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1. Introduction and Aim

On the 21% °f November 2024 the ICC (International Criminal Court) announced it was issuing
arrest warrants for Netanyahu, Israel’s former defence minister Yoav Gallant and the Hamas
military leader Mohammad Deif (ICC 2024). The warrants have been issued due to the many
atrocities committed against civilians on both sides of the war. This caused mixed emotions around
the world. The coverage of this story in news outlets saw significant contrasts in the language used
and views portrayed. Furthermore, widespread access to video footage on social media of the
conflict allows for contextual misunderstandings. As a result, the use of language in news articles
plays an important role in delivering transparent information to the world.

The aim of this essay is to investigate two articles from 7he Guardian and The Telegraph,
focused on the issue of the ICC’s arrest warrants, to identify how language can be manipulated
with the intention of persuading the readers to share the viewpoint of the author. By analysing the
choices journalists make in their use of language, we can identify subtle linguistic strategies that
can influence the reader. For the purpose of achieving this, a Critical Discourse Analysis will be
conducted.

The essay opens with a background section (2.1) that sets the stage by examining the
political context surrounding the arrest warrants. This is followed by an exploration of the
theoretical frameworks (2.2) that underpin the analysis, alongside a review of previous research
on how newspapers have reported the decades-long conflict. Next, the method (3.1) and materials
(3.2) section look deeper into the specifics of the analytical approach and the sources being used.
In the analysis section (4), the newspapers will be examined individually, through three key
perspectives. The discussion (5) will summarise the findings, highlighting the key differences in
the way each newspaper reported the issue. Finally, the conclusion (6) will tie together the essay’s

objectives and reflect on how the results align with its initial aims.

2. Background

2.1 Political Context

The complex situation between the Jews of Israel and the Arabs of Palestine can be traced back
over a millennium. Its more recent history started with the killing of Frans Ferdinand. The collapse
of the Ottoman Empire at the end of the First World War resulted in the British and French dividing

up the lands it once ruled over and to subsequently create their own spheres of influence on the



land mass we today know as ‘The Middle East’. One of the most significant acts of the British
government was under the Skyes-Picot agreement of 1916, a joint agreement with the French
Government to divide “Turkish-held Syria, Iraq, Lebanon and Palestine” into British and French
entities (Britannica 2024). An additional significant act that drastically altered the political
landscape of the region was the Balfour Declaration in 1917, where the then Foreign Secretary of
The United Kingdom, Arthur James Balfour, sent a letter to the leader of the Jewish community,
Lord Rothschild. In the letter the Foreign Secretary stated the government’s support for “the
establishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people.” (Page 2016). The Balfour
Declaration resulted in a steep increase in the number of Jewish people moving to the land known
at the time as Palestine. These two measures undertaken by the British became the foundation of
multiple complex conflicts in the region that are still being fought over one hundred years later.

The atrocities of the Second World War towards the Jewish communities across Europe
caused a mass influx of Jews arriving in the lands of Palestine steadily increasing their numbers
and strengthening their position in the region. After bloody conflicts, it was in 1948 that the state
of Israel was officially created as we know it today (Holocaust Encyclopedia 2023). The many
subsequent conflicts between Israel and the PLO and Hamas have been normalized by their
consistency.

The current ongoing conflict between Israel and Hamas has created divisions around the
world on how to define the atrocities committed by both parties. On 7 October 2023, Hamas carried
out the deadliest attack on Israel since its creation in 1948, killing approximately 1200 and taking
251 hostages (Human Rights Watch 2024). In retaliation, the number killed in the Gaza strip as of
21 November 2024, has surpassed 44,000 (Shurafa and Khaled 2024).

The blockade on foreign journalists from entering the Gaza strip to conduct independent
reporting has resulted in uncountable stories not reaching the world. The United Nations Secretary-
General stated that “The ongoing ban preventing international journalists from Gaza suffocates the
truth even further” (United Nations 2024) emphasizing the need for transparency. This issue is
further exacerbated by reporters forced to be cautious of their reporting because of the reprisals
facing journalists in Gaza (Bansal 2024) and Israel who criticize the actions of the respective

warring factions Hamas and the Israeli Government (Reporters without Borders 2024).



2.2 Theoretical Background
This section will explain the theoretical theories used to conduct the investigation. I will begin by
outlining the concept of Discourse Analysis. Thereafter, section 2.2.2 will give a more detailed

insight into Critical Discourse Analysis (Henceforth CDA).

2.2.1 What is Discourse Analysis?

Understanding the concept of discourse and discourse analysis is essential to CDA comprehension.
CDA is a broader perspective of the fundamental principles of discourse and Discourse Analysis
(Crystal 2008:148). Discourse Analysis investigates the language in written and spoken
interactions and its relationship between the social and cultural contexts in which it is used.
Furthermore, it explores the meaning of what people say, how to interpret what people mean and
“the way language presents different views of the world and different understandings.” (Paltridge

2012: 12-13).

2.2.2 Critical Discourse Analysis

Critical Discourse Analysis is an extension of Discourse Analysis and seeks to understand the
connection between the use of language in social and cultural contexts to show power and
influence in political and social contexts whilst attempting to identify what the implications of that
language use are (Paltridge 2012:186). CDA helps us to understand how the words people choose
can make certain ideas or perspectives appear more significant or influence who has authority,
who is marginalized, or how social hierarchies are maintained. An example of this could be taken
from the rhetoric used to describe armed conflicts in different parts of the world. For example, the
use of terms like “Terrorist” versus “Freedom fighter” can reveal different ideologies and political
viewpoints of the reporting which in turn have a particular influence on readers perspective
depending on whether the conflict is being fought in Ukraine or an Islamic country (Beydoun
2022).

According to Fairclough there are three foundational assets associated with CDA: it should
be relational, dialectical, and transdisciplinary (Fairclough 2010:3). As regards relational, the
primary focus of a CDA is not on “entities or individuals”, rather it is on the complex social
relations. These social relations are not limited to the informal speech and writing people use to

communicate, they also entail relations between more ‘“concrete communicative events”
> y



(Fairclough 2010:3) such as newspaper articles or advertisements. An example from the
perspective of a newspaper article would be that the text is not just a neutral medium of
conversation, it can be written in a way to influence who has authority, who is demeaned, or which
social hierarchies should be maintained.

Fairclough further emphasizes the dialectical relationship between language and society.
This means that language and social structures influence each other in a dynamic wayj, i.e. it entails
the use of language to shape and be shaped by altering realities in society. In the balance of power
of a nation state Fairclough argues that “power is partly discourse, and discourse is partly power”
(Fairclough 2010:4); the two are interconnected whilst at the same time being very different
entities. Even so, the relationship they have constantly challenges and alters the social norms
through discourse, with language playing a central role in the negotiation of those changes.

The transdisciplinary aspect draws in and includes perception from multiple disciplines.
CDA is not bound to any one academic field but works across “conventional boundaries” of
multiple disciplines such as linguistics, sociology, psychology, politics, and cultural studies
(Fairclough 2010:4). Newspapers, as key media outlets and the material of this CDA, can be
analysed to uncover the ideological structures, power dynamics, and cultural narratives embedded
in news reporting. By examining linguistic choices, framing, and the portrayal of events or groups,
CDA reveals how newspapers contribute to the formation of public opinion and reflect broader

societal and political contexts.

