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Introduction Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), developed by schol-
ars such as van Dijk, Wodak, and Fairclough, has emerged
as a powerful tool for examining the intricate relationships
between language, ideology, and power in social contexts.
This approach goes beyond mere description of linguistic
features to uncover how discourse contributes to the re-
production of social structures, with a particular focus on
issues of power, hegemony, and resistance. The integra-
tion of corpus-based approaches with CDA has enhanced
the rigor and objectivity of discourse analysis, allowing for
the examination of large-scale textual data and revealing
patterns that might otherwise be overlooked (Fairclough,
1992).

The study of media discourse in shaping public perceptions
and narratives surrounding complex geopolitical conflicts
has become increasingly crucial in our interconnected world.
The Zionist-Palestinian conflict, as one of the most pro-
tracted and contentious issues in modern history, presents
a particularly rich case for examining how different media
outlets employ various discursive strategies in their cover-
age. As Bell (1991) noted, “the language of media domi-
nates society,” highlighting the pervasive influence of media
discourse on our daily lives and understanding of global
events.


https://doi.org/10.57647/jntell.2025.0402.11
https://orcid.org/0009-0004-2410-8566
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4680-8908
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2363-2740
mailto:n.hosseinpour@iau.ac.ir
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0

2/10 JNTELLA4 (2025)-042511

The concepts of implicitness and intertextuality play cru-
cial roles in understanding media discourse, particularly in
the context of international conflicts. Implicitness refers to
meanings that are communicated without being explicitly
stated, often through strategies such as presupposition and
entailment, while intertextuality examines how texts refer-
ence and respond to other texts, creating complex webs of
meaning across different discourses (Kristeva, 1969; Fair-
clough, 1992).

The portrayal of Arabs in Western media has been a sub-
ject of particular concern, especially following the Septem-
ber 11, 2001 attacks. Even before these events, Arabs were
often depicted negatively in the media, and in the aftermath
of the attacks, they became the focus of intensified media
coverage (Shousha, 2010). This historical context makes the
comparative analysis of different media outlets’ coverage
of the Zionist-Palestinian conflict particularly relevant.

Al Jazeera English (AJE) and The New York Times
(NYT) present interesting case studies due to their dis-
tinct cultural and ideological contexts, which can influence
their discursive practices and representations of the Zionist-
Palestinian conflict (Kraidy, 2022; Zayani, 2023). Both
outlets have global reach and influence, shaping public per-
ceptions and discourses surrounding the conflict on an inter-
national scale (Eslen-Ziya and S¢¢, 2012; Hess, 2020).

While previous research has explored the use of implic-
itness and intertextuality in media discourse (Amer, 2017;
Fairclough, 1995; Izadi and Saghaye-Biria, 2017), there
remains a significant gap in the systematic, comparative
analysis of how AJE and the NYT specifically leverage
these subtle linguistic and discursive strategies over an ex-
tended period (one year during a heightened conflict phase)
to construct contrasting narratives of the Zionist-Palestinian
conflict. The rationale for this study lies in the critical need
to understand how two globally influential news outlets,
representing vastly different geopolitical and cultural stand-
points (AJE rooted in the Arab world, NYT in the US),
utilize nuanced language to shape perceptions of this highly
sensitive and enduring conflict. The role of cultural ref-
erences, historical allusions, and implicit assumptions in
shaping these narratives remains understudied, particularly
in direct, large-scale comparative contexts focusing on both
intertextuality and implicitness simultaneously.

This study aimed to address this gap by examining how
AJE and The NYT use intertextual references to histori-
cal events, religious texts, and cultural narratives in their
coverage of the Zionist-Palestinian conflict, as well as how
their discursive practices of implicitness reflect and rein-
force particular narratives and ideological stances. Through
this analysis, the researchers sought to contribute to a bet-
ter understanding of how media discourse shapes public
perception of complex geopolitical conflicts.

Literature review

The analysis of media discourse in conflict coverage re-
quires understanding both intertextuality and implicitness
as crucial elements that shape narrative construction and ide-
ological positioning. Intertextuality, as conceptualized by
Kristeva (1969), emphasizes that no text exists in isolation
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but is inherently connected to other texts through various
forms of references and dialogues. This interconnectedness
is particularly relevant in news media coverage, where texts
often draw upon historical, cultural, and political contexts
to construct meaning (Fairclough, 1992; Jenny, 1976).

In the context of conflict coverage, media outlets employ
different types of intertextual references that can signifi-
cantly influence public perception. Li (2009) demonstrated
how newspapers use various intertextual resources to es-
tablish national identities and ideologies in their coverage
of international conflicts. Similarly, Gong et al. (2023) re-
vealed how news media utilize intertextual strategies such
as impersonalization and genericization to convey official
narratives while maintaining an appearance of objectivity.
The use of implicitness in news discourse, as outlined by
Larson (1984), can be categorized into referential, regu-
latory, and situational implied meanings. These forms of
implicit meaning serve various functions, including adher-
ence to politeness principles and adaptation to pragmatic
parameters (Chen, 2010).

Recent studies have particularly focused on how media
outlets employ implicit meaning in conflict coverage. Amer
(2022, 2017) identified patterns in international newspa-
pers’ coverage of the Gaza conflicts, revealing how implicit
assumptions and presuppositions can attribute agency dif-
ferently to various actors in the conflict. Alhossary and
Abdullah (2014) further demonstrated how different news
outlets employ varying linguistic strategies to justify their
respective perspectives, often through implicit meaning-
making processes.

