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The Representation of Gaza War (2021) in the Official Remarks
of Hamas and Israel: A Critical Discourse Analysis Study
Prepared by:
Hamza Khaled Alnwihe
Supervised by:
Dr. Linda Suleiman Al-Abbas
Abstract

This study investigates the representation of Gaza War (2021) in the
official remarks of Hamas and Israel. All official remarks released over the
11-day war are collected and analyzed according to Van Dijk's (2006)
ideological square to explore the discursive strategies that may reveal hidden
ideologies. Two main strategies were utilized in the speeches, namely,
emphasizing our good things and emphasizing their bad things. The collected
examples generated different themes including praising war achievements,
war justifications, threats, future aims, and national glorification. The study
found that each party tended to represent themselves positively and the other
negatively. Israel focused their speeches on war achievements and threats
while Hamas's speeches were more emotional and centered on self-

glorification.

Keywords: Official Remarks, Gaza War (2021), Hamas; Israel, CDA,
Van Dijk.



Xi

aladinly Juilply (ulaad Luacl) @il A (2021) 8 qua dadaat 4y
) Gl

K'Y
s AA ojan
il

badl Glasbe faid .
Laildl)

by Gslead Gyl Glagpaill 8 (2021) 832 com dphaat 3 Auhall oda diad
poall Gig gy 11 copaind A pall Gl spasbeall dan )l lbilal) aaea Jilats aen @iy
Glagdsal) e aiSE 8 l dgladll cladiliud) 8 Ganll (2006) el glid aslsaa)
Culsal) e aSll Laay ¢ oty JS bl 3 Gty Cpfuadlind aladial o5 L 38a)
e Adline maalse lgman o ) ABQY) (o gy MUl Al Calsalls Tl dulas)
sl il cApliia) CalaaY )y cclangilly ccnaldl <) yae s conpall clilanly salay ! s elly
s e U8 DAY e S 4ads Ji6 ) daey Gyl S o ) Al cuala
dadbale S ulas cilillad € ddaal) @langilly syl e Leblad Jiih <5585 cpa
LA aaa e S
Qladdl Julad (Juihud culaa ((2021) 38 qoa oew)l) bl Aabidd) clall)
RE R PR



CHAPTER ONE
Introduction
1.0 Overview
This chapter provides a general background of the study. The statement
of the problem, objectives, research questions, the significance, and

limitations of the study are also outlined.

1.1 Background of the Study

The Palestinian-Israeli conflict is one of the oldest and most significant
national liberation struggles in the Middle East. It has been an international
issue since the establishment of the Zionist Entity in 1948, which was
followed by many wars in different periods of time, the most recent of which
Is Gaza War, which broke out in May 2021. It all started when Palestinians
began protests in East Jerusalem over the decision of evicting six Palestinian
families in Sheikh Jarrah issued by the Supreme Court of Israel. This area is
part of the occupied Palestinian territories but effectively annexed by Israel.
The war lasted over 11 days of intense fighting through which the Israeli
airstrikes and artillery barraged on Gaza killing at least 230 people. In the
other direction, Hamas missiles rained over Israeli towns, sowing fear and

killing at least 12 Israeli settlers (Bilefsky, 2021).

This war on the Gaza Strip, which was known to the Palestinians as the

"Sword of Jerusalem” and to the lIsraelis as the "Guardian of the Walls",



represented an important station in the history of the Palestinian-Israeli
national liberation struggle. During this war, both sides used language as a
weapon by issuing statements aimed at conveying ideas, ideologies and
viewpoints that might influence Palestinian, Israeli, and international public
opinion alike. These statements were issued by the official spokesman for
Hamas (Abu Obeida) and the official spokesman for the Israel Defense
Forces (Avichai Adraee). Hence, this study aims to investigate the official
remarks conveyed during Gaza War (2021) by Hamas and Israel. It also
attempts to shed light on the discursive strategies used to highlight certain
ideas and ideologies of both sides in light of Van Dijk's (2006) socio-

cognitive approach.

1.2 Statement of the Problem

Political discourses are so effective in producing and reproducing
unequal power relations between different groups. They are considered the
primary means of influencing others using rhetoric to persuade and claim
leadership (Klebanov et al. 2008). Political speeches may have different
functions that are reflected in the language used to convey these speeches.
They may convince the receivers to support the speaker’s point of view, or
may cover, transform and deepen a particular concept (Al-Majali, 2015).
During times of war, official spokesmen of the fighting parties try to

construct their speeches in a way that influence social attitudes and beliefs.



This study is an attempt to uncover the hidden ideologies in the statements
delivered by the official spokesman for Hamas (Abu Obeida) and the official
spokesman for the Israel Defense Forces (Avichai Adraee) during the Gaza

War (2021).
1.3 Objectives of the Study

This study aims to achieve the following objectives:

1. Investigate the main themes utilized in the remarks delivered by the
official spokespersons for Hamas (Abu Obeida) and the Israel Defense
Forces (Avichai Adraee) during the Gaza War (2021) to highlight the "us"
vs. "them" dichotomy.

2. Explore the discursive strategies used in constructing "us' and "them" in
the remarks delivered by the official spokespersons for Hamas (Abu Obeida)

and the Israel Defense Forces (Avichai Adraee) during the Gaza War (2021).

1.4 Questions of the Study

To achieve the objectives mentioned, the study attempts to answer the
following questions:
1. What are the main themes utilized in the remarks delivered by the official
spokespersons for Hamas (Abu Obeida) and the Israel Defense Forces
(Avichai Adraee) during the Gaza War (2021) to highlight the "us™ vs.

"them" dichotomy?



2. What are the discursive strategies used in constructing "us' and "them" in
the remarks delivered by the official spokespersons for Hamas (Abu Obeida)

and the Israel Defense Forces (Avichai Adraee) during the Gaza War (2021)?
1.5 Significance of the Study

Despite the myriad of studies that have investigated political speeches
during times of conflicts, there seem to be no studies that investigated the
official remarks delivered by the spokespersons of Hamas and Israel to the
best of the researcher's knowledge. This study aims at contributing to the
body of existing knowledge in the domain of CDA by utilizing Van Dijk's
(2006) model to explore the discursive strategies that reveal some hidden
ideologies presented by Abu Obeida and Avichai Adraee's official remarks
during Gaza War (2021).

1.6 Limitations of the Study

This study is limited to the official remarks delivered by the
spokesperson of Hamas and Israel during the Gaza War (2021). It applies
Van Dijk's CDA framework to uncover their hidden opinions and ideological

polarization.



CHAPTER TWO
Review of Literature
2.0 Introduction
This chapter sheds light on several issues related to the power that
language exercises in society in addition to media discourse. It also sheds
light on Ciritical Discourse Analysis (CDA) and Van Dijk's socio-cognitive
approach. Moreover, the chapter also reviews previous studies on the

representation of previous wars in speeches.

2.1 Review of Theoretical Literature

2.1.1 Language, Power, and Ideology

Fairclough (1989) explains the interrelationship between language and
society, and how hidden power in the mass media such as the radio,
television as well as newspaper influence people's perspectives. He states
that “The idea of 'power behind discourse' is that the whole social order of
discourse is put together and held together as a hidden effect of power”. Van
Dijk (2002) explains that the social structure and discourse structure is a
social cognition that passes through indirect interface. In this case, part of
discourse analysis procedure is to study the power and psychological
development of texting and speech processing as well as its ideology. To
study the ideology behind the language and power, which is as the medium

between the speaker and society (audience/receiver), the analysis of text and



speech should identify the power, dominance, inequality, and bias and
examine how these sources maintained and reproduced within specific
social, political, and historical context. The ideological function of language
Is important as it describes and reflects "social and political situations,” in
addition to acting as the "driving force directed at changing politics and
society" (Wodak, 2001, p. 350). In many cases, ideologies are seen
negatively as patterns of dominating beliefs held by the society's top class.
The bad aspect of ideology is exemplified by Marx's phrase "false
consciousness,"” that refers to a society's incapacity to recognize things as
they truly are. ldeologies are hierarchical concepts and beliefs employed by
dominant sections of society to convince dominated communities of their

status and authority (Eyerman,1980).