2.3 Previous Research on the Israel/Palestine conflict

As mentioned in section 2.1, the ongoing conflict in Israel and Palestine has become normalized
in the eyes of the world, with extensive coverage over the years. It has been, and continues to be,
of utmost importance that the coverage is fair and representative of all those involved. Therefore,
the framing of the conflict and the language used by journalists not only creates immediate
reactions and opinions, but it can also create polarization leading to generational belief systems
that hinder the peace process. When studying previous research on the Israel/Palestine conflict in
news articles there are some trends that can be identified that show a bias in media coverage. It
was found that in Fox News’ reporting, “Palestine, especially Hamas, is represented as terrorists
where Israel is represented as the victim” (Heni and Chandra 2022). This reflects the political

stance that the U.S. has taken towards Israel since its creation. The narrative coming from official



channels of the U.S. government should therefore be analysed. In response to the October 7 attacks,
Joe Biden stated that the United States “will not ever fail to have their back (Keinon 2023)”
referring to Israel. Furthermore, in March 2024 Christiane Amanpour criticised CNN, the news
agency she works for, regarding its biased coverage of the Israel Palestine war. Other staff
members have raised concerns over “silencing Palestinian and Arab voices while amplifying
Israeli ones” (The Jerusalem Post 2024).

In a recent analysis of three prominent newspapers in Germany, distinct patterns of bias
were revealed. The newspapers predominantly framed stories in terms of “Israeli victimhood”
whereas they would “demonize Palestinians” including civilians who were portrayed as “complicit
with terrorism” (Asmus 2024). The report concluded that German media’s pro-Israel coverage
contributed to “a one-sided public perception of the Israel-Palestine conflict” (Asmus 2024).

Another Critical Discourse Analysis highlights distinct biases in the reporting of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict by Al-Jazeera and BBC News (Mohamed 2024). Al-Jazeera employs emotive
language and uses the active voice to foreground Palestinian suffering and portray Israel as the
aggressor, aligning with a pro-Palestinian perspective. In contrast, BBC News uses more neutral
language but subtly emphasizes Israel's justification for military actions, framing Hamas as the
primary instigator. By extensively quoting Israeli officials and referencing security concerns, BBC
News reflects a Western narrative supportive of Israel’s position. These linguistic and journalistic
choices shape audience perceptions, reinforcing ideological divides and existing biases in the
conflict’s portrayal. (Mohamed 2024)

Finally, Caballero explores how media bias affects the portrayal of the Israel-Palestine
conflict, specifically within the context of The New York Times' coverage. The study analyses
ninety-one articles selected from the New York Times coverage of Operation Cast Lead, an Israeli
military operation carried out in Gaza between December 2008 and January 2009 (IDF 2017). It
identifies several key biases in the reporting of this complex and ongoing conflict. Caballero
highlights how The New York Times often frames the conflict in a way that prioritizes the narratives
of Israel over those of the Palestinians. The language used by The New York Times shows a
tendency to adopt more neutral or even sympathetic terminology when discussing Israel’s actions,
while Palestinian actions or narratives are sometimes portrayed in a less favourable light. This
includes subtle word choices and descriptors, such as labelling Israeli military operations as

“retaliation” or “defensive,” while Palestinian attacks are often referred to as ‘“terrorism” or



“escalation.” The study also points out how critical historical context—such as the long-standing
issues surrounding occupation, refugees, and settlement expansions—is sometimes underplayed
or omitted in favour of focusing on specific, isolated events. This selective reporting can limit
readers’ understanding of the broader situation. Overall, Caballero argues that these biases in The
New York Times’ coverage shape public perception, contributing to a skewed understanding of the

conflict and reinforcing existing ideological divides (Caballero 2010).

3. Method and Material
This essay employs Critical Discourse Analysis to examine the use of language and discourse in

two online articles in two of Britain’s leading newspapers.

3.1 Method

In conducting this analysis, qualitative analysis using Fairclough’s Three-dimensional model
(Fairclough 2010), will be applied to the CDA. Both articles will be equally analysed in accordance
with the three dimensions which are text analysis, discursive practice, and social practice, which I

explain below. The CDA will be conducted through a close reading of each article.

3.1.1 Text Analysis

This initial stage will involve analysing the linguistic features of the newspaper articles with a
focus on how the language is used to convey meaning and ideologies. Key aspects of analysis will
involve examining framing, active and passive agents, and emotive and evaluative adjectives. With
the aim of identifying and analysing these aspects of the text, extra attention will be given to the
headline and lead of each article. The headline of an article has the ability to “encapsulate a story”
and “give the reader the overall picture” (Reah 2002:14). Analysing framing in the headlines will
show how language is used to strategically direct the reader’s attention to specific aspects of the
article. Framing is about how the communicator controls the narrative by portraying their story in
a way to persuade their audience to perceive reality in a certain way. To identify framing, I will
closely examine the headlines and leads of each article, focusing on how specific elements are
highlighted or omitted to guide the reader’s attention and interpretation of the story. For example,
a yoghurt producer advertises their product as being ‘80% fat free’ rather than having ‘20% fat’.

Both relay the same fact; however, they are depicted with differing significance. Thereafter, the



active and passive agents will be identified. This will allow for examination of how passive agents,
for example, may obscure responsibility and reinforce power structures. To locate active and
passive agents, I will analyse sentence structures, identifying the subject and object of each
sentence to determine who is depicted as performing or receiving the action. Finally, examining
the use of emotive and evaluative adjectives allows for insight into how words are used to portray
meaning and interpretation. Adjectives will be identified by closely reading for terms that convey
judgment or emotional tone, especially those use to portray a positive or negative connotation such

as “farcical” vs “reasonable”.

3.1.2 Discursive Practice

Discursive practice focuses on analysing the production, distribution, and consumption of the
articles to understand the context they are created and how they are interpreted by different
audiences. The production will identify the social position and ideological standpoint of the
article’s author as well as the political, corporate, and ideological standpoint of the newspaper’s
owner. Distribution helps to distinguish the target audience of the article according to its style and
content. Lastly, consumption detects in what ways the article might be interpretated by different

audiences and how this would in turn influence the reader’s attitude towards the topic.

3.1.3 Social Practice

Finally, there will be an analysis determining how the articles connect to broader social structures
and power relations, and how this in turn reflects or influences ideologies and social practices. The
key areas of analysis will include social structures, viewing how the article reflects the social and
political contexts in the United Kingdom. Thereafter, the ideologies conveyed in the article will
be identified to determine if there is, for example, a xenophobic or humanitarian approach towards
a particular group. The final area this essay will investigate is power relations, which involves

understanding the power dynamics between Israel and the ICC, for example.
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Figure 1. Fairclough’s (2010) Three-Dimensional method model

3.2 Material

The primary material used in this analysis consists of two articles from The Guardian and The
Telegraph with a focus on the story of the issuance of arrest warrants for Benjamin Netanyahu,
Yoah Gallant and Mohammad Dief. The newspapers were chosen because of their status as two of
the U.K.’s leading newspapers and they encourage a broad perspective of how two broadsheet
newspapers report on the topic. The Guardian is affiliated with left-wing politics whilst The
Telegraph is affiliated with right-wing politics (Smith 2017).

The way that news is reported in the newspapers is critical in engaging their readership in
the U.K. and around the world in both domestic and international politics. Despite social media
playing an ever greater role in the world of news, mainstream media is still an important source of
well-founded and reliable reporting. Understanding the different methods used by the different
newspapers will help us recognise how individuals might be persuaded in different ways to
interpret contrasting views, thus formulating contrary opinions.

The two articles were both found in the news section on the respective websites of The
Guardian and The Telegraph but differ significantly in their approach. While The Guardian’s
article has a more traditional style and structure, The Telegraph’s article takes the form of an
opinion piece. These articles were chosen for their contrasting styles, as they provide clear

examples of how different news outlets use language in distinctive ways and how readers may be



influenced by these differences. By selecting these contrasting pieces, I aim to demonstrate how
the language of their reporting can significantly impact the reader’s perception of the same topic.
The Guardian adopts a more objective approach and is written by a journalist, whereas The
Telegraph is clearly subjective, as its article is written by the Israeli ambassador to the U.K. While
objective can also convey covert messages, it is easier to critically evaluate the sources in an
objective text than to scrutinize the opinions presented in a subjective one.
Table 1 provides an overview of the articles, with the headlines emphasizing differences

in the framing and the wordcount indicating differences in the style and depth.

