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Abstract Objective: Media coverage of the Gaza war has been characterized by competing ideological narratives that shape public perceptions of
the conflict. The prisoner exchange conducted between Israel and Hamas on 25 January 2025 provides a valuable case for examining how lexical
choices reflect ideological positioning in news discourse. This study investigates how the English-language websites of Al Jazeera and CNN
represented the prisoner exchange between Israel and Hamas, with the aim of identifying the ideological implications of their lexical choices.

Methodology: Adopting a qualitative research design, the study applies Fairclough’s Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) model, focusing on micro-
level lexical analysis. Two news articles, one published by Al Jazeera and the other by CNN on 25 January 2025, were selected for comparative
analysis. Key Findings: The analysis revealed substantial differences in lexical framing between the two news outlets. CNN’s coverage reflected a
pro-lsraeli orientation by delegitimizing Hamas’s act of taking prisoners, portraying the exchange as permanent, minimizing the intensity of the
conflict, legitimizing Israel’s detention practices, centering Israeli perspectives, and providing detailed specification of Israeli prisoners. In contrast,
Al Jazeera’s reporting demonstrated a pro-Palestinian orientation by legitimizing Hamas’s actions, framing the exchange as temporary, emphasizing
the scale of the war, delegitimizing Israel’s detention practices, and representing both Palestinian and Israeli perspectives.

Conclusions: The findings demonstrate that both news outlets consistently aligned their reporting with their broader editorial and ideological
positions. The study highlights the influential role of lexical choices in constructing competing narratives and shaping public understanding of the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Recommendations: The study recommends conducting further comparative research in critical media discourse analysis
using broader datasets that include additional news outlets, different time periods, and multiple linguistic levels beyond lexical choices to develop a
more comprehensive understanding of ideological representation in media discourse.
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1. Introduction

In times of conflict, the role of the media
extends far beyond relaying facts; it actively
constructs competing realities shaped by
ideology and power (Fairclough, 1989; van
Dijk, 2006). News discourse, in particular, has
been shown to frame events in ways that
privilege certain actors while marginalizing
others, thereby influencing how global
audiences interpret political struggles (Barkho,
2007). The Israeli-Palestinian conflict has long
been a focal point of such discursive struggles,
where international and regional media outlets
adopt divergent narratives to legitimize or
delegitimize the actions of each side (Abid et
al., 2024).

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) has been
widely employed to interrogate how language
reproduces power and ideology in conflict
reporting. Scholars such as Fairclough (1995)
and van Dijk (2008) emphasize that lexical
choices, naming strategies, and framing
devices are never neutral; they reveal the
ideological positions of the media institutions
that deploy them. Building on this tradition,
research has compared the discursive practices
of Al Jazeera, CNN, and other international
outlets, highlighting persistent asymmetries in
their coverage of the Gaza wars and prisoner
exchanges (Alhossary & Abdullah, 2014;
Kareem & Najm, 2024). Such studies
demonstrate  how discourse surrounding
prisoners functions as a symbolic battleground,
where terminology and narrative focus can
either humanize or dehumanize the actors
involved.

Despite this growing scholarship, relatively
little attention has been paid to the linguistic
representation of prisoner exchanges during the
Gaza War of 2023-2025. While previous
studies have examined media framing of earlier
exchanges, most focus on broader themes of
violence, ceasefires, or negotiations (Sarwar et

al., 2023). The second prisoner exchange,
which took place on 25 January 2025 during the
first phase of the ceasefire, remains
underexplored. This event is particularly
significant because of its timing, symbolic
resonance, and its potential to influence
international perceptions of the conflict.
Examining how Al Jazeera and CNN framed
this exchange provides insight into how
language continues to serve as a tool for
constructing political legitimacy and shaping
public understanding.

Accordingly, this study applies Fairclough’s
(1989, 1995) CDA framework to analyze
lexical choices in Al Jazeera’s and CNN’s
coverage of the January 25 exchange. By
focusing on the micro-level of discourse, the
study highlights how subtle linguistic strategies
can signal broader ideological alignments. The
study is guided by the following research
questions:

1. How did Al Jazeera and CNN use
lexical choices and naming practices to
represent Palestinians and Israelis in
their reporting of the prisoner exchange
on 25 January 2025?

2. What ideological implications can be
inferred from the divergent discursive
strategies employed by these two
outlets?

2. Literature Review
2.1.  Conceptual Framework

This study analyzes the different lexical
choices in news coverage by CNN and Al
Jazeera. To facilitate this analysis, this
section outlines key concepts relevant to
the research objective, including media
discourse, the role of media in conflict,
ideology and discourse, and Critical
Discourse Analysis (CDA).



2.1.1. Media Discourse

Media discourse is spoken or written
communication distributed through
broadcast platforms to a non-present
audience of readers, viewers, or listeners
(O’Keeffe, 2011). The analysis of media
discourse involves the systematic study of
such texts, focusing on the social and
ideological contexts of their production
(Van Dijk, 2008). Fairclough (1989)
observes that the power relations present in
media discourse are often not explicit, yet
they are central to understanding how
meaning is constructed. Similarly,
Flowerdew and Richardson (2018)
emphasize that attitudes are learned rather
than innate and that language contributes to
the construction of social reality. The
media, therefore, can function ideologically
by reinforcing and reproducing unequal
power relations within society, which
explains its frequent examination in critical
discourse analysis (Greenberg, 2022). In
this capacity, media discourse reflects the
ideological preferences of influential
individuals—politicians, journalists, and
members of the elite—who shape and
circulate dominant narratives.

2.1.2. ldeology and discourse

Ideology can be understood as a basic set of
beliefs shared by members of a group,
forming the foundation of social
representations that can be constructed
either positively or negatively (van Dijk,
2006). Wahl-Jorgensen and Hanitzsch
(2009) note that while ideology was once
viewed as a guiding principle, it has
increasingly acquired negative connotations
associated with distorted or vague
consciousness. Discourse, in contrast,
refers to the use of spoken or written

language through which individuals
interact, express themselves, and construct
meaning within a society. It shapes
perspectives of other cultures, individuals,
and communities, thereby embedding
ideologies that legitimize social structures
and define relations with others
(Fairclough, 1989). The relationship
between ideology and discourse is
reciprocal: as van Dijk (2005) argues, any
theory of ideology is incomplete without a
corresponding theory of discourse.
Similarly, Wodak et al. (2009) emphasizes
that national ideologies are articulated and
actualized through discourse, which is
always ideological and reveals underlying
power contests within society.