Media discourse in coverage of international conflicts
involves complex interplays of intertextual references and
implicit meanings that shape narrative construction and
ideological positioning. As Fairclough (1992) explains,
discourse representation, presupposition, negation, metadis-
course, and irony are key forms of intertextuality that con-
tribute to meaning-making in news texts. These elements
are particularly significant in coverage of long-standing con-
flicts where historical, religious, and cultural narratives play
crucial roles in framing events.

The concept of intertextuality, as developed by Kristeva
(1969) building on Bakhtin’s work, emphasizes that no text
exists in isolation but is always inherently connected to
other texts through various forms of reference and dialogue
(Hawkes, 1977; McGuire, 1980). In news media coverage,
these connections manifest through quotations, allusions,
and structural borrowing that link current events to historical
precedents and cultural narratives. The relationship between
texts can be categorized into text-text, text-genre, and text-
reality relations, each contributing to the overall meaning
construction (Jenny, 1976; Genette, 1997; Nycz, 2000).

Studies have shown that news media employ various
levels of intertextual markers, ranging from elementary to
covert forms, as categorized by Majkiewicz (2008). These
markers serve to connect current events to broader historical
and cultural contexts, influencing how audiences interpret
and understand complex international conflicts. The explic-
itness or implicitness of these references can significantly
impact their effectiveness in shaping public perception. Re-
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cent research has demonstrated how news media use inter-
textuality to construct and reinforce particular narratives. Li
(2009) investigated how The New York Times and China
Daily established national identities and ideologies through
intertextual analysis of international conflict coverage, re-
vealing how news texts utilize various intertextual resources
to frame events within specific sociopolitical contexts.

The role of implicitness in news discourse is particularly
significant, as outlined by Chen (2010), who identifies mul-
tiple functions including the politeness principle, pragmatic
parameters, and adaptation theory. These implicit elements
in language use are influenced by factors such as relative
power, social distance, and rights and obligations, all of
which affect how news media frame and present conflict-
related information. Larson (1984) categorization of im-
plicit meaning into referential, regulatory, and situational
types provides a framework for understanding how news
media employ different forms of implicitness to convey
meaning. This is particularly relevant in conflict coverage,
where subtle implications and unstated assumptions can
significantly influence audience interpretation.

Recent studies have highlighted the importance of un-
derstanding both explicit and implicit content in news dis-
course. Heliasz-Nowosielska and Ogrodniczuk (2020) ex-
amine how discourse markers express explicit and implicit
content, while Corneille and Hiitter (2020) review the con-
cept of implicitness in attitude research, emphasizing the
need for precise terminology in analyzing implicit com-
munication. The application of Critical Discourse Analysis
(CDA) to news coverage has revealed how media outlets use
language to shape understanding of conflicts. Amer (2017)
identified patterns in international newspapers’ coverage
of the Gaza war, showing how implicit assumptions and
intertextual references contributed to particular narrative
framings.

Gong et al. (2023) demonstrated how news media use
intertextual strategies such as personalization and generi-
cization to convey official narratives while maintaining an
appearance of objectivity. This research highlights how sub-
tle linguistic choices can shape an audience’s understanding
of complex international situations, even when appearing to
present neutral coverage.

Given this complex and influential media environment,
media literacy education must evolve to equip students and
the public with the necessary tools to critically assess digital
political discourse (Al-Sabbagh et al., 2025). The increas-
ing sophistication of political rhetoric and its amplifica-
tion through digital platforms necessitate a more refined
approach to understanding and deconstructing political lan-
guage. Therefore, a detailed analysis of how leading in-
ternational outlets like AJE and the NYT construct their
narratives is not merely an academic exercise; it is a vital
contribution to the kind of critical media literacy required
to navigate contemporary global conflicts.

Research question

In light of the reviewed literature and the shortcomings of
the studies, the following questions are formulated:

RQI1: How do Al-Jazeera English and The New York
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Times use intertextual references to historical events, reli-
gious texts, or cultural narratives in their coverage of the
Zionist-Palestinian conflict?

RQ2: How do the discursive practices of implicitness,
such as presuppositions, implicatures, and vague language,
in Al-Jazeera English and The New York Times reflect
and reinforce particular narratives and ideological stances
concerning the Zionist-Palestinian conflict?

Methodology

Design

A qualitative-quantitative comparative research design was
utilized to explore how Al Jazeera English (AJE) and The
New York Times (NYT) employ intertextual references
and implicit language in their reporting on the Zionist-
Palestinian conflict. This methodology was chosen to fa-
cilitate both in-depth textual analysis and systematic com-
parison of the two outlets’ discursive strategies, drawing on
established research frameworks (Creswell, 2014; Braun
and Clarke, 2006).

