relations. The media coverage of the conflict between Israel 

and Palestine is highly diverse depending on the political affiliation, cultures and institutional 

ideologies of a country and its media. Whereas certain news media will present Israel as a 

sovereign nation that is protecting itself against terrorism, others will emphasize the Palestinian 

struggle as fighting against occupation. Such opposing descriptions are not always made 

overtly biased, but are implicit in the language use, especially modality and discursive 

strategies. 

Language Modality is the expression of possibility, necessity, obligation or permission. It is 

expressed in modal verbs (e.g., must, should, might, could), adverbs (e.g., probably, possibly, 

certainly), and other linguistic means that express the attitude of a speaker to the proposition 

(Palmer, 2001). Modality in media discourse is a potent frame with the ability to enable 

journalists and editors to articulate evaluation, position and power. An example is that when 

one says that Israel must respond to attacks, it means that they are taking a different ideological 

stance than when one says that Israel might respond to attacks. These modal options, though 

grammatically subtle, can have a great influence on the perception and interpretation of events. 

In addition, modality is also compatible with other discursive strategies like nominalization, 

passive constructions, intertextual references and lexical preferences to form coherent 

narratives that adhere to some ideological stances. 

Discursive strategies in media discourse have been studied in recent times as part of Critical 

Discourse Analysis (CDA), a multidisciplinary approach to the interaction between language, 

power, and ideology. Other CDA researchers, such as Fairclough (1995), Van Dijk (1998), and 

Wodak (2001), have also highlighted the importance of language as a means of perpetuating 

and contesting social inequalities. CDA provides that discourse is shaped by as well as shapes 

social structures; discourse is a type of social practice that helps to reproduce ideologies and 

power relations. Applying CDA to the Israel-Palestine conflict, it can be a good prism to view 

the ways the global media builds narratives that can either perpetuate or undermine dominant 

geopolitical ideologies. 

Although there is a lot of literature on media coverage of the Israel-Palestine conflict, few 

studies have been done systematically to examine the significance of modality in framing the 

coverage of the conflict. The majority of the existing research concentrates on thematic content 

analysis, visual framing or discourse framing without giving due consideration to the 

grammatical and semantic aspects, which form the basis of these frames. A corpus-based CDA 

methodology, a synthesis of the qualitative information of a critical discourse analysis with the 

quantitative rigor of corpus linguistics, is an effective methodology to reveal these patterns. 

Through the analysis of mass data of news articles, it is possible to determine some modal 

patterns, collocations and lexical associations which will unveil the ideological systems 

underlying media discourse. 

 

Problem Statement. 

The Israel-Palestine conflict is so far one of the most complicated and rooted geopolitical 

conflicts in modern history. Being an object of international interest, the conflict has always 

been widely covered by the international media. But the manner in which the media 

establishments portray the conflict in terms of the language they use, the pattern of framing and 
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the discursive strategies they adopt is not neutral. On the contrary, these images are indicative 

of the ideological standpoints, national interests, and cultural biases (Said, 1981; Philo and 

Berry, 2004). Specifically, modality, a grammatical aspect that articulates levels of certainty, 

obligation and possibility, is of vital importance in how media make conflict narratives, allocate 

agency, and justify/delegitimize actions. Although it is important, the systematic study of modal 

framing and discursive actions in media reporting of the Israel-Palestine conflict across the 

world has not been explored well, particularly in the corpus-based critical discourse analysis 

(CDA) lens. 

The conventional understanding of conflict reporting research has tended to focus on media 

bias, agenda-setting and framing, yet has not taken a more in-depth linguistic approach to how 

these frames are actualized in terms of language (Entman, 2004). Though ideological framing 

in Western or Arab media has been the topic of research in individual studies, no comparative 

and data-based research has been conducted that combines corpus linguistics and CDA to 

evaluate how media in various geopolitical locations frame the conflict through modality and 

discursive means. Additionally, much of the past research is based on limited datasets or on 

single incidents as opposed to analyzing trends over a greater period of time and across multiple 

media outlets. 