Therefore, it can be said that language affects society and politics, and it
IS, in turn, affected by them. Hidden ideologies are extensively embedded in
political texts. Internally constructed ideologies function as externally
projected social practices that are manifested in the way language is being
used. Joseph (2006) claims that the origin of the language itself lies in the
need for political reasoning and education partnership. The knowledge of
language itself has a political dimension at its core which is the subdivisions
of applied linguistics, sociolinguistics, and other disciplines other than

linguistics, Anthropology is used by most theoretical linguists who follow



the politics. In addition, Joseph (2006) argues that language consequently is
not worth further investigation and linguistics is often referred to as the most
controversial field of science. Language itself is a dense phenomenon and it
mostly sets controversial topics which influences a variety of disciplines and

therefore deserves more consideration.

2.1.2 Political Discourse

Van Dijk (1997) identified political speech in such a way that its players
or writers, "politicians," can recognize it. He also stated that the press and
politics are intertwined since the media propagates elite thought and
ideology. Furthermore, media discourse promotes hegemony, oppression,
and elite ideology. It is always in favor of the leading class's and nation's
ideology. The speaker's words generates a discriminating attitude against

those from lower social strata.

The ideological discourse is critical because it serves as a driving force
geared at transforming political and social life in addition to indicating,
describing, and reflecting social and political events (Wodak,2001). As a
result, language has an influence on society and politics, as well as being
influenced by them. When it comes to media speech, it is employed to
provide meaning to organizations and their behavioral patterns (Fairclough,
2009). To that purpose, language representation in the news media constructs

meaning. Because media coverage is such an important source of



information for many people, it influences their beliefs, norms, actions, and
political beliefs. In reality, the quantity of knowledge gathered by the news
far outnumbers the amount of data provided by the media. As a result, the
media does more than merely report and reflect reality. In fact, it creates
reality according to ideological affinities. According to Roy (2007), the
social media serves as vehicles for disseminating information. It guides for
the ideological attitude of the reader. Fairclough (2003) claims that the media
preferentially reflects the universe to us in this sense. As a result, our
understanding of society's peculiarities is largely dependent on the media's
limited mode of depiction. Despite the fact that millions of occurrences occur
every day throughout the world, just a small percentage of them become
apparent as possible news items, and only a small percentage of this

percentage is actually created as news headlines in the media.

Another issue, according to Verba, et al. (1993), is related to the mere
demarcation of the sphere of politics. Evidently, the polity is made up of
more than only formal or professional politics and government. Citizens and
electors, members of pressures and issue organizations, protesters and
dissidents, and others are all involved in political action and the political
process. All of these groups and individuals, and also their establishments,
may participate in the political discourse, and many of them do so actively.

That is, if we recognize such actions by all users in the political process, a



broad definition of politics entails a great expansion of the range of the
phrase political speech. It scarcely needs to be argued that political
discourse is pertinent to the emerging bridge of conversation analysis. In
fact, linguists and speech analysts make up the majority of political
discourse. Nevertheless, when we look about how discourse methodologies
are used or used in discourse analysis, we discover that this is one of the very
few social scientists that hasn't been infected by modern viruses of texts
analysis. Courses on political speech and rhetoric may be found in discourse
analysis, as we will show. Only a few of these techniques have lately shifted

their focus to discourse analysis (Gamson 1992).

2.1.3 Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA)

Fairclough (2001) defines the term "discourse” as a form of social
practice that relates to every kind of spoken and written communication. It
ranges from a personal letter to a newspaper article, or a family talk to a
political speech. Discourse is considered a part of a communicative event
(Van Dijk,1997) in which thoughts and opinions are delivered through the

use of language.

Critical Discourse Analysis is a sort of discourse analysis research that
focuses on how speeches and texts in political and social contexts are used
to perpetrate, reproduce, and oppose societal abuses of power, authority, and

inequality. To comprehend, explain, and eventually defend against social
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inequality, critical discourse analysis may take a firm stance on dissident
study. While Wodak (1999) described the fundamental concepts that CDA
tackles social issues, discursive power structures, and forms culture
ideological activity and society. Finally, discourse is a sort of social activity,

in addition towards the historical relationship between literature and society.

CDA depends on a critical linguistic approach that considers language
use as a complete social process. All social applications are bound to specific
historical circumstances and aim to replicate existing social connections and
serve varied interests. CDA model is based on three interconnected analysis
processes linked to three interconnected discourse aspects. The target of
assessment is the first of these three components (including verbal, verbal or

visual and visual texts). They are:

1. The human beings' methods for producing and receiving the thing
(reading and listening).

2. The cultural contexts in which these processes occur. Each of these
aspects, according to Fairclough, necessitates a particular type of
analysis.

3. The social analysis that includes text assessment (description),
processing analysis (translation), and text analysis (Fairclough, 2001,

p.121-122).
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According to Van Dijk's (2003) approach, critical discourse analysis is
considered one of his fields. His approach concentrates on the fields of text
linguistics, discourse analysis, and Critical Discourse Analysis. Critical
discourse analysis (CDA) is a challenge multidisciplinary study program that
encompasses a wide range of methodologies. Each method is bound with its
own current theories, research methods, and goals. Rhetorical, text
linguistics, sociology, philosophy, social economic, cognitive neuroscience,
literary theory, and psycholinguistics, and also language studies and
semantics, all have origins in Discourse Analysis (Fairclough, 2013). Some
critical discourse analysis researches have been used to criticize society
conflict. Hikmah (2016) asserted that when people were living in the same
society, they share a comparable social interaction experience. Social contact
prompts their practical tasks and emotions. Their actions will differ from one
to another, as well as from one scenario to the next. Conflict may arise as a

result of numerous discrepancies between people in the same region.

2.1.4 Van Dijk's (2006) CDA Model

Van Dijk's method aims to link the micro structure of language to the
macro structure of culture (Van Dijk, 1978). The micro level relates to
language usage, verbal contact, discourse, and communication, whereas
macro level refers to dominance, power, and disparity among the social

groupings (Van Dijk, 2002).
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Van Dijk (2001) suggested four strategies to examine ideological

discourse as follows:

* Emphasize Our good things

* Emphasize Their bad things

*» De-emphasize Our bad things

* De-emphasize Their good things

The micro-strategies are represented in Table (1) (Van Dijk, 2006).

Table 1. List of Van Dijk’s discursive strategies

Actor description Authority Burden

Categorization Comparison Consensus

Counterfactuals Disclaimers Euphemism

Evidentiality Example/ Illustration Generalization

Hyperbole Implication Irony

Lexicalisation Metaphor National Self-Glorification
Negative Other-representation Norm Expression Number Game

Polarization Populism Positive Self-Representation
Presupposition Vagueness Victimization

2.2 Empirical Studies

Investigating political speeches attracted the attention of many scholars

over the years.

Bilal et al. (2012) investigated and explored the linkages between

ideology and language through the study of political chat programs

broadcasted on private TV channels. The study found that some tactics allow

speakers to change realizations of authority and power in intervention
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representations to generate meanings that aren't necessarily obvious to all

viewers.

Similarly, Baidoun (2014) investigated the process of two Israeli and two
Palestinian media outlets covered the increase in violence in Gaza in 2013.
The major goal of this study was to see how ideologies influence media
coverage of the Palestinian- Israeli conflict. The study found that there are

discrepancies between Palestinian and Israeli media reportage.

Likewise, Al-Hag and Al-Sleibi (2015) investigated the key language
tactics used by King Abdullah the Second in his talks. Through applying a
CDA approach, the study found that King Abdullah concentrates on the
usage of the first presenter's pronouns (I, our, and I) to emphasize essential
difficulties and uses tactics such as parallel, tactlessness, euphemism,

disclaimer to achieve his goals.