Table 1. The newspaper articles.

Publication, date, Headline Wordcount
political stance
The Guardian ICC issues arrest warrant for Benjamin 1242
22/11/2024 Netanyahu for alleged Gaza war crimes
Left-wing
The Telegraph The Farcical ICC has reached an astonishing new 668
22/11/2024 low — all countries must reject it
Right-wing

4. Analysis

This section contains the analysis of the two news articles. The Guardian will be analysed first.
Section 4.1 comprises the Text Analysis, followed by section 4.2 which contains the Discursive
Practice, while section 4.3, Social Practice, analyses the connection between the articles and
broader social structures and power relations. Sections 4.4, 4.5, and 4.6 will follow the same
structure in the analysis of The Telegraph. The text analysis for each newspaper will begin with

the respective headlines in bold followed by their lead.

4.1 Text Analysis of The Guardian Article

This section focuses on text analysis beginning with the headline and lead of The Guardian article.

The headline is ICC issues arrest warrant for Benjamin Netanyahu for alleged Gaza war

crimes and the lead is “Joe Biden describes as ‘outrageous’ the warrants for Israeli PM and former

defence minister, which put them at risk of detention if they go to some other countries.”
Beginning with the headline and lead of The Guardian article we can identify that the use

of “ICC issues” places the International Criminal Court’s (ICC) at the forefront of the narrative.

9



The active voice in the verb “issues” represents action being taken in the situation and establishes
the authority the court holds. This global authority, however, is often contested by powerful states,
creating a tension between legal institutions and state sovereignty. An example of this is when the
court’s authority is challenged, according to the lead, by Joe Biden, an active agent, where the
position of the U.S. is framed in his description of the ICC decision as being “outrageous”. This
stance of opposition as an aspect of controversy to the decision of the independent court, giving
the reading conflicting opinions early on. Benjamin Netanyahu and Yoav Gallant are passive
agents since they are the recipients of the arrest warrants. The lead emphasizes their vulnerability
by stating the warrants “put them at risk of detention” without revealing the crimes they have
committed, which encourages readers to continue further into the article.

The article makes it clear with the use of the evaluative adjective that this was the most
“momentous” (1.5) decision of the court’s history. Issuing these arrest warrants showed a positive
step in taking action to hold accountable those who have caused so much death and destruction.
This “momentous” decision was met with mixed reactions on the world stage. While many
countries expressed support for the ICC’s ruling, others denounced the court and rejected their
obligation to arrest the accused if they entered their territories (Reuters 2024). The body of the
article regularly refers to the ICC as the active agent, with terms such as “The chamber considered”
(1.53) and “the chamber found reasonable grounds” (1.71). This choice of language positions the
ICC as a decisive and authoritative body, emphasizing its role in shaping the outcome. By focusing
on the potential consequences that the arrest warrants have for Netanyahu and Gallant, such as the
risk of detention, the article highlights their wrongdoings. This focus of the Israeli leaders as
individuals facing persecution shifts the reader’s perspective, highlighting the personal risks
involved for them while downplaying the legal implications of the charges against them.

Finally, the civilian population in Gaza, who are scarcely mentioned, are the recipients of
the alleged crime of being “intentionally and knowingly” (1.54) deprived of food, water, and
medical supplies. There is little said to help the reader understand their side of the story and shed
light on any justifications that might be relevant in the issuance of the arrest warrants. The article
employs emotive adjectives and loaded language to evoke strong reactions. Terms like “war
crime” (1.11) and “crimes against humanity” (1.12) are used to describe the charges, carrying moral
weight, and shaping perceptions of the accused. This language encourages the reader to view the

actions of Netanyahu and Gallant as horrific, while framing their defence as an attempt to justify
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immoral acts. In contrast, the phrase “outrageous anti-Israel decision” (1.28) frames the ICC’s
ruling as unjust and biased. Similarly, “prize for terror” (1.81) and “moral blindness” (1.80) are
employed to cast Hamas and the ICC’s actions in the same light, as deeply immoral. By framing
the ICC’s decision as “outrageous” (1.28) and using phrases like “anti-Israel” (1.28) the article
creates a divided narrative, pushing readers into distinct camps of pro-Israel and critics of Israel
depending on their interpretation of the loaded language. This further underscores the ideological

divides surround the conflict and international law.

4.2 Discursive Practice in The Guardian Article

The article’s content reflects the ideological and political stance of its publisher. The Guardian has
a well-established reputation for taking stances on global justice, human rights, and international
law. Its reporting is often aligned with progressive values. There is a critical view of the Israeli
officials, Prime Minister Netanyahu, and former Defence Minister Gallant, focusing on the ICC’s
charges of war crimes against the two prominent figures. There is also an emphasis on the
significance of the ICC’s historic decision to charge the leaders of a democracy and a Western-
aligned nation, positioning the newspaper as supporting the court’s role in upholding justice and
accountability. We can see through various phrases that the U.S. supports Israel unequivocally.
The U.S. national security council supported the official stance of the U.S. when it “issued a
statement “fundamentally” rejecting the court’s decision” (1.31), despite the U.S. having recently
welcomed similar accusations and the issuance of arrest warrants for Russian president Vladimir
Putin. This further highlights the political interests of the U.S. and Israel in framing the issue. By
presenting numerous quotes from Netanyahu’s office and other defendants of Israel’s actions the
article presents the opposition’s perspective on the ICC’s ruling. The Guardian frames the case as
not just a legal decision, but as a moral milestone in international law and accountability.

The Guardian, being a well-established international news outlet, is able to distribute its
articles worldwide to a diverse and politically engaged audience. There is a focus on the charges
against the Benjamin Netanyahu because of the significance of his position as Prime Minister, a
factor that has led to this story being so widely reported on. Similarly, the ICC’s role in global
justice through its courts appeals to readers with an interest in human rights, geopolitics, and
international law. The Guardian employs legal terminology and phrases such as “biased and

discriminatory political body” (1.23), “crimes against humanity” (1.14), and “jurisdiction” (1.35) to

11



engage readers who are familiar with complex international law and human rights issues. By
incorporating such terms, the article implicitly assumes a certain level of knowledge, positioning
itself as a publication for informed, politically engaged readers.

The publication also implies it is aimed at readers who are attentive to matters concerning
human rights. While the article gives significant attention to allegations of war crimes in Gaza, it
provides little detail about the ICC’s reasons for issuing the arrest warrants, suggesting that the
newspaper expects the reader to already have sufficient prior knowledge of the situation.
Nevertheless, this omission could be viewed as a significant gap in the narrative as it limits readers
without enough prior knowledge as regards their understanding of the broader context surrounding
the alleged war crimes. Without this coverage, the article may unintentionally reinforce a one-
sided narrative among readers, that focuses more on the political implications of the ICC’s ruling,
rather than the humanitarian crises faced by Palestinians. To counter this, the viewpoints of the
Israeli leadership and U.S. officials are covered extensively, suggesting that this article is aimed
at readers who can think objectively and critically about such global issues and draw on additional
sources of information available that help to clarify the situation in its entirety.