This is an issue for several reasons. To begin with, media discourses play a crucial role in 

shaping the opinion of the people, making policies, and international reactions to the conflict 

(Chomsky, 2002; Khalil, 2021). Linguistic framing of actors like Israel, Palestinian factions or 

the international organizations influences the perception of legitimacy, victimhood, aggression, 

and resistance. As an illustration, modal verbs such as must, should or may may imply the need, 

responsibility or ambiguity, which in effect can indirectly affect the ways in which audiences 

may understand actions of various parties. These subtleties are hardly reflected in the 

conventional studies of media but are the core of the discursive power relations. 

Secondly, the lack of systematic studies involving a combination of corpus instruments with 

CDA restricts the scope of revealing repetitive patterns and common discourses, as well as 

cross-cultural differences in media coverage. Corpus-based CDA provides a quantitative 

analysis of large volumes of data as well as the qualitative analysis, which provides a more in-

depth and empirical view of the way in which meaning is created (Baker et al., 2008). It can 

also be used to identify statistically significant linguistic characteristics, including the 

frequency and use of modal verbs and evaluative language, which are used to frame ideology. 

Thirdly, the present media environment is more polarized and globalized, with international 

reporting on the Israel-Palestine conflict being diverse in different parts of the world, including 

North America, Europe, the Middle East and Asia. This leads to significant concerns over who 

is heard or not, whose stories prevail, and how the media frames are congruent with wider 

political and ideological systems. The necessity to question the ways in which global media 

produce competing versions of reality by modal framing and other discursive practices is urgent, 

especially in times of increased conflict, like the intensifications in Gaza in 2021 and 2023. 

Thus, the main issue of this study can be formulated as follows: ideologically-inspired 

discursive decisions that determine how the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is represented in the 

global media and affect the way people perceive it and the relations between the countries have 

not been systematically studied in terms of corpus-based CDA techniques across media and 

geopolitical settings. In bridging the gap, the research seeks to offer a linguistically based and 

empirically strong example of how the media discourses create conflict, agency, and ideology 

in a manner that can either support or challenge the dominant power structures. 

 

Study Significance. 

The paper is important because it touches upon the crucial point of intersection of language, 

media, and ideology in forming the world perception of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. In a 

time when media reporting is the key factor in shaping international opinion and political 
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judgment, it is timely and obligatory to comprehend how linguistic choices, especially the 

modality and discursive strategies, are utilized in framing conflict narratives. Modality, which 

is conveyed by modal verbs like must, may, should, and can, is a subtle presentation of the 

extent of certainty, obligation, or possibility and thus affects the way the media conveys agency, 

responsibility, and legitimacy. Although it is a critical aspect, the dimension of modality is an 

underresearched area of media discourse about the conflict. This paper helps to fill this gap by 

using a corpus-based critical discourse analysis (CDA) method to reveal the patterns of modal 

use and framing in the various media outlets worldwide in a systematic manner. Corpus 

linguistics is combined with CDA to improve the rigour of the analysis process since both 

qualitative and quantitative validation is possible. Moreover, the comparative nature of this 

study that looks at Western, Middle Eastern and Asian media provides a wider and more 

comprehensive perspective on the creation and challenge of narratives along geopolitical 

boundaries. This study, by disclosing the role of media language in the strengthening or 

weakening of dominant ideologies, not only contributes to the scholarly discussion on 

linguistics and media studies but also facilitates critical media literacy and ethical journalism 

in international conflict coverage. 

 

Research Objectives  

1. To recognize and examine how modal verbs and expressions (e.g., must, should, may, can) 

are used in the selected media outlets around the world in covering the Israeli-Palestinian 

conflict. 

2. To analyze the discursive strategies (e.g., nomination, predication, argumentation, 

perspectivization) used in the process of building the representations of the actors and events 

in the conflict. 