Hussein (2016) investigated the intended ideology and crucial language
components of Egyptian President Abdel Fattah Sisi's political address
during the New Suez Canal opening event in 2015. CDA was employed as a
conceptual framework to evaluate the speech. The findings of the study
indicated that this discourse had its own distinct traits and that vocabulary
was employed tastefully to achieve the speaker's desired purposes.
Sentences, repetition, collocations, and collocation are all used extensively

in the Egyptian president's speeches to attain various political ideals.
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In the same vein, Amer (2017) conducted a study about the portrayal of
political and social forces in media reportage of Gaza conflict of 2008-2009.
The results revealed that the social orientations of publications, as well as
their liberal and conservative ideological viewpoints, affected news coverage
of the Gaza conflict in 2008—2009. Generally, Israeli government leaders are
the most well-represented actors, whereas Palestinian performers are Hamas
members. This illustration conveys the impression that the battle is being

waged against Hamas.

Hamood (2019) examined US President Donald Trump's political
language from November 2017 about the move of the US Ambassador from
Tel Aviv to Jerusalem. The analytical qualitative approach was used to
investigate the political discussion in order to characterize it and learn
everything there is to understand about it. The outcome demonstrated Donald
Trump's decisions depend on freedom, and how the leader of the free world
was so conflicting in his texts, particularly to the Palestinian side, and also
how his choice reflected his domestic political concerns on a reasoned and

realistic style of governance.

Likewise, Rababah and Hamdan (2019) compared and contrastede the
addresses of Israeli Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu and Palestinian
President Mahmoud Abbas before the UN General Assembly on the Gaza

War (2014). The 'ldeological Rectangle' hypothesis of VVan Dijk is used to
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investigate the group stratification of the 'us' versus ‘them' dichotomy. In
addition, Halliday's objectives of development grammar is used to
investigate how the polarity of "Self" and "Other" is achieved by certain
grammatical transitivity options. The findings revealed that the statements'
depictions of "Self" and "Other" represent two conflicting ideologically-

governed viewpoints on the Gaza war.

Although there is a multitude of studies that investigated political
speeches in general and those related to Gaza wars in particular, no similar
studies have been conducted on the official remarks released in Gaza War
(2022) to the best of the researcher's knowledge. Therefore, this study fills
this gap as it examines the representation of the Gaza War in the official

remarks of Abu Obeida and Adrei.
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CHAPTER THREE
Methodology
3.0 Introduction
This chapter aims to describe the methods of data collection and the
analysis adopted in this study. It explores representation of Gaza War (2021)
in the official remarks. It further explores the methodology used in analyzing

the data and the procedures followed in the analysis.

3.1 Sample of the Study

This study is an interpretive qualitative research. It provides a linguistic
and cognitive investigation of the relevant linguistic features of the official

remarks by Abu Obeida and Avichai Adraee during the Gaza War 2021.

3.1.1 Why Official Remarks in Gaza War (2021)?

Gaza War (2021) is considered one of the most dreadful incidents
occurred that year. During this war, Abu Obeida, the official spokesperson
of Hamas Islamic Movement, and the IDF assigned Avichai Adraee, the
Lieutenant Colonel of the Israel Defense Forces delivered official remarks.
During the eleven days battle, the conflict was transformed from a conflict
between an occupying army and an occupied population to a war between
two nations. As a result, Gaza War (2021) deserves to be studied as an

independent variable in this region.
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3.1.2 Data Collection
The official remarks released during Gaza War 2021 are collected. The
transcripts of the spokesperson are obtained from the following weblinks.

The links below is a video of Abu Obeida’s official remarks:

https://youtu.be/G3ASXFNADWY

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4NHMDAjb3vU

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SpBu3G201agk

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=j 1Yba t6l10Q

The links below is a video of Avichai Adraee official’s remarks:

https://youtu.be/6R6jFbfiUHSs

https://youtu.be/7TYVO-dVKk 4

https://youtu.be/bh6hXBex8Cqg

https://youtube.com/shorts/7IJEAIQN9K4?feature=share

https://youtu.be/GesajYr 5-k

The videos of the official remarks are downloaded from the internet in two

forms: the video and the official remarks transcript.

3.1.2.1 Abu-Obeidah

Abu-Obeidah is the official spokesman of Hamas forces. The warning of
Muhammad Dhaif (Abu Ubaidah), the spokesperson for Hamas' military
wing, the Al-Qassam Brigades, disseminated talk of a "submarine™ built by

Hamas. Abu Ubaidah, who had lost a hand and an arm in previous conflicts


https://youtu.be/6R6jFbfjUHs
https://youtu.be/7TYVO-dVk_4
https://youtu.be/bh6hXBex8Cg
https://youtube.com/shorts/7iJEAiQN9K4?feature=share
https://youtu.be/GesajYr_5-k
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and was blinded in one eye, was portrayed as a powerful superhero who
dictated the path of the conflict and influenced the result of the conflict to
the extent of allowing Israelis to refill their weapons on occasion. The
decision to bomb Dimona, Tel Aviv, Ashdod, Jerusalem, Beersheba, and
beyond is simpler for us than drinkable water," Abu Ubaida declared in one
of his remarks. However, although Hamas' heroic image, and in especially
that of Abu Ubaidah, has attracted to pro-Hamas press and Islamist viewers
in the area, it has worked to strengthen Western support with Israel.
Governments that have previously slammed Israel's bombing of Gaza were
certain this occasion that Israel had the right to defend itself" against Hamas

rockets fired at Israeli citizens (The Arab Weekly 2015-2021).

3.1.2.2 Avichai Adraee

Avichai Adraee is the Lieutenant Colonel of the Israel Defense Forces
(IDF) who delivered Israeli official remarks. The Israeli Defense Forces
(IDF) Spokesman's Unit's Arab Media Section is led by Avichay Adraee. He
was born in Haifa in 1982. He is a Lieutenant Colonel in the Israel Defense
Forces and the director of the IDF Spokesperson's Unit's Arab media branch.
He enjoys enormous exposure in the Arab media as a consequence of his job.
He is famous throughout the Arab world. He is descended from Syrian Jews,
Iragi Jews, and Turkish Jews. His mother's parents emigrated from Irag, his

father's grandmother emigrated from Turkey, and his father's grandfather
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emigrated from Mandatory Palestine. He attended Haifa's Hebrew Reali
Schools. When he joined the IDF, he was assigned to Intelligence Service
Unit 8200. Following Israel's withdrawal from Gaza, he was given his
present post as director of the Arab media section in the IDF Spokesperson's
Agency when he earned the rank of Staff Sergeant at the age of 22. After
that, Avichai Adraee was assigned to an Officer's Training Academy and
elevated to Major. He was elevated to the rank of lieutenant in November
2018. He is been within his present job since 2005, and he is been featured
dozens of times on Arab television networks like Al Jazeera since then.

Adraee is a well-known character in the series (Hebrew Journal 2021).

3.2 Data Analysis

The data are analyzed on the basis of Van Dijk’s (2006) ideological
square, focusing on the two main discursive strategies, namely, "positive
self-representation™ and "negative other representation."” It stresses people's
tendency to present themselves as having positive attitudes while focusing
on the other groups' negative attributes. Polarization is the overall discursive
strategy through which many discursive sub-strategies are realized (Van Dijk
2006). The examples were divided into tables and translated by the

researcher.
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3.3 Procedures

To carry out the following steps, it is required to apply the following

procedures:

|

. Setting up the research questions and objectives of the study.

2. Collecting theoretical and empirical studies that are relevant to the topic.

3. Downloading the videos of the speeches from the Internet as well as their
transcripts.

4. Discussing, and analyzing the selected official remarks that relate to this
study.

5. Stating the conclusion and recommendations for future studies.

6. Indexing references according to APA style.

7. Adding appendix.
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CHAPTER FOUR
Findings and Discussion
4.0 Introduction
This chapter answers the questions of the study which aims to investigate
the "us" and "them™ dichotomy in the remarks delivered by the official
spokespersons for Hamas (Abu Obeida) and the Israel Defense Forces
(Avichai Adraee) during the Gaza War (2021). The following are the study

questions and their results:

1. What are the main themes utilized in the remarks delivered by the
official spokespersons for Hamas (Abu Obeida) and the Israel Defense
Forces (Avichai Adraee) during the Gaza War (2021) to highlight the
"us" vs. "them" dichotomy?