When considering the consumption of this article, factors such as political beliefs,
ideological affiliations, and geopolitical perspective need to be considered. Readers who are
sympathetic to the Palestinian cause or who advocate for international justice are likely to see the
arrest warrants as a fundamental step in holding political leaders accountable for their actions
causing the suffering of innocent civilians. Therefore, the arrest warrants present a legitimate effort
to enforce the rule of international law, by exposing crimes against humanity. In contrast, pro-
Israel readers might interpret the ICC’s stance in the article as unjust and politically motivated,
with language like “anti-Israel” (1.28) and “discriminatory” (1.23) reinforcing that view of injustice.
They might question the ICC’s jurisdiction in interfering in a sovereign state’s security issues in
what they see as a legitimate response to terrorism and an act of self-defence. The article’s
coverage of Joe Biden’s condemnation of the ICC’s ruling further shapes how readers understand
the broad geopolitical context of the article whilst further defending the position of pro-Israeli
readers. This selective reporting weakens the article’s ability to convey the full scope of the

situation, potentially weakening readers’ comprehension of the gravity of the charges.
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4.3 Social Practice in The Guardian Article

This article discusses a clash between international legal institutions and state sovereignty,
specifically highlighting the Israeli government’s handling of the Gaza conflict. The key social
structures included are the International Criminal Court, Israel’s political leadership, Hamas, and
global powers like the U.S. and U.K. The U.S. and U.K., strong allies of Israel, have responded
differently to the announcement of the arrest warrants, with Downing Street saying that it would
“respect” (1.46) the court’s independence in contrast to the U.S. “fundamentally” (1.31) rejecting
the decision. This primarily comes down to the fact that the U.K. is a member of the ICC, having
signed the Rome Statute, whereas the U.S. is not (ICC 2024), showing a clear difference in the
governmental policies of each country. It is also significant to note that the U.S. is Israel’s largest
single trading partner, suggesting that their corporate interests are a key factor to their
unconditional support (U.S. Embassy 2024). Israel rejects the ICC’s authority and frames the arrest
warrants as politically motivated, with Netanyahu stating, regarding the allegations, that nothing
will prevent him from “continuing to defend” (1.29) his country. This tension between these
structures of international law versus national sovereignty reflects the global power dynamics in
play regarding the enforcement of justice. Furthermore, the Hamas leader Mohammad Deif is
depicted as a major figure in the conflict for his role in the attacks on Israel on 7 October 2023. He
is the reference point for Hamas as a non-state actor engaged in violent acts against Israel in
contrast with the portrayal of Israel as a sovereign state with a right to defend itself.

An ideology is a system of beliefs, values, and ideas that shapes the way people understand
and interpret the world around them. When such ideologies are expressed in news articles they are
intended to resonate with the reader, especially those undecided and already loyal. There are
several ideological positions communicated in the article through language choices and framing.
The most prominent is that of Israeli nationalism, which is expressed through Netanyahu’s office
labelling the ICC’s actions as “antisemitic” (1.21). Readers who align with Israeli nationalism may
interpret the accusations as an affront on Israel’s sovereignty which they believe undermines
Israel’s right to self-defence. One of the main social functions of spreading ideologies is the “co-
ordination of social practices” (Bell and Garret 1999) by guiding individuals and groups to
strengthen the desired goals of a social group and the protection of certain interests. Israeli
nationalism refers to the political and cultural ideology that emphasizes the identity, sovereignty,

and interests of the state of Israel and its Jewish population. However, the accusations from the
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ICC suggest that Israel’s actions are taking away that same right from the Palestinians when
Netanyahu’s office states that “no war is more just than the war Israel has been waging in Gaza”
(11.23-24). This rhetoric leaves little understanding as to where the line is drawn between the rights
of human beings, since it suggests that the 41,500 deaths in Gaza and the decimation of
infrastructure is not enough to secure the interests of Israel (Farge and Al-Mughrabi 2024). This
contrasts with the ideological beliefs of justice and accountability supported by human rights
organisations like Human Rights Watch.

Balkees Jarrah, an associate international justice director at Human Rights Watch, said that
the warrants would “break through the perception” (1.58) that certain nations and individuals could
act with impunity (Human Rights Watch 2024). Furthermore, the article makes evident the notion
of double standards, particularly through the response of the United States. It goes on to draw a
parallel between how the U.S. rejected the findings of the ICC in support of Israel and its support
of the findings of the ICC when it issued arrest warrants for Russian officials, most notably
Vladimir Putin. This suggests inconsistency and a bias in how the U.S. believes international
justice should be interpreted. Readers with a more critical stance towards Israel will see The
Guardian’s portrayal of the ICC as a pivotal force in upholding and enforcing international law
and affirming the importance of it including the rights of Palestinians.

The article is filled with competing power relations and understanding them is essential to
comprehend the broader discourse. The ICC’s issuance of arrest warrants can be seen as a
challenge to Israel’s sovereign right to act without international oversight, signifying a growing
influence of international legal bodies. These international legal bodies exist to prevent civilian
abuse globally and must operate independently, free from political influence. Netanyahu’s
language appears designed to rally domestic support. By framing the charges as 'antisemitic’, he
diverts attention from allegations of war crimes to claims of prejudice against Jews. This rhetoric
appeals to Israeli nationalism, portraying the accusations as an attack on the nation’s identity.
However, as Segal (2024) argues, this use of the term risks amplifying discrimination against Jews
rather than addressing the core issues.

The stance that the U.S. has taken in rejecting the ICC’s actions highlights its power to
influence international legal processes in support of itself and its allies, like Israel. This was made
evident when the U.S. imposed sanctions on the ICC for its investigation into U.S. personnel for

suspected war crimes in Afghanistan (Zvobgo and Chaudoin 2024). Furthermore, the article states
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how “Palestine had been recognised as a member of the court in 2015 (1.65) emphasizing that
Israeli approval is not required to investigate crimes committed in Palestine. This exposes the
power dynamics on display from the U.S. regarding their pressure on the ICC and their hypocrisy
regarding their stance of differing ICC cases involving Israel and Russia. These same power
dynamics are portrayed as unjust by the global south, who also accuse the U.S. of double standards,
forming a significant voice of opposition to the narrative being relayed, highlighting the uneven

distribution of power in international relations.

4.4. Text Analysis of The Telegraph Article

This section once again focuses on text analysis beginning with the headline and lead. The headline
is The farcical ICC has reached an astonishing new low — all countries must reject it and the
lead is “Netanyahu arrest warrant following prosecutor’s investigation sets ‘worrying precedent’
and reveals ‘double standards’.”

Beginning with the headline and lead of The Telegraph article, we can clearly establish
that the headline positions the ICC’s actions in a strongly negative light. The verb phrase “has
reached” indicates that the ICC is the active agent, portraying its actions as unjust. The adjective
“farcical” is highly emotive, implying that the ICC’s actions are absurd and not to be taken
seriously. This sets the tone of the article, implying that the ICC is not only incompetent but also
illegitimate. The use of “astonishing new low” further amplifies the negativity towards the court,
implying that the ICC has reached a significant moral low point. This invites the reader to question
the court’s legitimacy and authority. The lead uses evaluative language to frame the arrest warrants
as a troubling and biased decision. The phrase “worrying precedent” suggests the risk for negative
long-term implications, while “double standards” implies unfairness and inconsistency in the
process of justice. This framing further positions the ICC and its decision as problematic,
emphasizing concerns about the fairness and legitimacy of its decision-making processes, and
shaping the reader’s perception of the warrants as unjust and politically motivated.

The first paragraph in the article begins with the phrase “This is an important step on the
path to justice” (1.1) and is framed as a statement from Hamas acting as an active agent. This
framing has a provocative tone and is aimed at delegitimising the court’s authority by suggesting
that their interests are aligned with those of a terrorist organisation. In contrast, further on in the

article, praise is directed towards the U.S. government, presented as active agents, who
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“fundamentally rejected” (1.16) the decision and signalled their “deep concern” (1.17) for the
process. Benjamin Netanyahu and Yoav Gallant are presented as passive agents and depicted as
the victims of an unjust system, while no mention is given of the accusations against them. This
omission strategically moves attention away from the alleged crimes. However, Mohammad Deif,
who was also issued an arrest warrant, is mentioned, and the author adds satire to suggest that the
ICC may indeed have “jurisdiction in hell” (1.6), framing a clear divide in the alleged crimes that
the accused have committed. The arrest warrant was issued for Mohammad Deif despite a
widespread belief that he was killed in an airstrike in July, something the ICC has not been able to
verify (Bennett 2024).