3. To contrast the ideological framing of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict by various 

international media sources (e.g., Western, Middle Eastern and Asian media) based on 

modality and discourse patterns. 

 

Research Questions  

1. What is the use of modality by international media to frame the actions, responsibilities and 

legitimacy of the actors in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict? 

2. How do international media employ discursive strategies to create representations of the 

Israeli and Palestinian side(s) in the main conflict events? 

3. How do the media representations vary between geopolitical settings (e.g., Western vs. Arab 

media), and what ideological implications do the differences have? 

 

Reasoning behind the Study. 

The justification of this study lies in the pressing need to critically analyze how the media 

across the world create discourses about one of the most longstanding and divisive conflicts in 

the modern historythe Israeli-Palestinian conflict. The media coverage is not a passive 

reflection of the events but an active process that influences the general perception of the people, 

legitimizes certain points of view, and marginalizes others. Although decades of media bias and 

media representation research have been conducted, there is still a significant gap in the 

analysis of linguistic processes, especially modal framing and discursive strategies, whereby 

ideological positioning is attained. Modal auxiliators like must, should, may and can have 

significant implications for the attribution of responsibility, urgency or legitimacy in conflict 

reporting, but have been given little consideration in media discourse of this conflict. Similarly, 

media tend to use discursive strategies like nomination, predication and perspectivization to 

create the identities of conflict actors and to frame events ideologically. This paper fills this 

gap by using a corpus-based approach to the critical discourse analysis (CDA), which enables 

one to not only conduct a large-scale, empirical study of media texts but also to critically 
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interpret the ideological meanings that are inherent in them. The study also provides a cross-

cultural insight into the differences in narratives across geopolitical areas by comparing media 

reporting in various parts of the world, such as the Western, Middle Eastern and Asian media. 

By doing this, the research will reveal how media discourse linguistic decisions help to shape 

world views of the conflict, thus revealing the implications of language use in international 

relations and conflict coverage as well as media ethics in general. 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

The article by Ennouri et al. (2025) is a scoping review and bibliometric analysis of scholarly 

articles on the war in Gaza in 2023-2024 based on 640 publications found in PubMed between 

October 7, 2023, and October 7, 2024 (221 of which matched the inclusion criteria). The study 

aimed to chart the scholarly reactions and identify variations in linguistic framing and position, 

pro-Gaza, pro-Israel or neutral. Using PRISMA-ScR as its methodological framework, with 

the help of quantitative bibliometric categorization, the study investigated lexical options and 

affiliations among articles. Results indicated that 57 per cent of the articles included were pro-

Gaza, typically authored and published in high-ranking international journals and with 

humanitarian themes, and 31.7 per cent were pro-Israel and in regional journals with self-

defence and political themes. Neutral papers comprised ~11 %. It is important to note that pro-

Gaza news often contained such words as genocide, occupation and ceasefire in their headings, 

whereas pro-Israel news articles contained such words as October 7 and Hamas. The paper 

finds that academic discourse embodies deep ideological and geopolitical faults, with historical 

background and institutional orientation, and emphasizes the shortcomings of the global health 

and humanitarian framework to respond to political contexts. 

Luckham (2025) conducted an in-depth comparative analysis of the wars in Gaza (Israel–

Palestine conflict) and Ukraine, drawing on comparative geopolitical data and case studies of 

the two conflicts. The primary objective was to dissect how the international order, including 

shifting global capitalism and post-Cold War normsframes and responds to what are defined 

respectively as just and unjust wars across different contexts. Using a political-economic 

framework blended with peace-and-power theory, Luckham interrogates how global south 

actors, through strategies like non‑alignment, navigate war burdens, global narrative regimes, 

and structural inequalities. Findings reveal that both conflicts exemplify a new “warmaker’s 

dividend,” where security concerns increasingly override peace dividends, disproportionately 

disadvantaging vulnerable populations in Gaza and Ukraine. Luckham also highlights how 

both wars accentuate systemic inequalities in war-making and peace-building, and argues that 

sustainable peace requires globally coordinated non-aligned engagement rather than partisan 

strategic alignments. 