2. What are the discursive strategies used in constructing "us" and "them"
in the remarks delivered by the official spokespersons for Hamas (Abu
Obeida) and the Israel Defense Forces (Avichai Adraee) during the

Gaza War (2021)?

4.1 Avichai Adraee's Official Remarks

The official remarks of the Israeli Defense Forces concerning Gaza War
2021 adopted two general strategies, namely, emphasizing our good things

and their bad things.
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4.1.1 Emphasizing Our Good Things

Israel used to praise itself not only as a strong power in the Middle East
but also as a democratic and modern government. For example, it appears
that it has modern weapons such as the metal dome, accurate rockets, and
modern aero planes. In addition, Israel used to praise its soldiers, claiming
that they cannot be conquered because its soldiers are well trained and armed
with the strongest weapons. In this context, different themes were generated
including war achievements,

- War Achievement

The Israeli Defense Forces used to announce their achievements in the
war against Hamas. Their official remarks claim that they attack Hamas's
locations in Gaza and destroy them. lIsrael always tries to describe its
achievement as a victorious power. Table (2) includes examples that
highlight Israel's achievements.

Table (2). Adraee's positive statements on war achievements

No. Original Statement English Translation

24 J Dla b g el s Gia
i Alane Clilad 5,21 de L

During the last 24 hours, the Israeli
Defense Forces (IDF) performed

e Jlob elea cYlas Jasal

o3 ylusa

1 ) o | field achievements by beating targets
Aa] Latiliul IS aad i) Sl | considered a strategic treasure for
colea Hamas.
1518 dnla)y) WA ¢ Ball s Caagiuds | The Israli Defense Forces (IDF)
L Jiiha) e easlsna (35U (55 targeted terrorist cells who intended
2 to launch missiles at Israel, while

thwarting Hamas' attempts to send
drones.
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No.

Original Statement

English Translation

9 delu (ydally g)¥) Dlad
oo S L) sl # 3l Cargiad
& Al Y1 cladaiall L s 130
. Uadll

During the last 24 hours, the Israeli
Air Force targeted more than 130
targets belonging to terrorist
organizations in the Strip.

A ol caoa all e ST Ly )
Jilie e 33 gl el aan i (Y
Al s oilaaeS caeadiad ) salal)

Anlayy) B s ASpmall 3yl dula )
Leialdl ) A8Dlanll g jiall AS0s d1a sagl)
DY 5 g lad & Cignll Gt ules
A ) Ly Jadl

We have hit more than a thousand
terrorist targets so far in all parts of
Gaza Strip. The leaders' homes were
used as warehouses and terrorist
infrastructure to conduct the battle, to
the offensive terrorist tunnels and the
giant metro network that Hamas built
under the houses in Gaza Strip to
manage the fighting and so on. All
these locations were hit by our forces.

e eltie] ddnl Alglae L) agllé

ibagials o Uniil) Liaginds g yadl Jlaal
13 A dadad e Blae (a5 4N

cuasall clyad

Today, we thwarted an attempt to
carry out an attack across the sea. We
targeted the activists, and we targeted
the vehicle, which is a ship with
diving capabilities.

Here, the Israeli forces intend to show their power and achievement in

this war.

Example (1) includes details on the Israeli achievements. It praises itself

and claims that it has carried out this action. It has the power to defend itself

and destroy its enemy (Hamas forces). At the same time, it describes Hamas

with terrorism. The description of the events in conversation is determined

by the person's idea. Out-group individuals are frequently described

unfavorably, whereas in-group individuals are characterized neutrally or

positively. People prefer to "mitigate unfavorable assessments of individuals




24

of our own group and highlight the imputed bad features of Others,"

according to Van Dijk (2006: 728-740).

In example (2) Israel intends to inform its citizens and the public that it
targets Hamas because it intended to launch missiles at Israel. It has the
power to destroy their missiles. Showing its achievement and power are
considered one of its strategies in fighting the Palestinians in Gaza Strip. The
spokesman of Israeli Defense Forces during Gaza War 2021 announced that
we are the owners of peace, but you (Hamas Forces) are the terrorists. You
always try to attack us by targeting our lands. Thus, we are ready to defend
ourselves. Here, the process of praising 'The Self' is clear. This term
represents Israeli citizens. He means that his citizens are always right. They
are peaceful. They hate terrorism. They have the right to live peacefully.
Unfortunately, Hamas Movement does not look for peace. It represents
terrorism in our country. Here, the above spokesman's statement sends a
message that the Israeli citizens and other international individuals should
understand that Palestinians are not the owners of peace. They are terrorists.
On the other hand, Israeli citizens are peaceful. Israeli soldiers have the right
to attack Gaza Strip as a matter of self-defense. This indicates that the people
who are in Palestine or in other countries might feel pity and sympathy
towards Israeli citizens. They might also support Israel because they,

according to their official remarks, believe that they have the right to defend
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themselves against Hamas missiles and rockets. They also have the right to
live peacefully in their own country (Israel). This is consistent with Van

Dijk's (1997) approach concerning self defense and achievement.

Example (3) states that Israel aims at showing its achievement by using
its power against Gaza soldiers that it could target more than 130 targets that
belong to Palestinians in Gaza Strip all the time. It intends to assure that
Israel is a strongest power, and there is no one who can defeat its power or
stand in front of it military. As a result, Israel wants to express its
achievement by beating Gaza Strip whenever it decides, and this appearance

of Israeli power is consistent with Van Dijk's (2002) concept.

The above-mentioned official remark number (4) indicates that Israeli
forces are able to hit a thousand Palestinian targets in Hamas Strip whenever
it wants. It also indicates that it can hit the leaders of Hamas and other secret
locations even these locations are under the earth. It assures its power and

strength, and this consistent with Van Dijk's (2002) concept.

Example (5) shows the Israeli achievement to Hamas forces and its
citizens besides the other people that its forces have the ability to destroy any
Palestinian target. It denotes to an example that its forces frustrated
Palestinian attempt to carry out an attack at Israel across the sea, and their

forces could destroy their ship. This carrying out this operation indicates
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their power, and this is consistent with Van Dijk's (2002) strategy that

concerns with using the power in order to achieve the intended goals.

- Ongoing Actions

The theme of ongoing actions that have to do with using power against
Palestinians particularly those who are in Gaza Strip plays an important role
in denoting to Israeli existence as a powerful government. It also indicates

to Israeli ability and strength. The following examples show that:

Table (3). Adraee's positive statements on ongoing actions

No. Original Statement English Translation

leae] (Al lalia) Lbal Jealss | \We continue to thwart the surprises
._slea | Prepared by Hamas.

Jealst cilypall 030 4uasi Jualss | We continue to deliver these strikes,

. ] . .| we continue this military operation
s algr 4 )Sual) Alanll i A
[ 54 #2123 | and we continue to protect Israeli

Omlihay) cuadl. | civilians.

2 de b dnlaedl @hlaV) 335 | \We achieve field achievements hour
icl.. | after hour..

Al Sl st 8 i |\ will continue to direct harsh
J PlA Jas LS cilalaiall o3¢d | blows to these organizations, as
5,11 de L 24 happened during the last 24 hours.

Example (6) is just as a caution to Palestinians that the Israelis are always
ready to thwart their attacks even these attacks are carried out secretly or at

night. This message shows the ability of achieving the Israeli goals any time.
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It also shows its ongoing action in the field of being ready against Palestinian

attacks.

In example (7), the spokesman continues talking about showing Israeli
power and strength that Israeli forces are always ready to fight the terrorists
and protect Israeli civilians from their danger. Lexicalization is utilized in

this example represented in the choice of words.