This use of loaded language throughout the article sets an aggressive and hostile tone
directed primarily at the ICC. The author’s use of the evaluative phrase “Death Knell” (1.11) which
suggests that this decision will be a fatal act for the court’s existence strengthens the biased
narrative found throughout the article. Furthermore, accusations are made to imply that the ICC is
in fact “working in service of terrorist entities” (1.19). Framing the ICC as complicit with terrorism
attempts to encourage the reader to feel distrust and outrage that a body of international law can
sink to such depths. By this point, the reader has been exposed to a narrative framed in such a one-
sided way that it is not possible to draw any objective conclusions from the article’s content, only
subjective ones. Israel acting as an active agent is framed as the humanitarian power, with claims
that they have facilitated “large swathes” (1.25) of humanitarian aid into Gaza. This is followed by
claims that the IDF routinely acts to “minimise civilian harm” (1.26) distancing the military
organisation from the unprecedented deaths they have caused in the Gaza strip. This framing is
used to persuade the reader that Israel is being responsible in their obligations, attempting to
suggest the notion that the allegations of war crimes are baseless.

Lastly, little is done to give context to Israel’s actions that have led to the arrest warrants,
in contrast to that of Hamas’s actions. Framing the narrative in this way weakens the reader’s
understanding of the complex situation and the truth about Israel’s actions. The author uses the
evaluative adjective “gratuitous” (1.10) to strip away any possible justification for the attack on
Israel carried out by Hamas on 7 October 2023, framing it as a “rampage of murder, torture,
kidnapping and rape” (1.10). Whilst these claims may be true, objectively, without historic context

on the complex conflict, one cannot justify Israel’s actions in direct contrast to those of Hamas.
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4.5 Discursive Practice in The Telegraph Article

When a newspaper releases an article, its content will be in line with that publisher’s ideological
and political stance, as is the case with this article from The Telegraph being analysed. The
Telegraph is a well-established newspaper that has operated in the U.K. since 1855, and its
reporting is often aligned with conservative values. These choices reflect the author’s attempt to
shape the reader’s perception of the International Criminal Court (ICC), and the actions of Israel
and Hamas. The fact that the author is the Israeli ambassador to the U.K. shows that The Telegraph
has clear bias in their coverage of this story, in line with their conservative values. The Israeli
ambassador, Tzipi Hotovely, not only has personal ties to Israel but also a political obligation to
conduct herself in accordance with her position. This is clearly indicated in the article. Ordinary
journalistic standards are not upheld, as the partialities and excessive use of loaded language stir
emotions of victimhood towards Israel and mistrust and contempt for the ICC and Hamas.

The article uses selected reactions from Hamas, the Iranian Revolutionary Guard Corps,
and the U.S. to advance its critique. Hamas’s statement calling the ICC’s decisions an “important
step on the path to justice” (1.1) is quoted not to give a balanced view, but rather to emphasise the
problematic support the ICC received from the terrorist organisation and undemocratic regimes.
Additionally, whereas the U.S.’s rejection of the decision is framed as a sign of moral clarity and
alignment with Israel’s democratic right to defend itself, the Iranian Revolutionary Guard Corps
reaction to the arrest warrants is deliberately presented as “a great victory” (1.13), reinforcing the
perception of global forces trying to undermine Israel’s security. The choice of language in the
headline calling the ICC “farcical” (1.21) suggests absurdity and triviality, indicating that the
court’s actions are not just wrong but laughable, highlighting the perceived incompetence or bias
of the ICC, which is subsequently portrayed throughout the article.

The Telegraph has one of the largest circulations of newspapers in the U.K. and already in
2013 had an online readership with over 8 million online users per month (The Telegraph 2013).
It attracts a readership largely aligned with conservative values and as such has a critical stance
towards international institutions who are perceived to be undermining the sovereignty of
democratic nations. While there may also be some diversity among its readers, according to You
Gov, 64% of its readers are male, 49% of its readers associate themselves with the conservative
party, and 22% have an income twice the median (Woods 2023). In addition, an advertisement

publication by The Telegraph reported that the newspaper’s readers have, on average, more than
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£109,000 in savings and investments (7The Telegraph 2013). This indicates the baseline
demographic the newspaper aims to appeal to. The tone of the article is suited to readers who are
sympathetic towards Israel, as it presents Israel as a victim of international actions, casting the
ICC’s decision as a direct attack on the rights of democratic nations to defend themselves. Being
a newspaper with a large online audience, this article can be read by people all over the world, and
again, since it is written by the Israeli ambassador to the U.K. it will be seen by many as a legitimate
account of the official position regarding the ICC and its decision.

Readers of any text react differently depending on how they interpret and internalise its
message. In this article, many aspects promote the sovereignty of Israel and defend its actions in
Gaza. This is achieved through the contextual framing, emotional appeal, and ideological
positioning. Those who side with Israel’s cause will be further persuaded by the publication’s use
of emotional appeal and the notion of unjustified victimisation of Israel. The headline is crafted in
a way to evoke emotions, provoke curiosity, and shape how the rest of the article is read.

The article assumes that the reader has prior knowledge as well as support for Israel’s
position in the situation unfolding in the region and that the readers already question the legitimacy
of the ICC and thus builds upon this doubt by presenting the decision as absurd and politically
motivated, stating, “There seems to be one process for Israel and another process for the rest of
the world” (1.45). Opposition to Israel could, however, point out the fact that Vladimir Putin was,
in March 2023, also issued an arrest warrant for war crimes committed in Ukraine (ICC 2023).
This shows quite clear and consistent action by the court. Another possible interpretation might
come from someone with conflicting views to those that the article is representing. Those who
view Israel as in breach of international law, and thus worthy of the issuance of arrest warrants for
top officials, will have their own convictions confirmed by the bias and exaggerated use of
emotionally charged language in the article which could be seem as both unprofessional and
unwarranted. The language may be seen as a diversionary tactic and a desperate effort to rally
support against the growing discourse on Israel's alleged violations of the rules of war. The way
people consume the news affects the attitudes that people have towards a certain subject and can
create divisions between pro-Palestinian advocates and pro-Israel advocates. Nevertheless, an
article that does not represent both sides of a story does little else than fuel one side of the
argument, which ultimately leads to greater difficulty in uncovering the truth and a solution.

In summary, this article is produced to shape the discourse around the ICC and its
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decisions, positioning the court as illegitimate and politically biased. Through its language,
sources, and framing, the article aims to discredit international legal processes and promote support
for Israel’s stance. This not only challenges the ICC’s legitimacy, but it also presents a simplified
and morally polarized view of the Israel-Palestine conflict, designed to appeal to its conservative

readers.

4.6 Social Practice in The Telegraph Article
The article presents clear criticism of the social structures within international governance,
particularly focusing on the tension between national sovereignty and international legal systems.
At the core of this argument is an assertion that Israel, as a democratic state with a robust legal
system, should not be subject to the jurisdiction of the International Criminal Court (ICC). The
article frames Israel as a nation-state with an inherent right to defend itself from terrorism,
emphasizing the legitimacy of its actions within its national legal framework. The social structure
of international law, as represented by the ICC, is criticized for undermining Israel’s sovereignty
and for overstepping its bounds by issuing arrest warrants for its democratically elected political
leaders. The article further criticises the ICC’s structure, describing it as an institution that
functions outside the principles it was intended to uphold, particularly the idea that it should act
only when “national courts are unwilling or unable to prosecute” (1.34). In the case of Israel, which
is portrayed as having a functional and independent judiciary, the argument suggests that the ICC's
intervention is both unnecessary and politically motivated, pointing to a mismatch between the
court’s purpose and its actions.