Amro (2024) conducted a cross-sectional quantitative study assessing post-traumatic stress 

disorder (PTSD) symptoms among 272 nursing students at Palestine Polytechnique University 

during the Gaza war and Israeli attacks on the health-care system. The objective was to evaluate 

the prevalence and severity of PTSD symptoms and identify associated demographic and 

academic factors. Employing the Impact of Event Scale-Revised (IES‑R) and using chi-square 

tests, t‑tests, ANOVA, and Pearson correlations, the study drew on psychological trauma theory 

as its conceptual framework. Findings revealed that 71.3% of students reported high levels of 

PTSD symptoms, with 14.7% meeting criteria for probable PTSD, while hyperarousal and 

intrusion were the most elevated subscales. Females exhibited significantly higher symptom 

levels than males, and academic disruption and guilt when experiencing happiness were also 

significantly associated with elevated PTSD severity. The study concludes that the Gaza war 

has profoundly damaged students’ mental health and recommends implementing supportive 

mental-health programs, resilience-building, and trauma-informed strategies in academic 

institutions. 
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Ilyas (2024) performed a qualitative study of the Israel-Palestine conflict, with particular 

emphasis on the Israeli-Hamas hostilities, with an accent on claims of aggression and violations 

of the international criminal law. The study took place with the help of 155 published sources 

(academic papers, reports, media coverage, and theses) using the ATLAS. TI software to auto-

code the themes with the help of the literature review and discourse analysis. It aimed at 

critically evaluating the issue of whether Israeli action was a violation of the Geneva 

Conventions and the Rome Statute and other tools of international humanitarian and criminal 

law. The study was based on a legal-normative and discourse-analytical paradigm and three 

prevalent themes were identified: Geneva Conventions violations, Rome Statute obligations 

violations, and attacks on health care facilities. The evidence shows that the military and 

political institutions in Israel have engaged in severe violations of the law, which can be 

classified as war crimes and crimes against humanity, especially the use of indiscriminate 

methods against civilian infrastructure and medical services. The paper concludes by 

recommending that the international community should engage in more vigorous international 

activity and accountability mechanisms to ensure that Israel stops these activities that are 

violations of international criminal law. 

Aref and Hossein (2024) performed a policy analysis of the official Iranian position and media 

reporting on the war in Gaza in October 2023, using qualitative content data in the form of 

Iranian governmental statements, coverage by state media, and policy reports in the region, 

which were gathered by the end of early 2024. The aim was to analyze the geopolitical 

positioning of Iran, the rhetorical framing, and the strategic messaging of Iran in the escalation. 

The analysis is based on a constructivist-discourse approach with the premise of the 

international relations theory and how Iran managed to build its identity as a victim and regional 

powerbroker and attempt to sway Arab and Muslim opinion. The results show that Iran has 

positioned itself as a spearhead of anti-Israel resistance, moral and religious solidarity with 

Palestinians, and interfered with the normalization trends between Israel and Arab states. The 

paper concludes that the discourse strategy of Iran was geared towards strengthening its 

leadership position in the region, as well as to delegitimize the military action of Israel and to 

invoke Islamic feeling in the region. 

 In their article, Buheji and Khunji (2023) discuss storytelling as a rehabilitative intervention 

to address collective well-being among Palestinians during and after the 2023 Gaza conflict, 

based on qualitative data in the form of narrative case studies and program experiences, 

acquired during the war period. The study's aim was to determine wellbeing-promoting 

interventions that would be suitable for Gazans in the context of displacement and ongoing 

conflict, specifically cultural resilience and psychosocial recovery. Using a narrative 

intervention model based on the theory of well-being and resilience, the authors suggest the 

use of storytelling as a strategy to restore emotional and social strength. Their results indicate 

that storytelling, as a means of sharing memories, expressing identity together, and engaging 

in expressive dialogue, can contribute greatly to short- and long-term psychosocial recovery, 

resilience, and become the basis of wellbeing initiatives in conflict areas. 