Example (8) is a statement of ongoing military action against
Palestinians of Hamas Movement during Gaza War 2021. Avichai's
statement indicates to Israeli victorious battles during Gaza War. He is proud
of achieving victories all the time. As he claims, achieving victories all the
time is a continuous action that Israelis should be proud of this action. They

need to feel safe during Gaza War.

The spokesman of Israeli Defense Forces continues to feel satisfied and
happy by assuring that their forces always are ready to direct harsh blows to
Palestinian forces in Gaza Strip as shown in example (9). Their enemy
should be punished because they do not give up and stop attacking Israeli
areas with their rockets. It is a matter of using the language of power in order

to feel satisfied that Israeli forces are victorious in their battles.
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- War justifications

Some statements were meant to justify the war against the Palestinians

as demonstrated in Table (4).

Table (4). Adraee's positive statements on war justifications

No. Original Statement English Translation

O b g lall (s Jualsy

by 3 g lsd e cile 4l The IDF continues to launch a series
e ] e 5| of raids on Gaza Strip in response to

agpball Sedie¥) e | he continuous rocket attacks from
olaily ¢ Uasll Jala (g 3yeidl) | iNside the Strip towards Israeli
v ] towns, represented by hundreds of
Sl Al 4ald) way) calald) '

10} b b b S ekets. Most of these rockets were
Gaat Al 4a lall Caldall | confronted by the Iron Dome
. C s e . system.
Laaall 4l 4 [PONEEONN
o Al fasli _| We are the owners of peace, but you
dal oads osulY) (sles) &SI | (Hamas Forces) are the terrorists.

eS:\lc J.o..al'\.'i.uj ("M\'

JS gaaill & g e a3 | \We will continue to confront all
1a (e 2 AulayY) Cileluiey) | t€rTOTISE attacks with an iron hand
11 ] _ .. |until stability and security are
Gy DhEYl salind (Ja | rastored to our citizens and

lialew s Likal sl | SOVETRIGNY.

> ABleny v g B (ias | The IDF will continue its campaigns

12 e 53ells ) salaiud | UNl stability and calm are restored.

In examples (10), the spokesman of IDF claims that Hamas forces
continue attacking Israeli towns with their rockets all the time. Thus, Israeli
forces are forced to launch a series of raids on Gaza Strip as a matter of
reaction. Israel's justifications seem to right for the Israeli civilians, but their

justifications are not right for Arabs and other people who actually know
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Israel and its justifications. The spokesman of Israeli Defense Forces during
Gaza War 2021 announced that we are the owners of peace, but you (Hamas
Forces) are the terrorists. Here, the process of praising "The Self' is clear.
This term represents Israeli citizens. He means that his citizens are always
right. They are peaceful. They hate terrorism. They have the right to live
peacefully. Unfortunately, Hamas Movement does not look for peace. It
represents terrorism in our country. Here, the above spokesman's statement
sends a message that the Israeli citizens and other international individuals
should understand that Palestinians are not the owners of peace. They are
terrorists. On the other hand, Israeli citizens are peaceful. Israeli soldiers
have the right to attack Gaza Strip as a matter of self-defense. This indicates
that the people who are in Palestine or in other countries might feel of pity
and sympathy towards Israeli citizens. They might also support Israel
because they, according to their official remarks, believe that they have the

right to live peacefully in their own country (Israel).

Example (11) seems to be fair for Israeli Defense Forces if you do not
realize the real situation of Gaza War 2021. This situation appears that Israeli
forces have the right to attack Hamas because Hamas forces fired some
rockets at Israeli areas where the innocent Israeli citizens live. Here, the
process of persuading the people in Palestine or in other countries is

important. Israeli attacks at Gaza Strip should be regarded as a process of
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self-defense. This is what Israeli politicians want other individuals to believe.
When you hear that Israel has the right to get its security back, you think that
it has been fired with rockets by Hamas forces all the time. In this case, it
has the right to react violently against Palestinians, because they were

considered terrorists, according to the Israelis' point of view.

In example (12), Israeli spokesman changed the fact of starting the
military strikes. He claims that Hamas forces started their attacks on Israeli
areas, and their attacks at Gaza Strip are regarded as a reaction of these
Palestinian attacks. It means that Hamas forces are responsible for starting
the fight. Actually, Israeli forces started the fight and launched a series of
raids on Gaza Strip. This is a mean of persuasion that is always used by the
spokesman of Israeli forces in order to tell the public that Hamas is
responsible for starting this war, and our turn is to restore stability and
calmness to our country. This is consistent with Van Dijk's (1997) approach

that has to do with using the mean of persuasion.

Glorification

Israel used to glorify itself all the time. It believes that its people are the
chosen people by our God. They have the right to live in peace and live in
Palestine. Israelis also believe that other people are created to serve them.
Nowadays, Israelis glorify themselves as a powerful people. They are the

richest and strongest people. No other armies can defeat them. Their soldiers
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are trained and armed well. Having a look at the following examples is a

good idea to notice Israeli's appearance of glory:

Table (5). Adraee's positive statements on glorification

No. Original Statement English Translation
13 Zpaall Cud 5 A G oS0 Yal | \Welcome to Tel Aviv. The city that
DLy | never sleeps.
14 sl 158 of WlaeY (S0 Y | Our enemies cannot break our will.
o Jia) i The people of Israel are alive.
At dodaald) dall i deall
) uﬂyf T Thank God that Iron Dome is
15 Aalaall ua g slall WIN olaxs | jntercepting most of the hostile
038 dngl 3 sabe (ay ro_ckets, and we are moving forward
) with these strikes.
16 cal 5 4 i o | From the heart of Tel Aviv
17 J9 sl & 5 )aie 023 | \We continue to confront all terrorist
Luaa e Al Y clelsieY) attacks with an iron fist

In example (13), the spokesman of Israel praises the capital of Israel (Tel

Aviv) that it is an active city. It is full of life affairs. It is alive. A man who

lives in this city is surely lucky. Life is there all over the time. You can move

in this city for 24 hours. Here, Avichai Adraee glorifies Tel Aviv as if there

IS no other city that has the same features.

In example (14), the glory relates to Israeli people that they are alive and

deserve to live all the time. Their well can't be broken because their decisions
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are completely wise and strong. Besides, other people are weak, and they can

defeat them at all.

Israel glorifies its weapons and considers the Iron Dome a strongest
unigue weapon that could be depended on during the wars in example (15).
It aims to send a message that you Palestinians have no hope to defeat us.
Israel has the power, but you don't have this power we have. It is better for

you to give up and accept the factual situation.

In example (16), Israel praises and glorifies its capital city Tel Aviv. It
seems as if this city is wonderful and unique when you hear this verse. The
hearer of these words wishes to visit this city as if it represents something

strange you need to discover it as soon as possible.

Example (17) aims at glorifying Israeli power and strength. At the same
time, it is a message to the enemies that their power is the biggest. It also
indicates to their continuous readiness to confront all attacks with an iron

fist.

4.1.2 Emphasizing Their Bad Things

The policy of Israel always tends to emphasize the enemy with bad things
such as the enemy is terrorist. This Israeli policy particularly during the war
with Hamas forces. The in-group-out-group polarization is created by using

the pronouns: 'I', 'we', and 'us’ against 'you', 'he’, and 'him'. This generates a
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picture of people coming together against one person who has different
qualities that prevent him from being a member of the group. This is
consistent with Van Dijk's (2006), who argues that the portrayal of "we"
implies a community's togetherness and solidarity in the face of terrorism

and violence.

- Ongoing actions

During Gaza War 2021, Israeli Defense Forces used to announce its
military operations against Hamas and Islamic Jihad. The Israeli spokesman
always tries hard to describe Palestinians with terrorism and enemies. The

following examples show his description:

Table (6). Adraee's negative statements on ongoing actions

No. Original Statement English Translation

i Saan) Alaall (peltl) agall 3
e gl & Clgy) Sl s

On the eighth day of the military
operation against terrorist dens in
18 Gledally Cbypall 46 Jualss | the Gaza Strip, we continue to strike
. and slap at Hamas and Islamic

AR

19 sl ablaal Jualss [ We continue to hunt starch.