Corpus

The study analyzed a corpus of 200 articles, with 100 se-
lected from each outlet, covering the period from October
2023 to October 2024. The focus was on the escalation of
the conflict following the significant events of October 7,
2023. Articles were chosen using a systematic sampling
approach, including every fifth relevant article to ensure
representativeness. The selection comprised a variety of ar-
ticle types, including news stories, editorials, and analyses,
to capture diverse discursive styles and perspectives. Both
AJE and the NYT publish in English, allowing for direct
linguistic comparison while reflecting distinct journalistic
traditions and cultural viewpoints. The researchers deem
it proper to note that this study analyzed publicly available
textual data; the corpus consisted of news articles accessed
through the official websites and archives of AJE and the
NYT. No human participants were recruited, interviewed,
or surveyed for this research. The authors’ location in Iraq
facilitated access to these online international news sources
but did not involve direct interaction with participants within
Iran for data collection.

Instrument and analytical model

The analysis applied Fairclough (2010) three-dimensional
model of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). The textual
analysis concentrated on identifying and examining inter-
textual references to historical events, religious texts, and
cultural narratives. It also looked at implicit messaging
strategies, such as presuppositions, implicatures, and vague
language. The examination of discursive practices focused
on how these elements fit into the broader construction of
narratives, while the social practice dimension considered
how linguistic choices mirrored and reinforced particular
ideological positions.

Data collection procedure

The researcher followed a systematic process for data collec-
tion and analysis, which included a comprehensive online
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search to gather relevant articles, initial screening and for-
matting of the articles for analysis, detailed coding of inter-
textual references and implicit language, comparative anal-
ysis of patterns between AJE and the NYT, and ultimately
the integration of qualitative and quantitative findings.
Data analysis was facilitated using NVivo software,
which supported both qualitative and quantitative assess-
ments of the articles. The qualitative analysis involved a
thorough inspection of linguistic features, rhetorical devices,
and discursive strategies to unveil implicit meanings and
intertextual connections. The quantitative aspect assessed
the frequency of specific discursive features, including the
types of intertextual references and implicit language used.

Results

Results for research question one

The first research question investigates how Al Jazeera
English (AJE) and The New York Times (NYT) incorpo-
rate intertextual references to historical events, religious
texts, or cultural narratives in their reporting on the Zionist-
Palestinian conflict. The analysis employs Norman Fair-
clough’s three-dimensional model to uncover the textual
strategies, discursive practices, and social implications
within each outlet’s coverage. While both AJE and the NYT
engage in intertextuality, a detailed examination reveals that
the NYT exhibits a consistent, albeit subtle, pro-Zionist
bias despite efforts to maintain an appearance of neutrality.
In contrast, AJE clearly adopts a more pro-Palestinian per-
spective. This bias is evident across all three dimensions
outlined by Fairclough.

Textual dimension: Linguistic choices and implicit
meanings

The analysis examines the use of intertextual references
by Al Jazeera English (AJE) and The New York Times
(NYT) in framing the Zionist-Palestinian conflict, revealing
contrasting narratives and biases. AJE consistently utilizes
intertextual references to frame the conflict within a his-
torical narrative of injustice and ongoing colonial oppres-
sion against Palestinians. Their language resonates with
their primarily Arab and Muslim audience, often employing
emotionally charged terms and allusions to religious and
nationalistic sentiments. For instance, in an extract from
October 14, 2023, AJE states: “In the occupied West Bank,
all entry and exit points of every Palestinian village, town,
and city are controlled by the Zionist occupation forces;
Palestinians — unlike the Zionist settlers stealing their land
— have no freedom of movement.” The use of “occupied
West Bank™ and “settlers stealing land” actively frames the
conflict within a narrative of Palestinian dispossession and
Zionist aggression (Extract 1).

Another example from November 2023 underscores this
framing: “The relentless bombardment of Gaza, reminiscent
of the firebombing of Dresden, underscores the catastrophic
human cost of Zionist’s military actions.” This extract uses
the firebombing of Dresden as an intertextual reference to
highlight the devastating consequences of aerial bombard-
ment on civilian populations, creating a strong emotional
impact and condemning Zionist actions (Extract 2).
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In contrast, The NYT, while superficially presenting a
balanced approach, consistently demonstrates a pro-Zionist
bias through its linguistic choices and carefully selected
intertextual references. Although it avoids overtly inflam-
matory language, its reporting frequently minimizes Pales-
tinian suffering and emphasizes Zionist security concerns,
implicitly justifying Zionist actions. For example, an extract
from October 7, 2024, states: “It is the longest war between
Zionists and Arabs since the end of the conflict that set the
boundaries of the Zionist state in 1949. It is also by far the
deadliest.” While factually accurate, this statement omits
crucial context, as it presents the 1949 armistice lines as a
given, neglecting the historical narrative of Palestinian dis-
placement and dispossession that led to their establishment
(Extract 3).

Additionally, in November 2023, the NYT wrote: “The
conflict presents a complex geopolitical puzzle, compara-
ble to the challenges faced by the United States in Viet-
nam, illustrating the difficulties of nation-building in con-
flict zones.” This comparison focuses on complexities and
challenges rather than assigning blame, thereby indirectly
minimizing the unique context and power imbalance in the
Zionist-Palestinian conflict (Extract 4).