The importance of alliances in international politics is highlighted with reference to the
“U.S. and other allied countries that have rejected the farcical decision” (1.21). The article presents
this as a reinforcement of Israel’s position within the global political order, framing the U.S. as a
key actor who aligns with Israel’s interests despite mounting international pressure for Israel to
abandon its war on humanitarian grounds.

While the article focuses on the conflict between Isracl and Hamas, it frames Israel as the
primary defender of stability and democratic values in the region. The broader geopolitical
environment is discussed, framing Hamas, Hezbollah, and the “Iranian axis of evil” (1.15) regional

actors whose goal is the “undermining of peace, security, and stability” (1.20) in the region. This
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again reinforces the narrative that Israel’s goals are justifiable and necessary for the future of the
region.

Competing representations of ideology are evident in the article, creating clear divides in
what is perceived as right or wrong. Israel is presented as having strong belief in the importance
of national sovereignty, especially for democracies, and for having the moral right to defend itself.
By aligning themselves with the U.S., Israel seeks to align its ideological positioning with that of
Joe Biden, the so-called ‘leader of the free world’. While there is little doubt about the influence
the United States has on world affairs with its vast array of military bases, strong economy, and its
numerous allies and potential partners around the world (Burns 2019), Israel’s actions can be
interpreted to be coherent with the U.S.’s ideology of upholding democratic values and national
security in response to attacks on their nations, just as the U.S. carried out its attack on Afghanistan
and Iraq after the 9/11 attacks. These factors strengthen the ideological thinking of people in
support of Israel, further giving justification to Israel’s campaign. This is in sharp contrast to
Hamas, framed as being a part of a larger axis of evil and holding malevolent ideologies based on
murder, rape, and torture. However, no mention is given to the suffering, killing, imprisonment
and apartheid style rule over Palestinians in Gaza that Israel has carried out in recent decades. This
leaves the readers with limited understanding to the source of the ideologies formed by Hamas
over the years.

The article repeatedly invokes the idea of self-defence, portraying Israel’s military
operations as a necessary response to the ongoing threat posed by Hamas. The notion of a double
standard in international justice is a key ideological critique, with the article accusing the ICC of
unfairly targeting Israel while allowing other nations and groups, like Hamas and Hezbollah, to
act without the same scrutiny. This ideological positioning is crucial in constructing the narrative
that Israel, as a democratic state, should be exempt from international legal processes that are
perceived as biased or politically driven. The reader is therefore persuaded to believe that there is
a clear divide between the morality of Israel’s actions and those of Hamas. The article further taints
Hamas’s ideological framework by stating the terrorist group uses “its own population as human
shields” (1.29) and that it has turned “civilian areas like hospitals, schools, and mosques into
terrorist infrastructure” (1.29). This attempts to exemplify the evil that is grounded in Hamas’s
ideology to persuade the reader that there are no similarities between Israel and Hamas. This also

acts as a justification of the extensive destruction of civilian infrastructure in the Gaza strip, which
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is part of the conflict’s broader context.

The article criticizes the ICC’s legitimacy by asserting that the court has “found common
cause with a terrorist organisation that just over a year ago perpetrated the deadliest attack on
Jewish people since the Holocaust” (1.8). The reference to the Holocaust is a powerful rhetorical
device, invoking historical memory to frame the issue not just as a legal matter but as a defence of
Israel’s unique role in protecting Jewish people from existential threats. This ideological framing
appeals to readers who view the ICC’s actions as part of a broader history of Jewish victimization.

Religion plays a significant role in shaping the way readers interpret the article. Israel, a
predominantly Jewish state, is surrounded by Arabic-speaking, mostly Islamic countries. Media
portrayals of these two religions have been starkly different. Judaism, historically subjected to
brutal discrimination, especially by the Nazi regime, is contrasted with Islam, which has often been
associated in the media with terrorism due to the affiliation of extremist groups. This religious
context helps frame the conflict as not only political but also a clash of ideologies.

Finally, the article highlights the power relations that shape the discourse surrounding
Israel’s relationship with the ICC, as well as the broader geopolitical context. A key power
dynamic is the alignment between Israel and its powerful allies, particularly the U.S. By framing
the U.S. rejection of the ICC’s ruling as a significant act of support for Israel, the article emphasizes
the diplomatic power that comes from such alliances. This positioning creates a stark contrast
between Israel, supported by global superpowers, and the ICC, which is portrayed as lacking the
same influence and legitimacy. The article highlights the power imbalance between Israel and
groups like Hamas, portraying Hamas as a destabilizing force in the region, while Israel is depicted
as a protector of order and security. This contrast of Israel as the democratic, law-abiding state
versus Hamas’s violent, lawless actions, reinforces the existing power dynamics in the conflict and
positions the ICC’s actions as part of a broader struggle for legitimacy and global authority.
Ultimately, the article promotes the view that global institutions like the ICC are less influential

than the interests of sovereign states, especially those with strong international support.

S. Discussion
This section compares the analysis of the articles from The Guardian and The Telegraph,
highlighting their similarities and differences, particularly in how they use language to persuade

readers. The analysis explored their use of emotive and evaluative adjective, passive and active
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sentence structures, and framing of context, highlighting how these choices align with the broader
ideological and social perspectives of their respective editorial viewpoints. The ICC is central to
both articles, serving as the entity responsible for issuing arrest warrants.

Both articles discuss the ICC’s arrest warrants for Israeli officials and a Hamas leader, but
their framing and language differ significantly. The Guardian adopts a neutral tone, presenting the
ICC’s decision with a focus on its legal and humanitarian implications, emphasizing international
law and the challenges related to the ICC’s jurisdiction over Israel. In contrast, The Telegraph
frames the ICC’s actions as a challenge to Israel’s right to defend itself, questioning the court's
legitimacy and calling for all countries to reject its decision. This approach seeks to provoke
emotions of injustice, appealing to readers who support radical actions to uphold justice.

The framing of the two articles shows a clear contrast in the agent-patient relationships.
The Guardian presents the ICC and international community as active forces, while Israel and
Hamas are depicted passively, using neutral terms like “alleged Gaza war crimes” and
“international law”. This portrayal suggests that the ICC is a legitimate institution despite political
controversy. In contrast, The Telegraph emphasizes Israel's agency, framing it as a defender of its
interests with phrases like “Israel operates under international law” and “The IDF minimizes
civilian harm.” The article casts the ICC's actions as “farcical” and “absurd,” positioning Israel as
resisting an overreaching international body. To summarise, the framing of the ICC from each
article plays a key role in shaping the reader’s perception of justice in this situation. The Telegraph
adopts a more confrontational and nationalistic stance, framing the ICC as a threat to Israel’s
security and sovereignty, whereas The Guardian maintains a more restrained and neutral tone
throughout, reflecting its approach to the issue from a legal and humanitarian standpoint. Table 2
shows a clear distinction in the framing of the article over different attributes. From this we can

gain a broader understanding of how the two articles persuade public opinion in contrasting ways.
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Table 2. Framing of the ICC from each article based on key attributes.

adherence to international law

Attribute The Guardian’s Framing The Telegraph’s Framing
Legitimacy Positive: ICC is portrayed as a | Negative: ICC is framed as an
legitimate institution seeking | illegitimate = body  politically
justice motivated
. Supports ICC’s impartiality and | Criticizes ICC for bias and double
Fairness

standards

Political Bias

No mention of bias, focuses on
legal perspective

Strongly criticizes ICC for being
a political tool aligned with
terrorist groups

and necessary

Jurisdiction ICC’s jurisdiction over | ICC’s jurisdiction is questioned,
Palestinian territories is affirmed | especially in regard to Israel
Moral Authority ICC is portrayed as morally right | ICC is seen as a tool for injustice,

with serious flaws in process

Both articles use emotive language to shape readers’ perceptions of the ICC's actions. The
Guardian emphasizes the gravity of the ICC’s decision with terms like “momentous,”
“outrageous,” and “war crimes.”. The article downplays the suffering of Palestinian civilians,
focusing instead on the legal implications and the controversy surrounding the ICC’s jurisdiction
over Israel. This framing limits the scope of the moral discussion, creating a dichotomy between
those who support the court’s actions and those who see them as unjust. The Telegraph, on the
other hand, uses more charged language to discredit the ICC, calling its actions “farcical” and an
“astonishing new low.” Terms like “double standards” and “working in service of terrorist entities”
frame the ICC as politically motivated and biased. The article presents the U.S. rejection of the
ICC’s decision as morally right and frames the arrest warrants as politically aligned with Hamas’s
interests. Netanyahu and Gallant are depicted as victims of an unjust system, while Israel’s military
actions are portrayed as humane, downplaying the severity of the charges. This emotional appeal,
combined with its bias, reinforces pre-existing views rather than fostering critical engagement with
the complexities of the issue, potentially manipulating readers’ opinions.