ShuY) g Bl un 3sia . | |
Y e IDF soldiers continue to strike terror

20 | W) sl s sl | dens in the Gaza Strip and deal

Agally ulead sy 53 ¢ Uad | HaMas and Islamic Jihad slap after

X i slap.
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During Gaza War 2021, the spokesman of Israeli forces described Hamas
and Islamic Jihad that they stay in their terrorist dens. They look like cowards
who are afraid of Israeli forces and strikes. This is emphasized in example

(18).

In example (19), Israeli forces are appeared a strong power, and they are

always able to hunt the enemies as the hunter hunts his victims in the jungle.

Example (20) is an indication to Israeli strong power against Hamas and
Islamic Jihad that Israeli soldiers used to strike Palestinians in their terror
dens slap after slap. They do not appreciate Palestinian as a strong power.

They just deliver Israeli strikes.

- War justifications

The following statements clarify Israeli justifications towards its war
against Hamas and Islamic Jihad. These remarks denote that Hamas deserves

to be hit and destroyed because its solders represent terrorism.

Table (7). Adraee's negative statements on war justifications

No. Original Statement English Translation

Ak o8 LihaY) g lhal) Gain Jualyy The IDF continues to launch a

) ) series of raids on the Gaza Strip
Sleltie V) ey e gl e able |, response to the continuous

olaily g Waill Jahy (g 5yaiesall 3434 ,Lall | rOCKet attacks from inside the

21 e e e v e rs ] Strip towards Israeli towns,

1l ey Aliaally Adalu] L represented by hundreds of

Al dashia lgabanal cornan 3 4935 Lall | rockets, most of which were
intercepted by the Iron Dome

system, while a third of them
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No. Original Statement English Translation

Lisniie g Lail) Jals LB L Lot dyason) fell inside the Strip, causing
Injuries to Gazan civilians.
Cmsbal) caiadll Cagiia 8 cililaly

‘;_@\jg\ slad 536 e iludl ¢lxie Y| The blatant aggression from

Sl paa e V) s Lo 2L o1y evidence of the magnitude

g il 8 Ayl bl Was | of the losses incurred by the

22 L ~ | terrorist organizations in the

Lo 1368 4nbh gy 43 3l) Ball) (s Strip and the heavy price they

Sl . Llal e cua | have paid and will pay, as this

is what they have gained for
their people (Baragsh).

Gaza towards Israeli territory is

Examples (21) and (22) denote to Israeli strongest power all the time. It
also indicates that Palestinians have to deliver Israeli strikes because they are
terrorists. These attacks are in respond to the continuous rocket attacks from
inside Gaza Strip towards Israeli towns. Israeli spokesperson tries to
persuade the other people that Hamas and Islamic Jihad are responsible for

this war.

- Threats

Israeli government used to threaten Palestinians all the time particularly
when there is a war between Hamas and Israel. Threat is used as a mean of
imposing Israeli control and ideology all the time. This is consistent with
Van Dijk's (2006) strategy that concerns with using the language of power.
The following examples show Israeli threats against Hamas and Islamic

Jihad's forces:



36



37

Table (8). Adraee's negative statements on threats

No. Original Statement English Translation
3 |2 ClajY) Jady 22Y dlias 3 | No immunity does terrorism against
i) ikl gl | ISTaEN Citizens.
Y 528 (=) s (el (e 8 | A safe place on earth for leaders,
o) aleally Jules sUaia, | @ctivists and Islamic Jihad.
25 ol 1e2dld 2l | You persisted and paid the price.
oy L A ghie Jeat Lulea | HAMas bears the responsibility for
© .. |whatishappening in and stemming
26 Jaatiuss 4t 3tk 838 U8 | o Gaza Strip, and it will bear the
3ol aa ke laie ) cile s | repercussions of its attacks against
, . the sovereignty of Israel and its
blses B Gitizens.

Example (23) is considered a dangerous caution and threat to Hamas
leadership that Israel will not have mercy towards those terrorists who are

against Israeli citizens.

Example (24) is regarded as a threat to those activists and Islamic Jihad's
soldiers that Israeli forces are able to strike them even if they hide themselves

under the earth.

In example (25), Israel threatens Hamas' soldiers that they have persisted
by attacking Israeli civilians, thus Israel threatens them by striking them so

strongly.

In example (26), Israeli spokesman threatens Hamas and all soldiers who
fight with it because there are rockets that stem from Gaza Strip towards

Israeli citizens. Israel uses the mean of stemming threats all the time in order
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to show its ability in the field carrying out its strong strikes towards Gaza

Strip.

4.2 Abu-Obaida’s Official Remarks

However, the content of Abu-Obeidah's official remarks is the opposite
of Israeli ones. During Gaza War 2021, Abu-Obeidah, the spokesman of
Hamas Movement, announced some official remarks talking about this war.
These remarks are in response to Israeli official remarks that justify their
attacks at Gaza Strip. Abu-Obeidah's speeches have to do with some themes
such as the achievement, self-defense, ongoing actions, glory, and other

themes that are clarified as follows:

4.2.1 Emphasizing Our Good Things
Abu-Obeidah's remarks have to do with the following positive remarks

that are necessary to announce in front of his people during Gaza War 2021

- War achievements

Abu-Obeidah included in his remarks some statements that praise their

achievements in the war against Israel as seen in Table (9).
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Table (9). Abu-Obaida’s positive statements on war achievements

No.

Original Statement

English Translation

27

o pSimg Ly S 358l (3518 e a2l
A Gem ligas L) V) 4 Sl caliKaY)
Jsd 3ad ol dlila 4 jla Gy
S0 e dag o) 4K A dalaily

Despite the great difference in the field
of strength between us and you in terms
of military capabilities, we have, with
God’s help, launched massive missile
strikes that countries and regime since
the Nakba have not dared to direct a
tenth of them to you.

28

Sy 2l OV e di) (ppm LSS il
ceaagd) Al (i)

With God's help, we were able to
humiliate the enemy, its fragile entity,
and its barbaric army.

29

Eooba Cllaalll ods & sllaiy 33 (1
3909 oS 250 e S) 5201 250 ke
) Qs <Y1 A Ay

At this moment, the Ayash 250 Rocket is
launched from Gaza, with a range of
more than 250 km, and with the greatest
destructive power, thanks to God.

30

sl PUaY) e land ASyre el
il Loy ol anladl cillag o die
gy g heall jona (A Lagy Guil
s asally . sill Byaday Cilaldn)
) el G A8 5ea Sljlall 230 (52a)
ol 3 lal Al Ylaiul cela
3¢all ha Gl oal hlaiily aBY )y
Lila] s pal dlavinly aogilly pagally
i) 4aall gaaliey el b

Our people’s battle with the hateful
occupation continues since they set their
feet on this land, including Jerusalem has
always been the focus of the conflict. It
Is the icon of the uprisings and the
detonator of revolutions. Today, we are
waging one of these battles, the Battle of
the Sword of Jerusalem, which came as a
continuation of the uprising of our
people in Jerusalem and Al-Agsa
Mosque. Our struggle is for a victory for
the Sheikh Jarrah neighborhood that is
threatened with displacement and
Judaization. It is also in response to the
cries of our people in the squares of the
Holy City.