2.1.3. Media and conflict

The media holds an influential role in conflict

situations, shaping public perception and
affecting political and social outcomes.
Fairclough (1989) contends that the power
of media discourse originates from the
producers’ control over content, as they
decide what information to include or
exclude and how events are represented.
This control over the narrative can be
highly consequential. Hamilton-Tweedale
(1987) suggests that media can exert an
influence comparable to that of military
forces, making it an important instrument
in modern warfare. This influence means
that the language choices of the media can
either heighten tensions or contribute to
peaceful resolutions (Kempf, 2014).

Within media studies, Critical Discourse
Analysis (CDA) is an approach used for
understanding how the media constructs
meaning and maintains power imbalances
through its texts ( Adane & Amara, 2024).
Because public support is a key objective in



conflict, media narratives take on strategic
importance. This process can transform
news platforms into symbolic battlegrounds
where different interpretations of events are
contested and, in some cases, resolved
(Adane & Amara, 2024).

2.1.4. Critical Discourse Analysis
(CDA)

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is an
analytical approach for examining the
cultural and ideological dimensions within
language use. It extends beyond descriptive
analysis to expose how power and ideology
influence meaning (Ramanathan & Hoon,
2015). The utility of CDA is evident in its
application to multifaceted social issues,
which often require a multi-methodological
approach to address their various
components (Wodak & Meyer, 2009).
According to van Dijk (2005), CDA
investigates how the abuse of power,
dominance, and inequality are enacted and
reproduced through discourse in social and
political settings.

From this perspective, discourse is not
merely reflective but is also constitutive,
contributing to “meaning structures” that
build social, political, and cultural realities
(KhosraviNik, 2014). Wodak and
Fairclough (1997) characterize CDA as a
form of intervention in social practices,
intended to expose the interests supporting
particular narratives. Such an intervention
often provides visibility to the perspectives
of both dominant and marginalized groups
(Santoso, 2018). Wodak and Meyer (2009)
argue that CDA aims to demonstrate the
connections between social phenomena and
to produce knowledge that can facilitate
social change by exposing the ideologies
that perpetuate inequality.

2.1.5. Al Jazeera and Lexical Power

Since its establishment in November 2006, Al

Jazeera English has become a prominent
international news outlet, receiving both
praise and criticism. The network's stated
objective is to challenge the dominance of
Western perspectives in global news, offer
alternative narratives, and provide a
platform for underrepresented
communities, countries, and regions (Al-
Najjar, 2009). In its language use, Al
Jazeera utilizes specific vocabulary as a
method to support its ideological positions.
This practice is consistent with Fairclough's
(1989) concept of “oppositional wording,”
whereby the network adopts a counter-
narrative, which is evident in its coverage
of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.

Al Jazeera's reporting frequently presents
Palestinians as victims of disproportionate
state power while describing Israelis as
aggressors (Barkho, 2006, 2007). This
framing is supported through consistent
lexical patterns: Palestinian combatants are
referred to as “martyrs,” their activities as
“resistance” or “Mugawama,” and their
groups by culturally and religiously
significant names like the “al-Aqsa Martyrs
Brigades” and the “Islamic Resistance
Movement.” These lexical selections are
not neutral. Instead, they position Al
Jazeera's reporting in a way that resonates
with Arab-Muslim audiences and
emphasizes a dichotomy between “victim”
and “victimizer” (Sheikh, as cited in
Barkho, 2006).

2.1.6. CNN and Lexical Power

CNN maintains a prominent position among

North American broadcasters for
international news coverage (Pew Research



Center, 2012) and is recognized for its
capacity to shape public opinion (Firdous,
2009). The term “CNN effect” describes
the ability of independent news media to
influence policy responses to reported
events by promoting public discussion and
raising awareness (Robinson, 1999).

Analyses of its coverage of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict suggest that CNN
frequently presents the events from an
Israeli perspective. Its reporting has been
shown to frame Israeli actions as legitimate
measures of self-defense while portraying
Palestinians as aggressors or sources of
instability (Mamona et al., 2024; Shahzad
et al., 2023). This is achieved by
emphasizing Israeli responses and
victimhood while marginalizing Palestinian
narratives (Mamona et al., 2024). This
reporting pattern is attributed to a broader
structural bias, which is influenced by the
political relationship between the United
States and Israel and by the framing of
Israeli statehood in the region (Al-
Muhtaseb et al., 2025). Such practices can
be seen as a contemporary application of
the “CNN effect,” wherein the network’s
global influence is used to shape public
opinion and, consequently, policy outcomes
related to the conflict (Robinson, 2005).

2.2. Previous Studies

This study analyzes the media discourse of

CNN and Al Jazeera and their coverage of
the second prisoner exchange during the
first phase of the second ceasefire in the
Gaza War (2023-2025) by utilizing the
framework of Critical Discourse Analysis.
It also seeks to identify the ideologies that
inform each outlet’s discourse by
employing an inductive approach and
qualitative data. To contextualize this
research, it is necessary to review previous

studies that have examined how media
discourse is constructed through ideology,
often employing CDA as the primary
analytical method. A significant amount of
research has focused on representations of
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, specifically
in relation to Gaza’s wars, ceasefires, and
prisoner exchanges (Kareem & Najm,
2024; Alhossary & Abdullah, 2014; Karniel
etal., 2017; Yeini, 2018; Sarwar et al.,
2023).