Discursive practice dimension: production, distribution,
and consumption

The analysis explores the discursive practices of Al Jazeera
English (AJE) and The New York Times (NYT) in cover-
ing the Zionist-Palestinian conflict, highlighting how these
practices cater to different audiences and shape perceptions
of the conflict. AJE’s discursive practices are geared toward
its primary Arab and Muslim audience. Their framing of
the conflict, emphasizing Palestinian suffering and resis-
tance, resonates with this audience’s shared experiences
and cultural narratives. AJE employs emotionally charged
language and strategically selects intertextual references to
evoke strong emotional responses. For example, the head-
line from October 2023 states: “Gaza’s Children Bear Brunt
of Zionist Onslaught: A Generation Scarred,” using strong
emotional language like “brunt,” “onslaught,” and “scarred”
to evoke sympathy for Palestinian children and frame Zion-
ist actions as profoundly damaging to a whole generation
(Extract 5).

Another example from November 2023 reads: “The re-
lentless bombardment of civilian areas in Gaza is a blatant
violation of international law and a testament to the suf-
fering endured by an occupied people determined to resist
oppression.” This excerpt uses emotionally charged phrases
like “relentless bombardment” and “blatant violation,” ap-
pealing to moral outrage and positioning the conflict as one
of oppression and righteous resistance (Extract 6). Addi-
tionally, a quote from December 2023 states: “This is not
merely a conflict; it is slow-motion genocide. We are wit-
nessing the systematic destruction of Palestinian lives and
heritage.

Social practice dimension: Power relations and social
structures

The analysis examines the social practices of Al Jazeera
English (AJE) and The New York Times (NYT) in their
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coverage of the Zionist-Palestinian conflict, highlighting
their differing approaches to power relations and social
structures. AJE actively challenges existing power dynam-
ics by centering the Palestinian narrative and emphasizing
their suffering and historical injustices. For example, it
reports directly from Palestinian perspectives, as seen in the
extract from October 2023: “Speaking from a makeshift
shelter in Gaza City, Amira Hassan described the terror of
the Zionist airstrikes and the desperate search for safety for
her family.” This direct engagement provides a powerful
counter-narrative to dominant Western perspectives. AJE
consistently frames the conflict as a struggle against colo-
nial occupation, emphasizing historical injustices such as
the Nakba, as illustrated by the statement from November
2023: “The ongoing expansion of Zionist settlements in the
occupied West Bank is a blatant violation of international
law and a direct continuation of the historical dispossession
of the Palestinian people.” This framing legitimizes Pales-
tinian actions and critiques Zionist policies, empowering
viewers to question dominant narratives.

In contrast, The NYT, despite its claims of neutrality,
tends to prioritize the Zionist perspective. Its framing often
highlights Zionist security concerns, as demonstrated in an
extract from January 2024: “While Hamas’s actions are
undeniably reprehensible, Zionist’s response must be under-
stood within the context of its need to defend its citizens
against ongoing terrorist threats, and the difficult choices
this necessitates.” This focus implicitly justifies military
actions while downplaying Palestinian suffering. The NYT
frequently portrays Palestinian actions as acts of violence,
as seen in the statement from January 2024: “The recent es-
calation of violence in Gaza is largely attributed to Hamas’s
attacks on Zionist civilians and security personnel.” This
framing diminishes Palestinian agency and fails to address
the historical injustices at play, undermining recognition of
their suffering.

In conclusion, AJE’s approach seeks to empower Pales-
tinian voices and challenge Western biases, while The
NYT’s coverage subtly reinforces pro-Zionist perspectives,
significantly impacting global perceptions of the conflict.
The analysis underscores the importance of critical media
literacy in navigating these differing representations.

The analysis compares the intertextual strategies of Al
Jazeera English (AJE) and The New York Times (NYT)
in their coverage of the Zionist-Palestinian conflict. AJE
focuses on the historical injustices and ongoing oppression
faced by Palestinians, using numerous references to events
like the Nakba, religious allusions, and narratives empha-
sizing Palestinian suffering and resistance. This approach
highlights themes of liberation and resilience, employing
emotionally charged language such as “occupation” and
“resistance.”

In contrast, the NYT presents a subtle pro-Zionist bias
while striving for neutrality. Despite some acknowledg-
ment of historical context, the NYT often fails to address
the deeper injustices underlying the conflict. Its coverage
leans towards Zionist security interests, using terminology
that emphasizes self-defense and geopolitical complexities
while downplaying Palestinian agency and suffering.
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The disparity in intertextual references highlights dif-
ferent narratives: AJE actively promotes a pro-Palestinian
viewpoint, while the NYT, despite claiming balance, in-
advertently favors the Zionist perspective. This analysis
underscores the importance of critically evaluating news
sources for the influence of intertextuality on readers’ un-
derstanding of complex geopolitical issues.

Results for research question two

The second research question aimed to pinpoint how the
discursive practices of implicitness, such as presupposi-
tions, implicatures, and vague language, in AJE and The
NYT, reflect and reinforce particular narratives and ide-
ological stances concerning the Zionist-Palestinian con-
flict. This analysis explores how implicit discursive
practices—presuppositions, implicatures, and vague lan-
guage—in AJE and The NYT shape and reinforce particu-
lar narratives and ideological stances regarding the Zionist-
Palestinian conflict. While both outlets employ implicit
strategies, their choices and interpretations diverge signifi-
cantly, reflecting their distinct editorial positions and target
audiences. AJE’s implicit strategies tend to reinforce a pro-
Palestinian narrative emphasizing historical injustice and
ongoing oppression, while the NYT, despite attempts at
neutrality, consistently employs implicit biases that favor a
Zionist perspective, often minimizing Palestinian suffering
and justifying Zionist actions.