When we consider the broader influence that newspapers have on their readership who in
turn shape society with the opinions, they gain from reading certain articles, it is clear to see the
divide that exists in the United Kingdom and the world. There are two distinct camps of pro-
Palestine and pro-Israel. The two articles from The Guardian and The Telegraph offer contrasting

views on the ongoing Gaza conflict and the role of the International Criminal Court (ICC) in
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relation to Israel, reflecting different social practices and ideological stances that shape the
narrative and influence public perception.

The Guardian and The Telegraph present starkly contrasting perspectives on Israel’s
actions and the ICC’s jurisdiction. In The Guardian, the focus is on the tension between
international law and national sovereignty, critiquing Israel’s stance through a human rights lens.
It positions the ICC as a vital institution for combating impunity, particularly regarding alleged
war crimes in Gaza, and emphasizes the protection of Palestinian rights and the enforcement of
international law. Netanyahu’s dismissal of ICC charges as “antisemitic” taps into broader debates
about sovereignty, nationalism, and moral legitimacy, appealing to an audience concerned with
international justice. On the other hand, The Telegraph takes a nationalistic, pro-Israel stance,
asserting I[srael's right to self-defence and exemption from ICC jurisdiction. This perspective aligns
with Western, especially U.S., values of sovereignty and security, presenting Israel as a defender
of democratic principles. The article further invokes the Holocaust, connecting Israel’s right to
defend itself to the broader narrative of Jewish survival, appealing to those who prioritize security
and national sovereignty, and portraying Israel’s actions as a legitimate defence against terrorism.
These contrasting positions highlight differing ideological views on international law, national
sovereignty, and the role of the ICC in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.

These contrasting social practices reflect broader ideological battles between justice,
human rights, and national sovereignty. By presenting these differing viewpoints, the articles invite
readers to align themselves with one of these perspectives, potentially influencing their views on
international law, sovereignty, and the Gaza conflict. The impact on society could be significant,
as these articles not only shape public opinion about the role of the ICC but also contribute to the
broader geopolitical discourse on the relationship between national sovereignty and international
legal frameworks.

However, this study is not without its limitations. The analysis was restricted to two articles
from two publications, which limits the depth of the findings. Analysing two articles with different
styles presents several limitations. Differences in tone, depth, and reader expectations may lead to
an uneven analysis, with one article offering more content for examination than the other.
Additionally, the distinct styles may emphasize different aspects of the same topic, complicating
efforts to draw balanced conclusions. These limitations can result in findings that are less

representative of broader trends or editorial practices. Additional articles from a broader range of
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media outlets would provide a more comprehensive view of how language and framing are used
in the media. Moreover, while Fairclough’s (2010) CDA model provides valuable insights, it
focuses heavily on textual and structural aspects of discourse and may overlook other influential
factors such as visual media or multimedia formats. Finally, the study focused on English-language
publications, which may not fully capture how non-Western media frames similar events. To
address these limitations, it is important to acknowledge these restraints where possible and in

future supplement this analysis with additional articles or research for broader context.

6. Conclusion

In conclusion, this essay set out to analyse how language is employed to persuade readers in the
context of news coverage surrounding the Israel Palestine conflict, specifically focusing on the
ICC’ issuance of arrest warrants. To achieve this, I utilized Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA),
applying Fairclough’s (2010) Three-Dimensional Model to articles from 7The Guardian and The
Telegraph. This method involved detailed text analysis to identify linguistic strategies, discursive
practices, and social contexts influencing the presentation of events.

The findings revealed that The Guardian and The Telegraph frame the ICC and its actions
in contrasting ways, reflecting their ideological leanings. The Guardian portrayed the ICC as a
legitimate institution upholding international law, using neutral language, while The Telegraph
framed the ICC as a politically biased entity undermining Israel’s sovereignty, employing emotive
and provocative language. These differences align with trends identified in previous research,
which highlight how media outlets often reflect geopolitical biases and national loyalties, shaping
narrative to reinforce dominant ideologies or political alliances.

Ultimately, this analysis demonstrates the power of language in constructing and
influencing public discourse. It underscores the importance of critical media literacy, especially
when engaging with coverage of complex and sensitive topics. The findings contribute to a deeper
understanding of how news media can shape societal views on justice, law, and international
conflict, while also reinforcing the necessity of balanced and nuanced reporting to foster informed

public debates.
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Appendix 1. The Guardian Article

ICC issues arrest warrant for Benjamin Netanyahu for alleged Gaza war crimes

Joe Biden describes as ‘outrageous’ the warrants for Israeli PM and former defence minister, which

put them at risk of detention if they go to some other countries.
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The international criminal court has issued arrest warrants for the Israeli prime minister, Benjamin
Netanyahu, the country’s former defence minister Yoav Gallant and the Hamas military leader
Mohammed Deif for alleged war crimes relating to the Gaza war.

It is the first time that leaders of a democracy and western-aligned state have been charged
by the court, in the most momentous decision of its 22-year history.

Netanyahu and Gallant are at risk of arrest if they travel to any of the 124 countries that
signed the Rome statute establishing the court. Israel claims to have killed Deif in an airstrike in
July, but the court’s pre-trial chamber said it would “continue to gather information” to confirm
his death.

The chamber ruled there were reasonable grounds to believe Netanyahu and Gallant bore
criminal responsibility as co-perpetrators for “the war crime of starvation as a method of warfare;
and the crimes against humanity of murder, persecution, and other inhumane acts”.

The three-judge panel also said it had found reasonable grounds to believe Deif was
responsible for crimes against humanity and war crimes including murder, torture, rape and
hostage taking relating to the Hamas attack on Israel on 7 October 2023 in which fighters killed
more than 1,200 people, mostly Israeli civilians, and kidnapped 250.

The US criticised the move, with Joe Biden describing the warrants in a statement on
Thursday night as “outrageous”.

“Let me be clear once again: whatever the ICC might imply, there is no equivalence — none
— between Israel and Hamas. We will always stand with Israel against threats to its security.”

Netanyahu’s office denounced the chamber’s decision as “antisemitic”.

“Israel utterly rejects the false and absurd charges of the international criminal court, a
biased and discriminatory political body,” the office said in a statement, adding that “no war is
more just than the war Israel has been waging in Gaza”.

The statement pointed to an investigation into accusations of sexual misconduct against the
ICC prosecutor Karim Khan who sought the charges against the three men in May. Khan, 54, has
denied the allegations and said he will cooperate with the investigation.

Netanyahu said in a video statement: “No outrageous anti-Israel decision will prevent us —

and it will not prevent me — from continuing to defend our country in every way. We will not yield
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to pressure.”

The US national security council issued a statement “fundamentally” rejecting the court’s
decision. “We remain deeply concerned by the prosecutor’s rush to seek arrest warrants and the
troubling process errors that led to this decision,” the statement said, without any detail of the
alleged errors.