Several studies highlight a pattern in
Western media of framing the conflict in a
manner that favors Israeli perspectives.
Kareem and Najm (2024) examined
Western media coverage by applying CDA
and van Dijk’s (2015) concept of the
“ideological square” (us vs. them). The
findings showed that Palestinians were
consistently represented as threats to
Israelis through labels such as
“combatants” and “terrorists.” The study
also identified double standards in
language, where Palestinian deaths were
often described with the verb “dying,”
suggesting a natural occurrence, while
Israeli deaths were reported as “killed,”
implying deliberate action (Kareem &
Najm, 2024). This trend was also observed
by Abid et al. (2024), who found that
between October and November 2023,
outlets such as BBC, France24, and VOA
predominantly framed the conflict from an
Israeli standpoint, portraying Israeli
military actions as counter-terrorism while
labeling Palestinian fighters as “terrorists.”
In contrast, Al Jazeera’s coverage was
found to give more prominence to
Palestinian perspectives and the
humanitarian conditions of civilians (Abid
etal., 2024).



Direct comparisons between Al Jazeera and

other news agencies further illustrate these
divergent ideological approaches.
Alhossary and Abdullah (2014) examined
coverage of the “Palestinian Prisoners—
Shalit Swap” in Al Jazeera and Haaretz.
Their findings revealed that Al Jazeera
portrayed Palestinian prisoners as heroes
and Hamas as a force equal to Israel,
whereas Haaretz depicted Hamas
negatively and the prisoners as criminals.
The study also noted that Al Jazeera
included sources from both sides, while
Haaretz relied almost exclusively on Israeli
sources (Alhossary & Abdullah, 2014).
Similarly, Sarwar et al. (2023) compared
coverage in BBC and Al Jazeera, finding
that Al Jazeera provided more detailed
accounts of Palestinian casualties and
offered more balanced reporting overall. In
contrast, BBC’s coverage included more
negative reports about Palestinians and
generally favored Israel (Sarwar et al.,
2023).

Broader quantitative analyses have also
identified differences in international
coverage. Karniel et al. (2017) analyzed
2,162 news reports on the 2011 Gilad Shalit
prisoner exchange from CNN, BBC, Fox,
and Israeli channels. The findings indicated
that Israeli media focused heavily on the
Israeli perspective and broadcast more
content on the deal than foreign networks.
Among international broadcasters, BBC
provided five times more airtime to the
story than CNN and refrained from taking a
position against the deal, unlike CNN and
Fox (Karniel et al., 2017).

Separate from media representation, other

research has examined the policy
implications of prisoner exchanges. Yeini
(2018) investigated Israel’s prisoner-

exchange policy through a legal and ethical
analysis. The findings suggested that while
the policy demonstrated social solidarity, it
also produced negative outcomes, such as
an increase in kidnappings and the release
of militants who subsequently resumed
hostile activities. Based on these findings,
Yeini (2018) recommended policy reforms,
including limiting exchanges to a 1:1 ratio
and implementing more transparent
decision-making processes to reduce the
influence of political or media pressure.

3. Methodology

This study analyzes the coverage of the second

prisoner exchange between Hamas and
Israel on January 25, 2025, by CNN and Al
Jazeera. The research uses a qualitative
approach, applying Fairclough’s three-
dimensional model of Critical Discourse
Analysis (CDA). The analysis concentrates
on the micro-level, focusing specifically on
lexical choices to examine the linguistic
features used in constructing the discourse
surrounding the event. The objective is to
identify the ideological implications of
word choice and phrasing in the news
reports.

3.1. Data Analysis

The data consists of two online news reports

published on the official English-language
websites of CNN and Al Jazeera on January
25, 2025. Both articles report on the second
prisoner exchange that occurred during the
first phase of the second ceasefire, which
began on January 19, 2025. This date was
selected to allow for a direct comparison of
the linguistic and discursive strategies used
by the two outlets in their coverage of the
same event. The justification for this date is
further supported by the significant media



attention the exchange received, making it a
key moment in the ceasefire process.

3.2.  Method of analysis

This study utilizes Fairclough’s model
of Critical Discourse Analysis, which
comprises three interconnected dimensions:
the micro-level (textual analysis), the meso-
level (discourse practice), and the macro-
level (sociocultural practice). The research
focuses on the micro-level, which involves
a detailed examination of linguistic features
such as lexical choice, grammar, semantics,
and cohesion (Fairclough, 1995). For this
study, the analysis is specifically narrowed
to lexical choices (Fairclough, 1989) to
determine how language was used to
construct meaning and convey ideological
positions in the coverage of the prisoner
exchange.

4. Data Analysis
4.1. Lexical choices

An examination of the data shows that CNN

and Al Jazeera employed different lexical
choices when reporting on the events of
January 25, 2025. These differences,
influenced by the outlets' respective
ideological orientations, resulted in two
distinct representations of the same
prisoner exchange.

4.1.1. Legitimizing vs. Delegitimizing
the Taking of Prisoners by
Hamas

CNN and Al Jazeera used distinct lexical
items that implied different moral
evaluations of the act of taking Israeli
prisoners. Both outlets used politically
significant terms, but their choices served
to frame the action in opposing ways for
their audiences. Al Jazeera consistently
used the word captive, while CNN used the

word hostage. These terms possess
different connotations that frame the
actions of Hamas as either a component of
armed resistance or as an act of illegitimate
violence.

A hostage is defined as “someone seized to
compel a third party to meet a condition for
release” (International Committee of the
Red Cross, 1949). In contrast, a captive is
“someone held under the control of a power
during armed conflict, including prisoners
of war, detainees, or civilians”
(International Committee of the Red Cross,
2016). Al Jazeera's use of captive is
consistent with the Palestinian narrative,
which presents Hamas as a resistance
movement and situates the Israeli prisoners
within the context of a wider armed conflict
(Omar, 2020). Conversely, CNN’s use

of hostage aligns with the Israeli
perspective, which portrays Hamas as a
terrorist organization and emphasizes the
civilian status of the prisoners. As Omar
(2020) observes, the term hostage has
emotive connotations that suggest harm to
civilians and reinforce the delegitimization
of Hamas.

These lexical choices are demonstrated in the

following examples from the news reports:
1. “The release of the Israeli captives in
Gaza City’s Palestine Square” (Al
Jazeera, 25 Jan. 2025).