Ezugwu (2023) also carried out a secondary-data research on the Israel-Palestine conflict over 

Jerusalem in the 21 st century, the aim of which is to analyse the status of Jerusalem and the 

efficiency of peace processes and external mediation. Using as the source of data the scholarly 

publications, journal articles and online resources, Ezugwu uses structural realism as the 

conceptual framework, claiming that war is one of the main tools of change in international 

relations. The paper concludes that even with the many diplomatic interventions, violence has 

escalated, especially on the issue of the status of Jerusalem and Palestinian statehood. Ezugwu 

concludes that conflicting stories, irreconcilable ambitions, centuries-long mistrust, 

geopolitical complications, and the role of outside forces have prevented a permanent solution, 

and believes that a real peace is based on face-to-face, serious negotiation between Israel and 

Palestine to determine the status of Jerusalem and establish stability. 
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RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

In the current research, the mixed method research design was used, which combines Corpus 

Linguistics (CL) and Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to examine modal framing and 

discursive strategies in the global media coverage of the Israel-Palestine conflict. It was based 

on the Norman Fairclough three-dimensional model of CDA which is rooted in textual analysis, 

discursive practices and socio-cultural practices. A purposive sample of the news articles was 

taken from the chosen Western and non-Western international media houses that reported major 

events regarding the conflict. The gathered news pieces were gathered into a special corpus and 

processed with the help of corpus linguistic tools to discover common patterns of modality, 

lexical options, evaluative phrases, and ideological representations. The frequency and 

distribution of modal verbs and other important linguistic patterns were analyzed by 

quantitative analysis and the interpretation of how these linguistic elements were used to form 

representations of power, legitimacy, victimhood, and political ideology in the press was 

analyzed through qualitative analysis. The combination of corpus-based methodologies and 

CDA allowed exploring the ideological roles of language in conflict reporting on a global scale 

in a systematic and in-depth way. 

 

DATA ANALYSIS 

The current research has used a mixed-method analytical approach that combines Corpus 

Linguistics (CL) and Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to analyze modal framing and 

discursive practices in the global media coverage of the conflict between Israel and Palestine. 

The combination of these methods allowed the paper to explore the quantitative distribution of 

the linguistic patterns as well as the qualitative ideological meanings that are deeply rooted in 

the media discourse. Whereas corpus linguistic methods led to the empirical data on the 

frequency and contextual occurrence of linguistic features, Critical Discourse Analysis helped 

to explain the features in the context of the larger socio-political and ideological frameworks. 

The study's analytical framework was mainly based on the three-dimensional model of Critical 

Discourse Analysis by Norman Fairclough, which conceptualizes the discourse in terms of 

interrelated dimensions of textual analysis, discursive practice and socio-cultural practice. 

The study data was a well-chosen corpus of news reports, which was received within the 

internationally recognized Western and non-Western media sources. The media houses were 

chosen because they have a global influence, an ideological inclination, a readership, and have 

covered the Israel-Palestine conflict. To guarantee the representational diversity and the 

analytical balance, the corpus included the news reports of both the Western media institutions 

that tend to be linked with the prevailing global politics discourses and the non-Western media 

outlets that tend to offer the alternative discourses of ideologies. The data collection procedure 

was centered on reports that included major political, military and humanitarian occurrences in 

the conflict, such as armed conflict, ceasefire talks, civilian deaths, diplomatic interventions 

and global reactions. 

To choose media texts that explicitly covered the conflict and had a significant amount of 

ideological and discursive content that would be pertinent to the aims of the study, a purposive 

sampling method was used. The articles were chosen from digital archives and official websites 

of the news organizations in a specific time frame. After the process of collecting, all the textual 

information was translated into an electronic form that can be read by machines to enable 

corpus analysis. The corpus was then subjected to a strict data preparation and cleaning process 

whereby all the irrelevant textual elements like advertisements, hyperlinks, captions, 

duplication, metadata and visual descriptions were eliminated to ensure linguistic consistency 

and analytical reliability. 