Presuppositions: Embedded assumptions

The analysis examines how Al Jazeera English (AJE) and
The New York Times (NYT) utilize presuppositions to
frame the Zionist-Palestinian conflict, influencing audience
perceptions and shaping narratives around the conflict.

AIJE frequently employs presuppositions that embed as-
sumptions within a historical narrative of Palestinian dispos-
session and ongoing Zionist aggression. By making specific
linguistic choices, AJE guides the reader towards accepting
certain facts as given, thereby reinforcing a pro-Palestinian
perspective. An example from November 2023 states: “The
continuing expansion of Zionist settlements in the occupied
West Bank further fuels the cycle of violence.” This state-
ment presupposes that Zionist settlements are illegitimate,
an assumption shared by many in the international com-
munity but contested by Zionists. The phrase “continuing
expansion” implies problematic ongoing actions, further
reinforcing this presupposition (Extract 17).

Conversely, The NYT employs presuppositions to min-
imize Palestinian suffering and legitimize Zionist actions,
although less explicitly. For instance, frequent references
to “security concerns” implicitly presuppose the existence
of legitimate threats to Zionist security, framing Zionist
responses, including military actions, as necessary mea-
sures of self-defense. An example from December 2023
reads: “Zionist’s security forces acted in response to the es-
calating rocket fire from Gaza.” This sentence presupposes
that the rocket fire was the primary cause of the Zionist
response while downplaying or overlooking other contribut-
ing factors, such as the Zionist blockade of Gaza and the
ongoing occupation of Palestinian territories. This fram-
ing minimizes the historical context that might explain the
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motivations for such attacks (Extract 18).

Implicatures: Unstated meanings

The analysis investigates how Al Jazeera English (AJE) and
The New York Times (NYT) use implicature in their cov-
erage of the Zionist-Palestinian conflict to shape narratives
about Zionist actions and Palestinian suffering.

AIJE strategically utilizes implicature to convey strong
condemnation of Zionist actions without explicitly accusing
them of war crimes, thereby evoking a sense of urgency
and moral outrage regarding the plight of Palestinians. This
approach is evident in an extract from March 2024: “Hos-
pitals in ruins after Gaza airstrikes and civilian casualties
mount.” While not directly stating that hospitals were inten-
tionally targeted, this extract strongly implies that Zionist
actions are responsible for the destruction and increase in
civilian casualties, omitting any mention of the presence of
Hamas fighters, which further strengthens the implication
of intentional targeting (Extract 19).

Another example from June 2024 reads: “The images
emerging from Gaza show a pattern of destruction targeting
civilian infrastructure, raising serious concerns about the
conduct of the Zionist military.” This excerpt avoids directly
accusing Zionists of war crimes but implies that a pattern
of deliberate targeting exists, suggesting the need for inter-
national investigation and concern (Extract 20). This way,
AIJE can offer strong criticism while potentially avoiding
legal repercussions.

Conversely, the NYT often employs implicature to min-
imize the severity of Zionist actions or portray them as
unavoidable consequences, subtly shifting responsibility
away from the Zionist government. For instance, an extract
from October 2023 states: “Gaza conflict intensifies and
there are reports of civilian casualties.” This presentation
frames the conflict as a bilateral affair, obscuring Zionist’s
disproportionate military power and minimizing their re-
sponsibility for the heavy civilian casualties, thus creating a
sense of equality between both sides (Extract 21).

Additionally, a November 2023 excerpt mentions: “In the
complex urban environment of Gaza, collateral damage is
unfortunately inevitable during military operations; efforts
are made to minimize civilian casualties.” By using the term
“collateral damage,” the excerpt downplays the intentional
nature of civilian deaths, shifting focus away from direct
Zionist responsibility. The phrase “efforts are made” sug-
gests an attempt to minimize harm, regardless of the actual
effectiveness of those efforts (Extract 22).

These extracts illustrate the contrasting use of implica-
ture: AJE employs it to strongly criticize Zionist actions,
while the NYT utilizes it to mitigate the perceived sever-
ity of these actions. This highlights the differing narrative
strategies employed by each outlet in the context of the
Zionist-Palestinian conflict.

Vague language: Ambiguity and avoidance

The analysis highlights how Al Jazeera English (AJE) and
The New York Times (NYT) use language in their coverage
of the Zionist-Palestinian conflict, specifically regarding the
use of vague terms and phrases to navigate the sensitive
nature of the topic.

Mahmood et al.

AJE occasionally utilizes vague language, potentially to
avoid legal repercussions or to maintain journalistic caution,
while still conveying strong criticism of Zionist actions.
For instance, an extract from December 2023 states: “Re-
ports suggest a concerning level of disproportionality in the
use of force against Palestinian civilians.” Here, the phrase
“concerning level of disproportionality” implies criticism
without making a direct accusation of war crimes or stating
definitive numbers, offering a cautious yet condemnatory
approach (Extract 23).