2. “Four hostages freed but Israel blocks

people in Gaza returning north” (CNN,
25 Jan. 2025).

4.1.2. Stabilizing vs. Temporizing the
Peace

The analysis shows that CNN and Al Jazeera

used different lexical choices to describe
the suspension of hostilities, which framed
the prisoner exchange as either a temporary
measure or a more structured agreement.



Although both outlets used terms

like truce and ceasefire deal, the selection
of one over the other carries distinct
connotations regarding the durability of the
arrangement.

Al Jazeera predominantly used the

word truce, which presents the pause as
provisional and suggests that the broader
conflict remains unresolved. A truce is
generally understood as an informal, short-
term suspension of fighting that does not
imply a long-term commitment to peace
(Lyons, 2016). In contrast, CNN
consistently used the term ceasefire deal,
which suggests a more formal and
negotiated effort aimed at establishing
stability. A ceasefire typically implies an
enforceable agreement that may include
specific measures like the withdrawal of
weaponry (Lyons, 2016).

Al Jazeera’s use of truce offers a more
descriptive representation of the
agreement's temporary nature. CNN’s
choice of ceasefire deal aligns with
Western and Israeli narratives by framing
the U.S.-backed agreement in more
favorable and durable terms. These lexical
differences are illustrated in the following
examples:

1. “Hamas freed four female Israeli
soldiers in a second round of releases
under a ceasefire deal” (CNN, 25 Jan.
2025).

2. 200 Palestinians released under
Gaza truce deal” (Al Jazeera, 25 Jan.
2025).

4.1.3. Minimizing vs. Maximizing the
Scale of War and its Replication
The analysis of lexical choices regarding the
Gaza War indicates that CNN and Al
Jazeera framed the conflict with differing
degrees of intensity, thereby minimizing or

maximizing its perceived scale and
severity. The outlets used the contrasting
terms Gaza offensive and a ferocious war,
which influenced how the nature, context,
and consequences of the fighting were
understood. These choices affect
perceptions of responsibility and the
justification of military action.

An offensive is defined as an organized
military campaign aiming to achieve a
particular political objective (Collins
Dictionaries, 2024). In contrast, a war is
defined as a state of armed conflict between
different states or groups within a country,
causing large-scale fighting and destruction
(Oxford University Press, n.d.). The
distinction is therefore ideological. Al
Jazeera’s use of the term war, intensified
by the adjective ferocious, emphasizes the
scale of destruction. This framing aligns
with the Palestinian narrative by portraying
the conflict as devastating and
disproportionate. CNN, however, used the
term offensive, a more technical military
phrase that reduces the conflict to a
campaign with defined objectives. This
framing is more consistent with the Israeli
narrative, which tends to present the
military action as a targeted operation and
diverts attention from its wider impact on
the civilian population.

The contrasting lexical choices are shown in

the following examples:

1. “Inresponse to the attack Israel
launched a ferocious war on Gaza”
(Al Jazeera, 25 Jan. 2025).

2. “In what seemed to be a message to
Israeli that it remained powerful
despite being battered by the Gaza
offensive” (CNN, 25 Jan. 2025).



4.1.4. Legitimizing vs. lllegitimating
Israel’s Acts of Taking Prisoners

The analysis shows a contrast between CNN
and Al Jazeera in their descriptions of
Israeli correctional facilities, with each
outlet’s language framing Israel’s carceral
system as either legitimate or oppressive.
Al Jazeera used specific terms such

as Israeli jails, Ofer military prison,

and serving life sentences. These lexical
choices identify the state actor (Israel) and
the geographical location of the facility
(“Ofer”). The phrase serving life
sentences also works to humanize the
prisoners by emphasizing the severity of
their punishment. Through this language,
Al Jazeera’s reporting underscores the
power imbalance between Israel and the
Palestinians.

In contrast, CNN employed more
generalized terms like detention

centers and detainees. A detention center is
defined as a facility for short-term custody,
often for political reasons (Collins
Dictionaries, 2024). This terminology
serves to neutralize the context of
Palestinian imprisonment and presents
Israel’s actions in legally conventional
terms, thereby legitimizing its practices. A
discursive inconsistency arises in CNN's
reporting, however, as it refers to
Palestinians as both detainees—implying
temporary custody—and as

individuals sentenced to life imprisonment,
which suggests judicial finality. Overall,
CNN’’s lexical choices align with the Israeli
narrative by using language that normalizes
the imprisonment of Palestinians.

These differences are evident in the following

examples:

1. “200 Palestinian prisoners have been
released from Israeli jails” (Al
Jazeera, 25 Jan. 2025).

2. “Israel has released 200 Palestinian
prisoners from detention centers”
(CNN, 25 Jan. 2025).

4.1.5. Centralizing the Deal on Israelis
vs. Depicting Both Sides in the
Deal

The analysis revealed a clear difference in

how CNN and Al Jazeera framed the
prisoner exchange, with each outlet
privileging a different perspective through
its lexical choices. Al Jazeera described the
event as a “hostages-prisoners swap,” a
phrase that communicates the reciprocal
nature of the agreement involving both
Israeli captives and Palestinian prisoners. In
contrast, CNN consistently referred to the
event as a “hostage release deal,” a term
that centers the release of Israeli captives
while omitting the corresponding release of
Palestinian prisoners from the description
of the deal itself.

This framing was reinforced by CNN’s use
of emotive language when reporting on the
Israeli side. Words such as “hug,” “joy,”
“elated,” and “emotional” were used to
describe the reactions of released Israelis
and their families. These lexical choices are
intended to create an emotional response in
the reader and underscore the Israeli
experience. In contrast, Palestinian
prisoners were described in more neutral
and bureaucratic terms, often defined only
by their legal charges without reference to
their personal or emotional experiences. By
focusing the narrative on Israeli relief,
CNN’s lexical choices align with the Israeli
perspective.