“The United States has been clear that the ICC does not have jurisdiction over this matter.

In coordination with partners, including Israel, we are discussing next steps.”

The US has previously welcomed ICC war crimes warrants against Vladimir Putin and
other Russian officials for atrocities committed in Ukraine, exposing the Biden administration to
accusations of double standards from many UN members, particularly from the global south.

Netanyahu can expect more resounding support from the incoming Donald Trump
administration. During his first term, in 2020, Trump imposed US sanctions on the ICC, aimed at
court officials and their families. The then secretary of state, Mike Pompeo, made clear the
sanctions were imposed because the ICC had begun investigating the actions of the US and its
allies in Afghanistan, as well as Israeli military operations in the occupied territories.

The UK is expected to agree to the request to arrest Netanyahu if he came to Britain,
although Downing Street refused to directly confirm this, saying only that it would “respect” the
court’s independence. A spokesperson said a UK-based court procedure would be needed to
approve any request.

The panel said the full version of the warrants against Netanyahu and Gallant were secret
“in order to protect witnesses and to safeguard the conduct of the investigations”, but the judges
released much of their reasoning. This focused on the obstruction of the supply of humanitarian
aid into Gaza, which it judged to be deliberate.

“The chamber considered that there are reasonable grounds to believe that both individuals
intentionally and knowingly deprived the civilian population in Gaza of objects indispensable to
their survival, including food, water, and medicine and medical supplies, as well as fuel and
electricity,” the written ruling said.

The warrants were broadly welcomed by human rights groups. Balkees Jarrah, an associate
international justice director at Human Rights Watch, said they would “break through the
perception” that certain individuals were beyond the reach of the law.

“Whether the ICC can effectively deliver on its mandate will depend on governments’
willingness to support justice no matter where abuses are committed and by whom,” Jarrah said.
“These warrants should finally push the international community to address atrocities and secure

justice for all victims in Palestine and Israel.”

31



64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
&3
&4
&5
86
87
88
&9
90
91
92
93

Israel has denied committing war crimes in Gaza and has rejected the jurisdiction of the
court. However, the pretrial chamber noted that Palestine had been recognised as a member of the
court in 2015, so the ICC did not require Israeli approval to investigate crimes on Palestinian
territory.

The chamber also rejected an Israeli appeal for the warrants to be deferred, saying the
Israeli authorities were informed of an earlier ICC investigation in 2021, and at that time, “Israel
elected not to pursue any request for deferral of the investigation”.

An ICC statement said of Deif that “the chamber found reasonable grounds to believe that
Mr Deif ... is responsible for the crimes against humanity of murder, extermination, torture and
rape and other form of sexual violence, as well as the war crimes of murder, cruel treatment,
torture, taking hostages, outrages upon personal dignity, and rape and other forms of sexual
violence”.

Khan had sought warrants for two other senior Hamas figures, Yahya Sinwar and Ismail
Haniyeh, but they were killed in the conflict. Israel’s claim to have killed Deif has been neither
confirmed nor denied by Hamas.

Benny Gantz, a retired general and political rival to Netanyahu, condemned the ICC’s
decision, saying it showed “moral blindness” and was a “shameful stain of historic proportion that
will never be forgotten”. Yair Lapid, another opposition leader, called it a “prize for terror”.

The warrants have been issued at a sensitive moment for Khan, in the face of an
investigation of claims of sexual misconduct. The inquiry will examine the allegations against the
prosecutor, which, the Guardian reported last month, include claims of unwanted sexual touching
and “abuse” over an extended period, as well as coercive behaviour and abuse of authority. The
alleged victim, an ICC lawyer in her 30s, has previously declined to comment.

The arrest warrants could increase the external pressure on Netanyahu’s government as the
US seeks to broker a ceasefire between Israel and Hamas, but could well strengthen the prime
minister’s political position in Israel in the short term, as most Israelis reject the ICC’s jurisdiction,
regarding it as interference in their country’s internal affairs.

Biden has said he does not believe Netanyahu is doing enough to secure a ceasefire, after
the Israeli leader vowed not to compromise on Israeli control over strategic territory inside Gaza.

Netanyahu has accused Hamas of failing to negotiate in good faith.
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Appendix 2. The Telegraph Article

The farcical ICC has reached an astonishing new low — all countries must reject it

Netanyahu arrest warrant following prosecutor’s investigation sets ‘worrying precedent’ and

reveals ‘double standards’.
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“This is an important step on the path to justice” — so read the statement of Hamas, following the
announcement of the International Criminal Court (ICC) that it had issued arrest warrants for
Benjamin Netanyahu, the Israeli prime minister, Yoav Gallant, the former Israeli defence minister
and Mohammed Deif, the deceased Hamas terrorist. Quite how the chief prosecutor of the ICC
intends to arrest Deif’s corpse and put it in the stand at The Hague is anyone’s guess. Perhaps the
ICC does have jurisdiction in hell.

We’ve reached an astonishing new low when an international court, which claims to uphold
international law and human rights, has found common cause with a terrorist organisation that just

over a year ago perpetrated the deadliest day for Jewish people since the Holocaust on its

gratuitous rampage of murder, torture, kidnapping and rape.

Make no mistake, this moment has sounded the death knell of the ICC. The court has lost
all legitimacy for its existence and activity. It, therefore, comes as no surprise that Iran’s Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps described the ICC decision as “a welcome move” and a “great victory”

for Hamas and Hezbollah.

As the terror groups and the Iranian axis of evil laud the ICC, we welcome the comments

from our allies in the White House who “fundamentally rejected” the decision and signalled their

“deep concern” at the “troubling process errors that led to this decision”.

In pursuing arrest warrants for the elected leadership of a democratic nation, the ICC has been
unmasked as a political tool, working in service of terrorist entities, whose goals are the
undermining of peace, security, and stability in our region.

We thank the US and other allied countries that have rejected the farcical decision of the
court and call upon other nations to follow suit in rejecting this injustice. The ICC has shown that
every democratic leader, seeking to defend their people, may become a target of the court.

Israel is a state that operates under international law. Israel has, and continues to, facilitate
large swathes of humanitarian aid into Gaza.

The IDF routinely acts in such a way to minimise civilian harm in very difficult conditions
and densely populated areas in which terror groups have embedded themselves. This is precisely
the issue that Israel is fighting against terrorist groups which brazenly and consistently violate

international law by using its own population as human shields and by turning civilian areas like
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hospitals, schools and mosques into terrorist infrastructure.

Quite apart from the absurd and unfounded charges against Israelis, there are also blatant
errors in the legal process of the ICC.

First, the ICC lacks the jurisdiction to issue these warrants. Second, the complementarity
principle in the Court’s rules means that the ICC can only act if national courts are unwilling or

unable to prosecute. The ICC prosecutor cancelled his planned visit to Israel for discussions with

the authorities and issued his warrant application on the same day. This bypasses the requirement
that the ICC acts subsidiary to the Israeli judicial system in this circumstance and undermines the
foundational principle underpinning the functioning of the ICC.
The ICC was established as a last resort court, for circumstances concerning those countries
which do not have robust and independent judiciaries — this is certainly not the case with Israel.
Moreover, while the overarching charge of “war crimes” has been made public, the specific
content of the allegation is secret, meaning that the content cannot be sufficiently scrutinised.
The prosecutor’s investigation has been based on Hamas and UN sources, including from
UN bodies whose employees are directly affiliated with Hamas. A very worrying precedent is
being set here. There seems to be one process for Israel and another process for the rest of the
world. There is a word for such a double standard.
Amid this news, 101 Israeli hostages are still being held in the terror tunnels of Gaza, at
the hands of Hamas. The ICC’s decision serves as yet another setback in our relentless pursuit of

the release and rescue of our 86 men, 13 women and 2 young children who remain there.
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