The complete corpus was then sorted into two big sub-corpora, which were the Western and 

non-Western media discourse. This classification allowed for a comparative study of modal 

framing and ideological representation in various geopolitical settings. Corpus linguistic 
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software tools were used to analyze the corpus and assist in the identification of frequent lexical 

patterns, modal constructions, collocational patterns, concordance lines and semantic patterns. 

The first phase of the corpus exploration was frequency analysis, which enabled the researcher 

to discover the most frequent modal auxiliaries and evaluative lexical items in the selected 

news discourse. 

Special attention was paid to the analysis of modal auxiliaries like must, should, may, might, 

can, could, will, and would because these elements of language have an important role in 

conveying certainty, obligation, possibility, authority, predictions, and ideology. The analysis 

was conducted on the use of modality by various media sources in reporting on political actors, 

military interventions, humanitarian emergencies, and international interventions. As an 

example, statements of need and duty were critically examined in an attempt to establish the 

legitimization and delegitimization of certain political acts and ideological standpoints by 

media institutions. In a similar manner, epistemic modality was tested to understand how 

different levels of certainty and probability were applied to influence the perception of the 

audience in terms of accountability, victimhood, resistance and state legitimacy. 

Concordance analysis was also done to analyse modal expressions in their immediate linguistic 

contexts. The study used concordance lines to explore the interaction of the modal verbs with 

other lexical items and the thematic structures to form ideological meanings. This contextual 

examination allowed the researcher to determine implicit instances of bias, evaluative 

positioning and narrative framing that are inherent in the discourse of various media 

organizations. Moreover, collocational analysis was used to find out the most commonly co-

occurring lexical items related to important political actors and conflict-related themes. Lexical 

collocations in the context of words like Israel, Palestine, Hamas, military operation, terrorism, 

occupation, civilians and resistance were critically analyzed to reveal the patterns of ideological 

association and semantic framing. 

Another area that the study dwelt on much was semantic prosody, which can be said to be the 

attitudinal or evaluative meaning created through recurrent lexical settings. The study 

investigated, using semantic prosody, whether certain political actors or events were more 

likely to be represented in a positive, negative or neutral discursive environment. To illustrate, 

the paper examined how the mentions of military action were contextualized in terms of 

security and self-defense discourses or those of violence, aggression and humanitarian 

suffering. These trends furnished valuable information about the ideological stance and modes 

of representation embraced by various media organizations. 

The textual level of the CDA model developed by Fairclough was the focus of the analysis, 

which focused on different micro-linguistic characteristics, such as modality, lexicalization, 

transitivity patterns, agency construction, passivization, nominalization, presupposition, 

metaphorical expressions, and evaluative language. The analysis of lexicalization was devoted 

to the ideological connotations of words that are used to describe the political actors, military 

formations, and civilian groups. Special focus was given to the language of expressing violence 

and resistance in the form of lexical terms like terrorists, militants, freedom fighters, occupiers 

and victims. These lexical decisions were critically analyzed to find out how language had a 

role to play in the formation of ideological binaries and political identities in the discourse of 

the media. 

Another important aspect of the study was the analysis of the patterns of transitivity. Using the 

principles of systemic functional linguistics, the study investigated the role of grammatical 

structures in attributing agency, responsibility and causality in the news reports. Active and 

passive voice forms were comparatively studied to find out whether media institutions 

foregrounded or concealed the actors of the violence, displacement or humanitarian suffering. 

As an example, passive constructions (civilians were killed) were analytically analyzed as 

compared to active constructions that clearly described perpetrators of violence. This 
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discussion allowed the researcher to reveal some of the hidden processes of discourse where 

accountability and ideological positioning were played out in the media discourse. 