Al Jazeera, however, adopted a more balanced

tone, avoiding overtly emotive language for



either side and presenting the event in terms
that acknowledged both parties in the
exchange. The different lexical choices are
exemplified in the following excerpts:

1. “as part of a hostages-prisoners
swap and a ceasefire deal in Gaza
between Hamas and Israel” (Al
Jazeera, 25 Jan. 2025).

2. “as part of the ceasefire and hostage
release deal.” (CNN, 25 Jan. 2025).

3. “The family of Daniella Gilboa
expressed their joy at her release from
Gaza.” (CNN, 25 Jan. 2025).

4.1.6. Depicting Palestinian and Israeli
Prisoners through
Generalization and Specification

The analysis showed that CNN and Al
Jazeera employed different representational
strategies for Israeli and Palestinian
individuals, specifically regarding naming
practices. Both outlets explicitly named the
four Israeli captives—Karina Ariev,
Daniella Gilboa, Naama Levy, and Liri
Albag—and often included personal or
medical details. This practice of
specification served to humanize the Israeli
captives by highlighting their individual
identities. Both news sources also gave
special focus to another hostage, Arbel
Yehud, due to her political significance.
CNN further individualized this portrayal
by including quotes from Daniella Gilboa’s
family, which added emotional context to
the coverage.

In contrast, Palestinian prisoners were
primarily represented through
generalization. Al Jazeera did not mention
any individual names, while CNN named
only three—Mohammad Odeh, Wael
Qassim, and Wissam Abbasi. In the

instances where names were provided, the
focus remained on their criminal charges
rather than personal attributes. This use of
collective reference removes the
individuality of Palestinian prisoners,
presenting them as a single group instead of
as distinct people. As Simonsen (2023)
notes, such discursive practices can obscure
specific roles and create an asymmetry in
representation.

While this imbalance may be partly
explained by the large number of
Palestinian prisoners released, the
consistent naming of Israeli captives
alongside the generalization of Palestinians
results in skewed coverage. By specifying
and quoting Israeli individuals while
reducing Palestinians to undifferentiated
groups, the media gives precedence to the
experiences of one side. These
representational differences are evident in
the following examples:

1. “The four hostages freed Saturday —
Karina Ariev, Daniella Gilboa, Naama
Levy, all 20 years old, and Liri Albag,
19” (CNN, 25 Jan. 2025).

2. “The four women — Karina Ariev,
Daniella Gilboa, Naama Levy and Liri
Albag — were marched onto a podium
where they waved and smiled” (Al
Jazeera, 25 Jan. 2025).

4.1.7. Using Determiners to Humanize
or Dehumanize the Number of
Israeli and Palestinian Prisoners

The analysis indicates that both CNN and Al

Jazeera used determiners to influence
reader perception of the prisoner exchange,
but with different approaches. CNN was
precise and consistent when reporting on
the number of Israeli captives but was
inconsistent when reporting on Palestinian
prisoners. Al Jazeera, in contrast, applied a



consistent reporting method for both
groups.

In its reporting, CNN used determiners
such as four and female to describe the
Israeli captives, providing specific details
that focused attention on the Israeli side of
the exchange. Conversely, Palestinian
prisoners were represented with less
consistency. While CNN sometimes stated
the total figure of 200 Palestinian
prisoners,™ it also introduced subcategories,
such as “including 121 prisoners who had
been sentenced to life imprisonment.” This
method of breaking down the total figure
can obscure the collective scale of the
release. CNN’s use of qualifiers also
extended to military actions, as seen in the
reporting of an Israeli military claim that its
troops “only fired warning shots” and were
“unaware of any harm.” The use

of only mitigates the severity of the action,
while the phrase any harm downplays the
potential consequences.

Al Jazeera employed determiners more
consistently for both groups. Its report
mentioned the release of “four female
Israeli soldiers” and “200 Palestinian
prisoners” without fragmenting the number
of Palestinians. Furthermore, Al Jazeera’s
use of a broader determiner in the phrase
“more than 15 months of war” served to
emphasize the duration and scale of the
conflict as a whole, rather than focusing on
one group’s experience. This approach
reflects a more balanced application of
language.

The differences are evident in the following

examples:

1. “Hamas freed four female Israeli
soldiers in a second round of releases
under a ceasefire deal” (CNN, 25 Jan.
2025).

2. ‘“Hamas has released four
female Israeli soldiers held in Gaza
and 200 Palestinian prisoners have
been released from Israeli jails as part
of the ceasefire agreement that
halted more than 15 months of war”
(Al Jazeera, 25 Jan. 2025).

4.1.8. Depicting of Territory and
Control: The Lexicon of Spatial
Power

The analysis indicates that CNN and Al

Jazeera used different lexical choices to
represent the legal status of Israel’s
presence in the Palestinian territories and
the broader power relationship between
Israel and Palestine. These choices frame
Israel as either an occupying power or as an
independent state engaged in legitimate
defense.

Al Jazeera explicitly used the

term occupied in reference to the
Palestinian territories. The Cambridge
Dictionary defines occupied as “controlled
by people from another country using
military force.” By using this term, Al
Jazeera places Israel’s presence within the
context of international law, which
designates the territories as occupied. This
lexical choice presents the occupation as
illegitimate, positions Palestinians as the
subjects of this occupation, and highlights
the power imbalance between the two
parties. The use of occupied when referring
to the West Bank signals Al Jazeera's
alignment with UN resolutions and
international legal standards, thereby
framing the conflict in terms of legal and
humanitarian issues.

In contrast, CNN consistently avoided the
word occupied when describing the West
Bank or other territories under Israeli
control. This lexical omission avoids



assigning Israel the legal status of an
occupying power and sidesteps the
corresponding obligations under
international law. This reflects a decision
not to take a legally defined political
position on the status of the territories.

Differences were also present in the
reporting of population movement. Al
Jazeera used the

terms displaced and return to describe the
movement of Palestinians, which suggests a
forced displacement by Israel and invokes
the Palestinian right of return. The
Cambridge Dictionary defines a displaced
person as a person who has been forced to
leave their country or home, because of
war, a natural disaster, etc. This
terminology frames the displacement as a
coercive and violent act. The

verb displaced portrays Palestinians as
victims of forced movement, which can
elicit sympathy from the audience. CNN,
on the other hand, used verbs such

as travel and move, which imply voluntary
action and temporary relocation. This
choice obscures the coercive nature of the
displacement, minimizes the extent of
Palestinian hardship, and frames the
movement as a matter of choice rather than
compulsion.