31

U £ g dxdaing 428 G S ()
O al ) Basas) (Jma D8 (il
Ladlud ¢ il paivig  adY) Jal
Olsis Hlae e L'm\.\.s:!} 55all Wiilga

g laally Lyl Jal (e ¥) 4 o) Aisha
Caleatd il Ll e

Every price we pay now or later is a
redemption for Alagsa and Al-Quds.
There is no meaning for our existence if
we do not fight for Alagsa and Al-Quds.
Our weapons, our keeping up with the
force and our preparation over the course
of many years are only for the sake of
our land. It is the defense of our people.
It is our aim to liberate our holy sites.
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The spokesman of Hamas Movement praises his followers who could
direct rockets and missiles at Israeli forces in example (27). Achieving
certain military goals is something positive to Palestinians in this war.
According to the factual situation between lIsrael and Hamas Movement,
there is no peace between them. There is fight and struggle. Therefore, the
official remarks that are always issued by the two forces represent their aims
and reactions. Israel always uses its power when the situation requires that,

on the other hand, Hamas reacts and uses its power.

In example (28), Hamas intends to tell its people and the other Arabic
individuals that it targets Israel with missiles and rockets. It has the power to
attack the enemy. Showing its achievement and power is considered one of
its strategies in fighting the Israelis in Gaza Strip. The spokesman of Hamas
Forces during Gaza War 2021 announced that we are ready to defend
ourselves. Here, the process of praising "The Self' is required. This term
represents Palestinian citizens. He means that his citizens are always right.
They are peaceful. They hate terrorism. They have the right to live
peacefully. However, Israel does not look for peace. It represents terrorism
in our country. Here, the above spokesman's statement sends a message that
the Israeli citizens and other international individuals should understand that
Palestinians are the owners of peace. They are terrorists. On the other hand,

Israeli citizens are not peaceful. Israeli soldiers haven't the right to attack
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Gaza Strip. This indicates that the people who are in Palestine or in other
countries might feel pity towards Hamas citizens. They might also support
Palestinians because they, according to their official remarks, believe that
they have the right to defend themselves against Israeli missiles and their

rockets.

In example (29), Abu-Obeidah continues mentioning his military
achievement in this war. The process of achievement is important in the field
of wars against his enemy (lIsraeli forces). It has a positive effect towards
Palestinian citizens who feel satisfied because their fighters have Ayash 250
rockets that could be used to destroy Israeli forces. This is considered a big

achievement for them.

Regarding the same theme, Abu-Obeidah's speech is regarded as a
reaction to Israeli official remarks concerning Gaza War 2021 in example
(30). He assures that our forces are always ready to fire rockets at Israeli
forces as a process of defending ourselves. They have started this war, and
we defend ourselves against their tyranny. He adds that we fight them since
the Israeli occupational forces occupied our land. Our battle continues until
we liberate our land including Alagsa Mosque. Abu-Obeidah also assures
that Alagsa is always considered our main battle. We defend this mosque
until you leave our land. He actually uses the strategy of self-defense in order

to send a clear message to his people and the Israeli politicians that Palestine
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and its Alagsa Mosque are our own lands, and we are completely ready to
defend them all the time. This is consistent with VVan Dijk's (1997) approach
concerning the concept of using the power of rhetorical language that

depends on persuasion.

Example (31) is considered a message to Israel that Palestinian lands
should be liberated soon or later. You are occupiers. You do not have the
right to attack our lands. We have the right to defend our lands even we are
killed. We are ready to die for the sake of Alagsa and our holy lands. Thus,
it is noticed that the spokesmen of Hamas uses self-defense strategy as a
mean of persuading his citizens and other people all over the world that we
are right, but the other occupiers are wrong. He persuaded the others that
Israel has not the right to occupy our lands. At the same time, the spokesman
of Hamas Movement uses the same strategy to defend himself and his people
that the Israeli soldiers are terrorists and they occupy our lands. Therefore,

we should defend our lands.

- War justifications

Starting a war without reasons is not reasonable. There should be war
justifications for fighting someone. Some of these justifications are right and
understood by anyone, but others are completely unacceptable. Hamas has
its own war justifications to defend itself against Israeli forces. The following

Abu-Obeidah's official remarks are clarified as follows:
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Table (10). Abu-Obaida’s positive statements on war justifications

No.

Original Statement

English Translation

32
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Onbies clals Ul @il pal
il duadl

Today, we fight against our enemy. It
Is the battle of Jerusalem, the battle
of Jerusalem, the battle of Jerusalem.
This battle is for our people in
Jerusalem, Al-Aqgsa, and as a victory
for the Jarrah neighborhood which is
threatened with displacement and
Judaization. This battle is for the
sake of our people's cries in the
crowded city squares and cities.

33
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Every price we pay and we will pay
are a sacrifice for Al-Agsa and Al-
Quds. There is no meaning for our
existence if we do not mobilize for
Al-Agsa and win for Al-Quds.

34
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dhie) e bay e Uiag w‘ﬁm
cJUary) Leriga s Ll

This missile is now considered a
victory for Al-Agsa and a part of our
response to the assassination of our
leaders and engineers.

In example (32), a justification is given for fighting Israel. It is a response

to the cries of our people in the squares of the Holy City and Israeli attack

on Alagsa Mosque. The above two war justifications are acceptable because

they are completely right. The most citizens of the Middle East area know

this fact. When they hear such these news, they surely believe these news.

In example (33), the spokesman of Hamas Abu-Obeidah announced and

assured that our forces always fire rockets at Israeli forces as a process of

defending ourselves. They have started this war, and we defend ourselves

against their tyranny. He adds that we fight them since the Israeli
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occupational forces occupied our land. Our battle continues until we liberate
our land including Alagsa Mosque. Abu-Obeidah also assures that Alagsa is
always considered our main battle. We defend this mosque until you leave
our land. He actually uses the strategy of self-defense in order to send a clear
message to his people and the Israeli politicians that Palestine and its Alagsa
Mosque are our own lands, and we are completely ready to defend them all

the time.

Example (34) expresses a war justification." Feeling victorious and
proud, Abu-Obeidah announced that our missiles are launched at Israeli
forces in response is a reaction of their attacks on our Alagsa Mosque and
their assassinating our leaders. Here, the spokesman of Hamas mentions the

justifications that motivate his forces to attack Israeli ones.

- Glorification

Singing of glory is something essential for every nation. Hamas and
Islamic Jihad like to glorify themselves in front of their citizen and Israel.
They feel proud of their military actions including their achievements during

Gaza War 2021. The following themes clarify this point:
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Table (11). Abu-Obaida’s positive statements on glorification

No.

Original Statement

English Translation

35
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During the past few days, our
patient people, you have seen some
of what we have prepared and
watched for many years, during
which we did not stop for an hour
in preparing to demolish the
enemy’s fortresses and
strongholds.

36
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The decision to bomb Tel Aviv,
Jerusalem, Dimona, Ashkelon, the
dams, Beersheba, and before and
after our occupied cities is easier
for us than drinking water if our
maximum rights and our dignity
are violated. If it comes to respond
to your aggression and victory for
our people, there are no red lines,
no sacred rules of engagement, and
no complicated accounts.

37
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Have you ever been intimidated by
assassinations? Have you seen a
Palestinian child who is afraid of
your tyranny? And have you ever
stopped our resistance with
aggression, siege or destruction?

38
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We won't stop supporting Alquds
and Alagsa Mosque. We have our
own weapons. So, we surely have
to defend our land and its capital
Alquds. We also respond to the
distress and cries of our oppressed
and oppressed people in Sheikh
Jarrah and other occupied cities
and villages.

39
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We have prepared ourselves well,
thanks to God, for this battle, and
we still have more and more, God
willing. We have also prepared
ourselves to confront difficult
situations if they dare to attack our
people and our sanctities.
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In example (35), Abu-Obeidah addresses his people that they were
prepared themselves with weapons in order to be ready to confront our
enemy (Israeli forces). He is proud of being ready and armed all the time.
His forces feel satisfied that they can fight Israeli forces in any time by saying
that Hamas forces are ready to demolish the Israeli fortresses and strongholds

all the time. This is something glorious for Hamas forces.

In example (36), the spokesman of Hamas indicates to Israelis that his
forces are completely ready to respond to their citizens by fighting you as
soon as you violate our dignity and rights. Here, Abu-Obeidah shows his

glory to his enemy by sending this dangerous caution and threat.