In addition, the paper examined the application of presupposition and implication in the media 

discourse. Presuppositional structures were analyzed to determine implicit assumptions that 

were incorporated in journalistic texts and which directed the audience's interpretation, but did 

not explicitly state the ideology. In the same way, metaphorical expressions and rhetorical 

frames were examined to discern the way abstract political reality was framed in terms of 

emotionally evocative or culturally resonant images. Analysis demonstrated how metaphorical 

discourse helped to build up fear, legitimacy, nationalism, and moral polarization of the conflict 

in the media. 

The discursive practice level of the study touched on the processes of production, distribution 

and consumption of the news discourse at the institutional level. This step of analysis was 

aimed at intertextuality, patterns of quotation, attribution strategies, and framing mechanisms 

that are used by media organizations. The paper has analyzed how the journalists have 

selectively used the statements made by the government, military briefings, humanitarian 

stories, the opinions of experts and eyewitness reports to create authoritative accounts about 

the war. The inclusion and exclusion of specific voices, perspectives, and ideological positions 

in the media coverage were also analyzed in terms of their strategic inclusion and exclusion. 

The analysis of the Western and non-Western media sources showed a great disparity in the 

thematic focus, narrative framing and structure. The discourse of Western media tended to 

focus on matters to do with security, counterterrorism and geopolitical stability, but the non-

Western media tended to anticipate the issues of occupation, humanitarian crisis, colonial 

oppression and resistance. These differences demonstrated the influence of media discourse on 

the larger political alliances, institutional ideologies and geopolitical concerns. 

The results were placed in the context of the overall global power relations, ideological 

hegemonies, and international political systems at the socio-cultural level of the Fairclough 

framework. The paper has shown that the media discourse on the Israel-Palestine conflict is a 

place of ideological opposition where opposing narratives are in a struggle to be heard and have 

their voices heard globally. The modal and discursive strategies were identified to be potent 

tools of ideology by which the media organizations create political realities, promote dominant 

discourses, marginalize alternative views and influence the ways people perceive the conflict. 

Finally, the combination of Corpus Linguistics and Critical Discourse Analysis allowed the 

study to have a multidimensional and holistic picture of media representation. The quantitative 

corpus methods were complemented by the qualitative ideological interpretation methods that 

contributed to the increased level of analytical rigor and reliability of the research results. 

Through the systematic analysis of the linguistic patterns and the socio-political contexts, the 

paper demonstrated the multifaceted connection between language, ideology, the power of 

media and political representation in the modern global conflict discourse. 

 

FINDINGS & DISCUSSION 

The current research showed that modal framing and discursive strategies played a significant 

role in framing the Israel-Palestine conflict in the media around the world. By combining 

Corpus Linguistics and Critical Discourse Analysis, the paper was able to find evident 

ideological differences between the Western and non-Western media discourse with respect to 

modality, lexical options, transitivity pattern, semantic prosody and the use of framing 

strategies. 

The prevalent use of modal auxiliaries like must, should, may, might and could in reporting 

political actions, military operations and humanitarian crises was one of the key observations. 

The Western media extensively used the strong deontic modalities to legitimize the security 

and military actions, with the focus on the right of Israel to self-defense. Non-Western media, 

on the contrary, pre-empted humanitarian issues, occupation, and international responsibility 
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using modality. The Western reports had a tendency to use epistemic modalities like may and 

might to dilute or obfuscate responsibility in terms of civilian deaths and military aggression. 

The corpus analysis also indicated that there are major differences in the lexicalization and 

collocational patterns. The western media tended to identify Israel as a place of security, 

defense, and protection and Palestinian groups as militants, extremists and terrorists. On the 

other hand, non-Western media characterized the Palestinian actors using such words as 

resistance, victims and oppression, whereas Israeli military actions were linked with such 

words as aggression, occupation and civilian suffering. These vocabulary options were 

indicative of more general ideological leanings and geopolitical identities. 