In contrast, The NYT frequently employs vague language
to avoid assigning blame or to create ambiguity, obscuring
Zionist culpability and presenting a falsely balanced per-
spective. An example from January 2024 reads: “Tensions
rise in Gaza following recent clashes.” This extract uses
vague terms like “tensions rise” and “recent clashes” to
avoid directly stating who initiated the violence or who
bears greater responsibility (Extract 24). Additionally, a
statement from February 2024 mentions: “Fighting between
Zionist forces and Palestinian militants intensified over the
weekend, resulting in additional casualties on both sides.”
The phrase “fighting intensified” avoids specifying the ini-
tiator of the escalation or which side is responsible for the
majority of casualties, and the inclusion of “casualties on
both sides” presents a false equivalency between the two
sides involved in the conflict, given the immense disparity
in military power (Extract 25).

Reinforcing narratives and ideological stances

The analysis highlights the contrasting implicit discursive
practices of Al Jazeera English (AJE) and The New York
Times (NYT) in their coverage of the Zionist-Palestinian
conflict. AJE frames the conflict as an ongoing struggle
against colonial oppression, emphasizing Palestinian suf-
fering and justifying resistance efforts. Their use of pre-
suppositions, implicatures, and vague language consistently
reinforces a pro-Palestinian narrative that highlights histori-
cal injustice.

Conversely, the NYT exhibits implicit biases that down-
play Palestinian suffering and justify Zionist actions under
the pretext of security concerns. This perceived neutrality al-
lows the NYT to obscure the historical context and systemic
nature of Zionist actions, thereby influencing public percep-
tion. The use of vague language, especially in headlines
and introductory paragraphs, manipulates the reader’s per-
ception of responsibility for the conflict. These distinctions
illustrate how both news outlets employ implicit language
to shape their narratives. While AJE uses carefully chosen
vague language to criticize Zionist actions, the NYT em-
ploys similar techniques to maintain a veneer of neutrality
that subtly favors the Zionist perspective and minimizes the
impact of Zionist actions on Palestinians.

In conclusion, AJE’s implicit strategies support a pro-
Palestinian narrative focused on historical injustice, whereas
the NYT’s implicit strategies lean towards favoring a Zion-
ist perspective. This analysis underscores the significant
role of implicit language in shaping understandings of the
Zionist-Palestinian conflict and demonstrates how the NYT
disseminates a powerful pro-Zionist narrative while present-
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ing itself as an objective news source.

The analysis examines the contrasting strategies em-
ployed by Al Jazeera English (AJE) and The New York
Times (NYT) in their coverage of the Zionist-Palestinian
conflict, particularly in their use of implicit language. AJE
utilizes implicit strategies to directly challenge Zionist ac-
tions and narratives, thereby constructing a powerful pro-
Palestinian narrative that emphasizes historical injustices
and resistance. The data shows a higher frequency of pre-
suppositions (35) and implicatures (29) in AJE’s reporting
compared to the NYT’s 22 presuppositions and 15 implica-
tures, indicating a more assertive condemnation of Zionist
actions. While AJE employs some vague language (10
instances), it is aimed at maintaining journalistic caution
rather than obscuring blame. However, on May 5, 2024,
Zionist soldiers raided AJE’s bureau in Ramallah during
a live broadcast, underscoring the challenges faced by the
outlet.

In contrast, the NYT appears neutral but employs implicit
strategies that favor the Zionist narrative. It has a higher
frequency of vague language (31 instances) and uses pre-
suppositions and implicatures to subtly shift responsibility
and downplay the consequences of Zionist actions. This
approach minimizes Palestinian suffering and justifies Zion-
ist actions under the guise of legitimate security concerns.
The discrepancies in language use between the two outlets
reveal that AJE leverages implicitness to strengthen its pro-
Palestinian stance, while the NYT uses similar language
to create an illusion of neutrality that ultimately favors the
Zionist perspective.

Discussion

Discussion based on the results of answering the RQ1

The findings for the first research question reveal starkly
different approaches to intertextuality between AJE and The
NYT, differences deeply rooted in their respective institu-
tional identities, target audiences, and geopolitical contexts.
Crucially, AJE, as a prominent voice originating from the
Arab world (Qatar-based), inevitably operates with a man-
date to represent perspectives often marginalized in Western
media, particularly concerning the Palestinian experience.
This inherent positionality explains its strategic and frequent
use of intertextual references emphasizing Palestinian his-
tory, suffering, and resistance. Conversely, The NYT, as a
leading US newspaper, operates within a national context
characterized by strong political, economic, and cultural
ties to Zionists. While striving for journalistic objectivity,
its coverage is invariably influenced by these ties and dom-
inant Western foreign policy narratives, leading to a more
cautious approach to historical context and a subtle, yet
consistent, leaning towards Zionist perspectives.

AJE’s strategic deployment of intertextual references
serves to actively challenge dominant Western narratives
and validate the Palestinian narrative of dispossession and
occupation. As indicated in Table 1, AJE shows signifi-
cantly higher frequencies of references to Historical Events
related to Palestinian dispossession (30 instances vs. 10 in
NYT), Religious Texts/Allusions framing righteous struggle
(15 vs. 2), and Cultural Narratives highlighting suffer-
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ing and resistance (35 vs. 15). This use of intertextuality
aligns with its role as an alternative media source (Ozohu-
Suleiman, 2014) providing a counter-narrative focused on
Palestinian agency and historical injustice (Alhossary and
Abdullah, 2014). Its emotionally charged language and spe-
cific allusions (e.g., “occupied West Bank,” “settlers stealing
land,” “Nakba”) resonate directly with its core Arab and
Muslim audience, employing framing (Entman, 1993) and
potentially agenda-setting (McCombs and Shaw, 1972) to
reinforce a specific understanding of the conflict centered
on Palestinian rights.