The divergence in lexical framing is

exemplified in the following excerpts:

1. “Emotional scenes played out in the
streets of Ramallah, in the West Bank™
(CNN, 25 Jan. 2025).

2. “The releases on either side were
welcomed by cheering crowds of
Palestinians in the city of Ramallah, in
the occupied West Bank” (Al Jazeera,
25 Jan. 2025).

5. Conclusion

This study analyzed CNN and Al Jazeera’s
coverage of the second prisoner exchange

that occurred on January 25, 2025. By
concentrating on lexical choices, the
research showed how language is used not
only for stylistic purposes but also for
ideological ones, shaping narratives of
legitimacy, victimhood, and power. Both
outlets used distinct lexical patterns in their
representation of the Palestinian and Israeli
sides, which resulted in subjective
portrayals consistent with their broader
editorial policies and established positions
on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Although
some neutral language appeared in limited
contexts, the overall framing in each report
was largely biased toward one side.

The findings are consistent with previous
scholarship that has identified systematic
lexical choices as indicators of ideological
bias. CNN’s coverage favored the Israeli
perspective, using emotive terms such as
“hostages,” “hug,” and “joy” to describe
the release of Israelis, while using more
bureaucratic language—such as “Gaza
offensive,” “detention centers,” and
“sentenced to life imprisonment”—when
referring to Palestinians. In contrast, Al
Jazeera’s reporting favored the Palestinian
perspective and international legal
discourse, using terms like “ferocious war”
and determiners such as “more than 15
months” to emphasize the intensity and
duration of the conflict's impact. Al Jazeera
also applied widely accepted international
terminology to the Israeli context, including
“Israeli captives,” “Israeli jails,” and “the
occupied West Bank,” which demonstrates
linguistic consistency with global legal
frameworks.

Overall, this study shows the utility of
critical media discourse analysis in
identifying how systemic linguistic choices
reflect ideological commitments. By
examining lexical framing, it is possible to



recognize how media outlets construct
different realities of the same events. Such
analysis contributes to a greater
understanding of the media’s role in
shaping perceptions of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict and illustrates the need
for readers to approach news coverage with
a critical awareness of the biases embedded
in language.

Disclosure Statement/ gLad¥) ¢l

Ethical Approval and Consent to
Participate

N/A
A jlaal) o 48| gall g A8NAY) A58 gal)
Gebin Y

Availability of Data and Materials

The data supporting the findings of this study
are available within the article and the cited
sources referenced therein.

3 gall g i) ) g3

Jal) Cpanm Al all o3 oeilisd dae ) i) d 55
_c;{)d\&AREQQI@QJ)le|Jj*anhj

Authors’ Contribution

All authors contributed equally to this study
and approved the final version of the
manuscript.

Ol pal) Ao Lisa

sle 158 g Al all oda 8 (g sludilly (il sl aren ablus
Ads shadall (e 4l Al

Conflict of interest

The authors declare no conflict of interest.

gl o i

ad) 8 bt (sl asa g aany sl el & sl

Funding

No funding was received.

Jasall

s (sf Candl 134 Gl o

Thesis Statement

This manuscript is not derived from a master’s
thesis or a doctoral dissertation. It was
developed based on an undergraduate
graduation project.

S Gla

da gl o privale dla ) (e Miea G Eaadl 128

B T ORI g s S 1ALl & g gkl 5 Lai) 5 ol 53S0

(o) IS s

Acknowledgements

N/A

sy K4

(b Y

References

Abid, A., Khan, M., & Riaz, M. (2024).
Examining the framing of the Israel-
Palestine conflict: A textual analysis of
international media news coverage.
Migration Letters, 21(S11), 1212-1223.
https://migrationletters.com/index.php/ml/a
rticle/view/10899

Adane, H. B., & Amara, Y. (2024). Analyzing
Western Media Narratives on Israel Attack
on Gaza-Palestine: A Critical Discourse
Analysis (Master's thesis, ibn khaldoun
university of Tiaret). https://dspace.univ-
tiaret.dz/server/api/core/bitstreams/5259680
b-8b0c-4977-aeb9-3aac730a2bc8/content

Al Jazeera. (2025, January 25). Four Israeli
soldiers, 200 Palestinians released under
Gaza truce deal.
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2025/1/25
/hamas-releases-four-israeli-soldiers-held-

IN-gaza

Al-Muhtaseb, D. W., Qnaiby, R. B. M., Rije,
D. N., & Alhanini, B. R. (2025). A
comparative critical discourse analysis of


https://migrationletters.com/index.php/ml/article/view/10899
https://migrationletters.com/index.php/ml/article/view/10899
https://dspace.univ-tiaret.dz/server/api/core/bitstreams/5259680b-8b0c-4977-aeb9-3aac730a2bc8/content
https://dspace.univ-tiaret.dz/server/api/core/bitstreams/5259680b-8b0c-4977-aeb9-3aac730a2bc8/content
https://dspace.univ-tiaret.dz/server/api/core/bitstreams/5259680b-8b0c-4977-aeb9-3aac730a2bc8/content
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2025/1/25/hamas-releases-four-israeli-soldiers-held-in-gaza
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2025/1/25/hamas-releases-four-israeli-soldiers-held-in-gaza
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2025/1/25/hamas-releases-four-israeli-soldiers-held-in-gaza

language use in CNN and Al Jazeera
English media coverage of Gaza war.
Journal of Arts, Literature, Humanities and
Social Sciences, 124, 389-411.
https://doi.org/10.33193/JALHSS.124.2025