The semantic prosody analysis reflected the way the political actors and military events were 

incorporated in the positive or negative evaluative context. The Israeli actions were mostly 

framed by the Western media in the context of security and legitimacy, but by the non-Western 

media in the context of the destruction of people, their displacement, and unfairness. These 

patterns of evaluation helped to build polarized political identities and conflicting victimhood 

and legitimacy narratives. 

On the textual level, the transitivity analysis showed that the Western media often used passive 

constructions to report on the deaths of Palestinian civilians, thus concealing agency and 

making direct responsibility less significant. However, when talking about attacks by 

Palestinian groups, active voice constructions were more widely used. The relatively higher 

application of the active constructions in assigning blame to Israeli military actions was 

evidenced in non-Western media. These grammatical structures reflected the ideology of 

language in attributing or hiding responsibility. 

The use of presupposition, metaphorical language and rhetorical strategies was also found in 

the study as important means of ideological representation. The terms like the right of Israel to 

defend itself assumed the validity of the military retaliation, and the terms occupation, colonial 

oppression, and structural injustice were used to focus on the injustice of the structure. Similarly, 

metaphors of terrorism, resistance, survival, and humanitarian disaster enhanced emotional 

framing and ideological polarization. 

On the discursive practice level, Western media used mostly the sources of governmental 

authorities, military representatives, and institutions, whereas non-Western media involved 

humanitarian agencies, eyewitness testimonies, and the view of local civilians to a greater 

extent. Such discrimination in terms of inclusion and exclusion of voices was a sign of 

institutional ideologies and affected the creation of narratives. 

 

CONCLUSION 

Overall, the study concludes that media discourse surrounding the Israel–Palestine conflict 

functions as a significant site of ideological contestation shaped by global power structures, 

institutional interests, and geopolitical alignments. The analysis demonstrates that international 

media outlets do not merely report events objectively; rather, they actively construct particular 

versions of reality through selective linguistic and discursive practices. Modal expressions, 

evaluative language, lexical choices, and framing strategies were found to play a central role 

in shaping representations of agency, legitimacy, victimhood, and responsibility within conflict 

reporting. 

The findings further reveal that modality operates as an Important ideological resource through 

which media organizations communicate certainty, obligation, possibility, and moral evaluation. 

Subtle differences in modal usage frequently contributed to the legitimization of specific 

political positions while marginalizing alternative perspectives. In addition, discursive 

strategies such as nominalization, passive constructions, and selective lexicalization enabled 

the media to foreground or background particular actors and actions, thereby influencing 

audience interpretation of the conflict. 
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By integrating Corpus Linguistics with Critical Discourse Analysis, the study provides both 

quantitative and qualitative insights into the ideological dimensions of media language. The 

corpus-based approach enabled the identification of recurring linguistic patterns across large 

datasets, while CDA facilitated a deeper interpretation of the socio-political meanings 

embedded within those patterns. This methodological combination proved effective in 

uncovering implicit ideological structures that may otherwise remain unnoticed in traditional 

discourse analysis. 

The study also highlights the broader role of International media in shaping public opinion and 

constructing global political narratives. Media representations of the Israel–Palestine conflict 

were shown to reflect not only journalistic practices but also wider ideological assumptions 

linked to political, cultural, and institutional contexts. Consequently, news discourse emerges 

as an influential mechanism through which dominant power relations are reproduced and 

normalized within global communication. 

Ultimately, this research contributes to the growing body of scholarship on media discourse, 

ideology, and conflict representation by demonstrating how language functions as a strategic 

tool in the mediation of political conflict. The study underscores the importance of critically 

examining media language to better understand the relationship between discourse, ideology, 

and power in contemporary international reporting. Future research may extend this analysis 

to digital and multimodal media platforms, including social media discourse, visual framing, 

and audience reception studies, in order to provide a more comprehensive understanding of 

evolving conflict narratives in the contemporary media landscape. 
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