In contrast, The NYT’s intertextual practices reflect its
positioning within the US media landscape. While present-
ing historical facts (e.g., Extract 3 mentioning the 1949
boundaries), its coverage often omits crucial context re-
garding Palestinian displacement, as noted in the analysis
and reflected in the lower frequency of such historical ref-
erences in Table 1. Its use of geopolitical analogies (e.g.,
Extract 4 comparing to Vietnam) tends to frame the con-
flict as an intractable geopolitical problem rather than a
specific situation of occupation, subtly minimizing Zion-
ist responsibility. This approach, emphasizing complexity
and Zionist security concerns (higher frequency of terms
related to Zionist Agency/Identity in Table 1: 35 vs. 5 in
AJE), aligns with critiques suggesting a subtle pro-Zionist
bias despite outward neutrality (Amer, 2022; Artz, 2014).
This can be interpreted through the lens of the propaganda
model (Herman and Chomsky, 1988) or gatekeeping theory
(White, 1950), where dominant political alignments influ-
ence news selection and framing, even in prestigious outlets
aiming for objectivity. The NYT’s practice reinforces exist-
ing power structures (Dijk, 1998) by normalizing Zionist
narratives within a Western framework, making its seem-
ingly balanced approach a powerful tool for shaping global
perceptions consistent with US foreign policy leanings.

The comparison underscores how intertextuality is not
merely a stylistic feature but a powerful tool reflecting and
reinforcing the inherent ideological standpoints shaped by
the outlets’ origins, audiences, and the geopolitical reali-
ties they navigate. AJE uses it to amplify a marginalized
voice, while the NYT uses it in a way that, deliberately or
not, aligns with established Western power dynamics and
narratives favorable to Zionists.

Discussion based on the results of answering the RQ2

Similar to the findings on intertextuality, the analysis of im-
plicitness (presuppositions, implicatures, vague language)
for RQ2 reveals patterns directly linked to the distinct roles
and contexts of AJE and the NYT. AJE’s use of implicit
strategies reflects its position as a critical voice challenging
Zionist narratives and advocating for Palestinian perspec-
tives. Its implicitness often serves to convey strong con-
demnation while navigating the political sensitivities and
potential risks associated with direct accusations, especially
given actions taken against it (like the Ramallah office raid
mentioned in the results). The NYT, conversely, utilizes
implicitness in ways that uphold its image of journalistic
neutrality, yet this very neutrality often functions to ob-
scure power imbalances and subtly reinforce a pro-Zionist
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Table 1. Frequency of intertextual references in AJE and The NYT coverage of the Zionist-Palestinian conflict.

Framing (NYT)

Emphasizes historical Pales-
tinian dispossession and suf-
fering; justifies Palestinian

Presents historical context
minimally, omitting crucial
details about Palestinian dis-
possession; implicitly sup-
ports the existing borders.

Frames Palestinian actions
within a religious framework

Uses religious allusions spar-
ingly, avoiding explicit en-
dorsements of either side
(but implicitly supporting
Zionist by avoiding criti-
cism).

Highlights Palestinian suffer-
ing and resistance as a re-
sponse to ongoing oppres-

Presents a more balanced nar-
rative (superficially), but im-
plicitly supports Zionist by
emphasizing Zionist security
concerns and challenges.

Uses allusions to emphasize
the injustice and seemingly
endless nature of the Pales-

Uses allusions to suggest in-
herent difficulties in resolv-
ing the conflict without as-
signing clear blame, imply-
ing equal responsibility.

Uses analogies to highlight
the systemic nature of the in-
justice faced by Palestinians
and place the conflict within
a broader historical context

Uses analogies to frame the
conflict as a complex geopo-
litical challenge, downplay-
ing the unique aspects of
Zionist occupation and Pales-
tinian dispossession.

Actively frames Palestinian
actions within a narrative of
self-determination and resis-

Uses negative terminology to
describe Palestinian actions,
minimizing their agency and
framing them as violent ac-
tors.

Uses critical language to-

Uses language that consis-
tently emphasizes Zionist se-
curity concerns and justifies
Zionist actions.

Category of intertex- AJ NYT Framing (AJ)
tual reference
Historical events 30 10

resistance.
Religious texts/allu- 15 2
sions

of righteous struggle.
Cultural narratives 35 15

sion.
Classical/Literary al- 5 10
lusions

tinian struggle.
Geopolitical analo- 10 15
gies

of oppression.
Terms related to 40 10
Palestinian identity/a-
gency

tance.
Terms related to Zion- 5 35
ist identity/agency wards Zionist actions.
Neutral/Factual refer- 5 25

€nces

framing congruent with US geopolitical interests.