1518

Al-Najjar, A. 1. (2009). How Arab is Al-
Jazeera English? Comparative study of Al-
Jazeera Arabic and Al-Jazeera English
news channels. Global Media Journal,
8(14).
https://www.globalmediajournal.com/open-

access/how-arab-is-aljazeera-english.pdf

Alhossary, A. B., & Abdullah, M. F. S. B.
(2014). Representations of the ‘Palestinian
Prisoners-Shalit Swap’ in Selected Arab
and Israeli Online News Avrticles.
International Journal of Applied
Linguistics and English Literature, 3(2),
178-186.
https://doi.org/10.7575/aiac.ijalel.v.3n.2p.1
78

Barkho, L. (2006). The Arabic Aljazeera vs
Britain's BBC and America's CNN: Who
does journalism right? American
Communication Journal, 8(1), 25-36.
https://www.diva-
portal.org/smash/record.jsf?pid=diva2%3A
128209

Barkho, L. (2007). Unpacking the discursive
and social links in BBC, CNN and Al-
Jazeera's Middle East reporting. Journal of
Arab & Muslim Media Research, 1(1), 11—
29. https://doi.org/10.1386/jammr.1.1.11 1

Cambridge University Press. (n.d.). Displaced
person. In Cambridge Dictionary.
Retrieved May 18, 2025, from

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/
english/displaced-person

Cambridge University Press. (n.d.). Occupied.
In Cambridge Dictionary. Retrieved May
18, 2025, from
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/
english/occupied.

CNN. (2025, January 25). Four hostages freed
but Israel blocks people in Gaza returning
north.
https://edition.cnn.com/2025/01/25/middlee
ast/four-female-hostages-released-gaza-intl

Collins Dictionaries. (2024). Collins English
Dictionary (14th ed.). Collins. ISBN:
9780008511340.

Fairclough, N. (1989). Language and power.
Longman. ISBN: 9780582031333.

Fairclough, N. (1995). Critical Discourse
Analysis: The Critical Study of Language.
Longman. ISBN: 9780582219847.

Firdous, T. (2009). Al Jazeera English:
Presenting a non-Western viewpoint and
contesting Western media dominance
during the Gaza crisis (Master's thesis,
Hawaii Pacific University). ProQuest
Dissertations & Theses Global.
https://www.proquest.com/docview/955156
290?pg-
origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true

Flowerdew, J., & Richardson, J. (Eds.).
(2018). The Routledge handbook of critical
discourse studies. Routledge. ISBN:
9781138826403.


https://doi.org/10.33193/JALHSS.124.2025.1518
https://doi.org/10.33193/JALHSS.124.2025.1518
https://www.globalmediajournal.com/open-access/how-arab-is-aljazeera-english.pdf
https://www.globalmediajournal.com/open-access/how-arab-is-aljazeera-english.pdf
https://doi.org/10.7575/aiac.ijalel.v.3n.2p.178
https://doi.org/10.7575/aiac.ijalel.v.3n.2p.178
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/record.jsf?pid=diva2%3A128209
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/record.jsf?pid=diva2%3A128209
https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/record.jsf?pid=diva2%3A128209
https://doi.org/10.1386/jammr.1.1.11_1
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/displaced-person
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/displaced-person
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/occupied
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/occupied
https://edition.cnn.com/2025/01/25/middleeast/four-female-hostages-released-gaza-intl
https://edition.cnn.com/2025/01/25/middleeast/four-female-hostages-released-gaza-intl
https://www.proquest.com/docview/955156290?pq-origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true
https://www.proquest.com/docview/955156290?pq-origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true
https://www.proquest.com/docview/955156290?pq-origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true

Greenberg, K. (2022). The 2014 Israel-Gaza
Conflict: Exploring the representation of
‘Israel " in the Israeli media using a

the Israel-Hamas prisoner exchange deal.
Media, War & Conflict, 10(1), 105-124.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1750635216658717

triangulation of corpus-based critical
discourse analysis and discourse-based
interviews (Doctoral dissertation,
Swinburne University of Technology).
https://doi.org/10.25916/sut.26296471

Kempf, W. (2014). Media construction of the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict: The case of the
German press and the German public.
Diskussionsbeitrage der Projektgruppe
Friedensforschung, 78. http://nbn-
resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:bsz:352-276927

Hamilton-Tweedale, B. (1987). The British
press and Northern Ireland: A case study in
the reporting of violent political conflict.
(Doctoral dissertation, University of

KhosraviNik, M. (2014). Critical discourse
analysis, power and new media (digital)

Sheffield). _ _ _ discourse. In M. W. Kopytowska & Y.
ggps.//etheses.wh|terose.ac.uk/|d/e|or|nt/18 Kalyango Jr. (Eds.), Why discourse

matters: Negotiating identity in the
mediatized world (pp. 287-306). Peter
International Committee of the Red Cross. Lang. ISBN: 9781433123900.
(1949). Geneva Convention relative to the
Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of
War (Fourth Geneva Convention).
https://www.refworld.org/legal/agreements/

icrc/1949/en/32227

Lyons, P. J. (2016, February 22). Truce, cease-
fire and armistice: The legal nuances. The
New York Times.
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/02/23/worl
d/middleeast/truce-cease-fire-and-
armistice-the-legal-nuances.html

International Committee of the Red Cross.
(2016). Commentary on the First Geneva
Convention: Convention (I) for the
Amelioration of the Condition of the
Wounded and Sick in Armed Forces in the
Field. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316755709

Mamona, Igbal, M. Z., & Ahmed, M. S. U. D.
(2024). The construal of political
perspectives in news reporting: A critical
discourse analysis of CNN and Al-Jazeera.
Pakistan Languages and Humanities
Review, 8(2), 15-21.