AJE employs presuppositions (e.g., “‘continuing expan-
sion of Zionist settlements,” Extract 17) and implicatures
(e.g., linking hospital destruction to Zionist airstrikes with-
out explicit accusation, Extract 19) to embed a narrative
of ongoing Zionist aggression and illegitimacy. As shown
in Table 2, AJE utilizes presuppositions (35 instances) and
implicatures (29 instances) more frequently than the NYT

to reinforce this pro-Palestinian stance. This aligns with
CDA perspectives on how language challenges power (Fair-
clough, 1995; Reisigl and Wodak, 2001). Its occasional
use of vague language (e.g., “concerning level of dispropor-
tionality,” Extract 23; 10 instances in Table 2 can be seen
as a strategic choice for journalistic caution (as suggested
by Chen (2010) on avoiding explicitness) rather than an
attempt to equate responsibility, especially pertinent given

2821-2290[https://doi.org/10.57647/jntell.2025.0402.11]


https://doi.org/10.57647/jntell.2025.0402.11

Mahmood et al.

JNTELLA4 (2025)-042511

Table 2. The frequency of implicit discursive practices in AJE and the NYT coverage of the conflict.

Category of implicit Al
discursive practice

NYT Narrative/Ideological rein-

forcement (AJ)

Narrative/Ideological rein-
forcement (NYT)

22

Reinforces narrative of Zion-
ist occupation and Pales-
tinian dispossession; justifies
resistance.

Presupposes the legitimacy
of Zionist security concerns;
minimizes Palestinian
grievances.

15

Conveys strong condemna-
tion of Zionist actions with-
out explicit accusations of
war crimes.

Minimizes culpability of
Zionist actions; suggests the
inevitability of violence.

Presuppositions 35
Implicatures 29
Vague language 10

31

Criticizes Zionist actions in-
directly, possibly to avoid le-
gal challenges or to maintain
journalistic caution.

Obscures responsibility for
violence; creates the impres-
sion of equal culpability.

9/10

the real-world pressures it faces. The raid on its Ramallah
office underscores the precarious position of media outlets
offering strong counter-narratives.

The NYT’s strategy of implicitness often serves to miti-
gate Zionist culpability and create an impression of balance
where significant power disparities exist. Its frequent use
of vague language (e.g., “tensions rise,” “clashes,” Extract
24; 31 instances in Table 2, significantly higher than AJE)
avoids assigning clear agency for escalations. Its presuppo-
sitions often center on Zionist security needs (e.g., Extract
18 framing actions as responses to rocket fire), implicitly
validating the Zionist perspective. Implicatures are used
to downplay consequences (e.g., framing civilian casual-
ties as unavoidable “collateral damage,” Extract 22). This
use of implicitness, while maintaining a veneer of objectiv-
ity, functions to normalize the status quo and aligns with
findings suggesting that mainstream Western media often
reproduces dominant ideologies congruent with US political
ties (Herman and Chomsky, 1988; Dijk, 1998). The NYT’s
approach, shaped by its US context and aiming for broad
appeal, inadvertently reinforces a hegemonic perspective
(Gramsci, 1971) that often marginalizes Palestinian narra-
tives of suffering and injustice by framing the conflict in
terms acceptable within the Western political consensus.

In essence, both outlets utilize implicit strategies, but
to different ends shaped by their fundamental positions.
AJE employs implicitness assertively to challenge dominant
narratives from its specific geopolitical standpoint. The
NYT uses implicitness to maintain perceived neutrality, but
this practice often masks biases that align with its national
context and associated political alliances, thereby subtly
reinforcing a pro-Zionist worldview. This highlights how
seemingly objective journalistic practices like using cau-
tious or vague language can have significant ideological
implications depending on the context and the power dy-
namics at play.

Conclusion

This comparative study illuminated the significant role of
intertextual references and implicit language strategies in
constructing media narratives of the Zionist-Palestinian con-
flict within AJE and The NYT. The analysis revealed dis-
tinct discursive patterns deeply intertwined with the out-
lets’ geopolitical origins and target audiences. AJE con-
sistently utilized these strategies to foreground Palestinian
suffering, historical context, and resistance, actively chal-
lenging dominant Western narratives and reflecting its po-
sition as a key voice from the Arab and Muslim world.
Conversely, The NYT, while aiming for journalistic neu-
trality, employed intertextuality and implicitness in ways
that subtly favored Zionist perspectives, often minimizing
Palestinian grievances and contextualizing Zionist actions
through a lens of security concerns, consistent with its posi-
tion within the US media landscape and US-Zionist political
alignment.

The findings underscore how media discourse, even when
appearing objective, is a potent force in shaping public per-
ception of complex geopolitical conflicts. AJE’s approach
serves to empower marginalized voices and contest estab-
lished narratives, while The NYT’s coverage, despite its
reputation for impartiality, tends to reinforce existing power
structures and subtly align with Western policy leanings.
This highlights the profound influence media organizations
wield through strategic linguistic and narrative choices.

Future research could fruitfully expand this analysis
to include a wider range of international media outlets,
incorporate multimodal analysis (including images and
video), investigate audience reception across different
cultural contexts, and track discursive shifts over longer
historical periods or during different phases of the conflict.
Exploring the impact of social media discourse alongside
traditional news reporting would also provide valuable
insights. Ultimately, this study emphasizes the critical
importance of media literacy in enabling audiences to
discern the subtle ways language and context shape the
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news, particularly in deeply contested issues like the
Zionist-Palestinian conflict, and points towards the need for
ongoing critical examination of media practices in conflict
reporting.
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