Kareem, A. H., & Najm, Y. M. (2024). A https://ojs.plhr.org.pk/journal/article/view/8
critical discourse analysis of the biased role 94

of western media in the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict. Journal of Language Studies, 8(6),
200-215.
https://doi.org/10.25130/Lang.8.6.12

O’Keeffe, A. (2011). The media. In J.
Simpson (Ed.), The Routledge handbook of
applied linguistics (pp. 67-80). Routledge.
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203835654

Karniel, Y., Lavie-Dinur, A., & Samuel
Azran, T. (2017). Professional or personal

framing? International media coverage of Omar, H. H. (2020). Ideology in the

translation of political speeches during the


https://doi.org/10.25916/sut.26296471
https://etheses.whiterose.ac.uk/id/eprint/1839
https://etheses.whiterose.ac.uk/id/eprint/1839
https://www.refworld.org/legal/agreements/icrc/1949/en/32227
https://www.refworld.org/legal/agreements/icrc/1949/en/32227
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781316755709
https://doi.org/10.25130/Lang.8.6.12
https://doi.org/10.1177/1750635216658717
http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:bsz:352-276927
http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:bsz:352-276927
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/02/23/world/middleeast/truce-cease-fire-and-armistice-the-legal-nuances.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/02/23/world/middleeast/truce-cease-fire-and-armistice-the-legal-nuances.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/02/23/world/middleeast/truce-cease-fire-and-armistice-the-legal-nuances.html
https://ojs.plhr.org.pk/journal/article/view/894
https://ojs.plhr.org.pk/journal/article/view/894
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203835654

Arab-Israeli conflict: A critical discourse
analysis. TranscUIturAl: A Journal of

Translation and Cultural Studies, 12(2),
19-38. https://doi.org/10.21992/tc29460

Oxford University Press. (n.d.). War. In

Oxford English Dictionary. Retrieved May
6, 2025, from https://www.oed.com/

Pew Research Center (2012, September 27).

In changing news landscape, even
television is vulnerable: Trends in news
consumption 1991-2012.
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2012/
09/27/in-changing-news-landscape-even-
television-is-vulnerable/

Ramanathan, R., & Hoon, T. B. (2015).

Application of critical discourse analysis in
media discourse studies. 3L: The Southeast
Asian Journal of English Language Studies,
21(2), 57-68.
https://ejournals.ukm.my/3l/article/view/91
83

Robinson, P. (1999). The CNN effect: can the

news media drive foreign policy? Review of
International Studies, 25(2), 301-309.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S026021059900301
0

Robinson, P. (2005). The CNN effect: The

myth of news, foreign policy and
intervention. Routledge.
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203995037

Santoso, W. (2018). Examining a news

discourse of a female politician in
Indonesia: Fairclough's model of critical
discourse analysis and its implication in
English language teaching. Journal of
English Language and Culture, 9(1), 80—

101.
https://doi.org/10.30813/jelc.v9i1.1453

Sarwar, H., Malhi, A. T., & Naz, 1. (2023).

Representation of Israel and Palestine issue
in international media: An analysis of BBC
and Al-Jazeera coverage in 2022. Annals of
Human and Social Sciences, 4(3), 375-381.
https://0js.ahss.org.pk/journal/article/view/
447

Shahzad, F., Qazi, T. A., & Shehzad, R.

(2023). Framing of Israel and Palestine
conflict in RT News, Al-Jazeera, CNN, and
BBC News. Global Digital & Print Media
Review, VI(II), 1-14.
https://doi.org/10.31703/gdpmr.2023(V1-
.01

Simonsen, S. (2023). Social actor

representation in media discourse: How
neutral linguistic cues get endowed with
meaning that signifies ethnicity. Language,
Discourse & Society, 11(1), 9-26.
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10439709

van Dijk, T. A. (2005). Critical discourse

analysis. In D. Schiffrin, D. Tannen, & H.
E. Hamilton (Eds.), The handbook of
discourse analysis (pp. 349-371).
Blackwell Publishing.
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470753460.ch
19

van Dijk, T. A. (2006). Ideology and discourse

analysis. Journal of Political Ideologies,
11(2), 115-140.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1356931060068790

8


https://doi.org/10.21992/tc29460
https://www.oed.com/
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2012/09/27/in-changing-news-landscape-even-television-is-vulnerable/
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2012/09/27/in-changing-news-landscape-even-television-is-vulnerable/
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2012/09/27/in-changing-news-landscape-even-television-is-vulnerable/
https://ejournals.ukm.my/3l/article/view/9183
https://ejournals.ukm.my/3l/article/view/9183
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0260210599003010
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0260210599003010
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203995037
https://doi.org/10.30813/jelc.v9i1.1453
https://ojs.ahss.org.pk/journal/article/view/447
https://ojs.ahss.org.pk/journal/article/view/447
https://doi.org/10.31703/gdpmr.2023(VI-II).01
https://doi.org/10.31703/gdpmr.2023(VI-II).01
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.10439709
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470753460.ch19?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470753460.ch19?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://doi.org/10.1080/13569310600687908
https://doi.org/10.1080/13569310600687908

van Dijk, T. A. (2008). Discourse and power. (Vol. 2) (pp. 258-284). SAGE. ISBN:

Macmillan Education UK. ISBN: 9780803978478.
9780230574090.
Wodak, R., & Meyer, M. (Eds.). (2009).
van Dijk, T. A. (2015). Critical discourse Methods for critical discourse analysis
analysis. In D. Tannen, H. E. Hamilton, & (2nd ed.). SAGE. ISBN: 9781847874559.

D. Schiffrin (Eds.), The handbook of
discourse analysis (pp. 466-485). Wiley.

_ Wodak, R., de Cillia, R., Reisigl, M., Liebhart,
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118584194.ch

K., Hirsch, A., Mitten, R., & Unger, J. W.

22 (2009). The discursive construction of
national identity (2nd ed.). Edinburgh
Wahl-Jorgensen, K., & Hanitzsch, T. (Eds.). University Press.
(2009). The handbook of journalism https://doi.org/10.1515/9780748637355

studies. Routledge. ISBN: 9781135592011.

Yeini, S. A. (2018). Weighing lives: Israel’s

Wodak, R., & Fairclough, N. (1997). Critical prisoner-exchange policy and the right to
discourse analysis. In T. A. van Dijk (Ed.), life. Minnesota Journal of International
Discourse as social interaction: Discourse Law, 27(2), 493-526.

studies — A multidisciplinary introduction https://doi.org/10.24926/19441992.658



https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118584194.ch22
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118584194.ch22
https://doi.org/10.1515/9780748637355
https://doi.org/10.24926/19441992.658