Example (37) shows Hamas' glory by telling the enemy something about
Palestinians who are not afraid of your assassinations, tyranny, or

destruction.

Example (38) as well shows Hamas forces' glory by indicating to their

readiness to defend their holy sanctities and citizens in any time.

Example (39) is a good indication that shows Hamas' glory that they

existed and are ready to confront Israelis all the time.

- Threats

Threats are considered a main characteristic in wars. They are certain

indications or cautions that our power is very strong and we are able to



47

destroy you if you don't do what we order. The following Hamas' remarks

clarify this theme:

Table (12). Abu-Obaida’s positive statements on threats

No. Original Statement English Translation
e byl ) sSi lm ofs | OUT strikes will be present whenever
40 L _ | you return to the aggression or
4 il gl lsandl o | pargist jn it

1 g lall 4l 030 Lile o | We suspended this missile strike in

. . , . .| order to monitor the behavior of the
41 bl s sl sl 850 enemy until two o'clock in the
Axaall a8 e 408l | morning on Friday.

Example (40) is considered a threat that is directed to Israeli forces if
they attack us again. It is usual to threaten the enemy in order to avoid

coming events that may happen.

Example (41) indicates Hamas' strength that it is completely ready to

carry out its threat if the enemy tries to attack us.

- Future aims

Future aims are a positive mean of sending a message to all citizens of
Palestine that we will greet and remember the righteous martyrs of the battles

against our enemy. The following two remarks clarify this theme:
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Table (13). Abu-Obaida’s positive statements on future aims

No. Original Statement English Translation

el G 48 jna olag il 43 | A salute to the righteous martyrs of
o the battle of Saif Alquds and a pledge
42 dualsi o) eed lems LUY | 1o them to continue the path they

53 Al Gyl | started.

dlasnss delu jua jeaill Loy Victory is the patience of an hour,
" 7.7 “land those tyranny individuals will
Oy St gl lsalls Gl | oy their bad fate later.

43

Example (42) shows a future aim that has to do with the process of
respecting those righteous martyrs of the battle of Saif Alquds and a pledge
to them to continue the path they started. It is a matter of evaluating them all

the time.

Example (43) is a future pledge that indicates all Palestinians who were
killed by Israeli forces. They should be respected, and they always remind

us of their good deeds.

4.2.2 Emphasizing Their Bad Things
In Gaza War 2021, Hamas Movement emphasized Israeli bad behaviors

during this war. These bad behaviors relate to the following themes:

- War achievements

The following two official remarks clarify Israeli bad behaviors:
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Table (14). Abu-Obaida’s negative statements on war achievements

No. Original Statement English Translation

AN aaa allall S aals il The whole \_/vorld witnes_sed t_he
, , shame and disgrace of this entity
a4 T8 gl sl Rl Dlalls | yhose leadership boasts of bombing
Al 2 ) \giiad, 40l | residential towers.
cilindl Cualy Jglhl alin, | ISrael boasts of bombing civilian
e facilities and Kkilling children and
45 o budlly JULY) J85 224l | \yomen  as legitimate targets and
Gadie cililadly de g yie wilaals | great achievements.

In example (44), Abu-Obeidah tries to convince other people how Israeli
forces bomb residential towers in Gaza Strip. Their actions are not
considered good achievements, but they are actually shameful and disgraced

of their entity.

Example (45) indicates Israeli destruction towards Palestinian civilians.
These actions are not legitimate targets nor great achievements, but they are
actually bad ones. The aim of saying these remarks is to expose their bad

actions.

- Ongoing actions

Ongoing bad actions that Israeli forces carry out during this war are
really unacceptable. The following two official remarks clarify Israeli bad

actions towards Palestinian civilians and their houses:
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Table (15). Abu-Obaida’s negative statements on ongoing actions

No.

Original Statement

English Translation

46
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The whole world has seen your
disappointment and shame. What an
alleged state that promotes itself as
the number one power in the region,
while pouring all its anger and
missiles of hatred towards safe
apartments, civilian  residential
towers, and public institutions. They
target children, women and civilian
facilities to display the scale of
destruction and firepower.

Example (46) indicates to Israeli ongoing bad actions that are carried by

Israeli forces during Gaza War towards Palestinians who live in their

apartments. Here, the spokesman of Hamas aims at showing all Israeli bad

actions that relate to their destruction to Palestinians and their houses besides

their children.

War justifications

The spokesman of Hamas denotes to Israeli war justifications that are not

completely right. The following official remark clarifies this theme:

Table (16). Abu-Obaida’s negative statements on war justifications

caals Ll 4l e Al
pabanl) lguudy e (5 pue 20 LI

No. Original Statement English Translation
IS AS jall 038 i gaiy Licaa | We fought and waged this battle with

L L _ | honor, will and power, with the

47 b &) Amay )8y 83b)y Bpd | company  of God  Almighty, on

behalf of an entire nation that
witnessed and is witnessing the
march of its Prophet and its great
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sanctification defiled by the oddities
of horizons and the scum of
humanity.

Example (47) indicates to the Jews' bad actions towards Alagsa Mosque

while Israeli forces feel proud of their bad actions.

Threats

Table (17). Abu-Obaida’s negative statements on threats

No.

Original Statement

English Translation

48
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We have prepared for you varieties of
death that will make you curse
yourselves.

49
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The launch of this strike and its
implementation will be determined
by the extent of the enemy’s
commitment to a complete halt to its
aggression until two in the morning,
and the leadership of the occupation
Is facing an important and real test
during these hours, and the decision
to launch this strike will remain on
the table until two in the morning
with the help of God Almighty.

In example (48), Abu-Obeidah's threats are in response to Israeli's threats

that denote to their continuous strikes at Gaza Strip.

Example (49) denotes to Israeli strikes against Palestinians. Israeli forces

used to use threats all the time as a mean of persuading the public that they

are right and defend themselves.



52

- Future aims

This theme assures the future aims of Israeli entity on Palestinian land
that the Jews will be removed one day in the future. The following remark

clarifies that:

Table (18). Abu-Obaida’s negative statements on future aims

No. Original Statement English Translation

o) el pales Uy L oWl | O sons of our people and oh masses
. | of our nation, this weak entity can be
e O (e Sl O I | gefeated,  but will certainly be
50 Y Las iy L ajem o | defeated and  inevitably destroyed
_ e because it is an entity based on fraud,
el dllyy e o 8 OUS a156h00d, injustice and aggression.

Olse s

In example (50), the spokesman of Hamas assures that the Israelis will
be removed and defeated one day. This is an indication that is expected by

the spokesman of Hamas Movement.

4.3 "Us" Vs. "Them" Dichotomy

The pronoun 'they' is used extravagantly by politicians as a sign of
reinforcing the independence of their identities by essentially expressing
who they are not. Intentionally, politicians use the plural pronouns of ‘they'
to deeply root the schism and press on the idea of the identity and the group
membership (Al-Tarawneh 2019). For example, the Israeli spokesperson

Avichai Adraee used the plural pronoun ‘they’ to address Hamas soldiers for
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the sake of appearing the ideology of 'us' versus ‘'them'. Finally, both
candidates were skilled in using the pronoun "they" so as to distance
themselves from their rivals. For instance, Avichai Adraee announced the
following statement in Gaza War (2021): "They (Palestinian soldiers) are
terrorists. They deserve death. They tried hard to harm us. We are always
ready to fight them and destroy them". The Israeli spokesperson's statements
used the pronouns: ‘we' and 'us' in order to indicate the Israeli power and
strength. He intended to show and appear the power of Israeli defense forces.
For instance, "our forces are always ready to fight and strike the enemies™.
They attempted to linguistically modify the pronouns they often used
influence negatively their adversaries and sound more compelling, which
seemed to represent their collective identity, solidarity, and personality. We
are, for example, constantly prepared to battle and kill them." On the other
hand, the Israeli spokesman used the pronoun "they" in order to indicate to

his enemy.

Similarly, Abu-Obeidah, the spokesperson of Hamas forces, used the
pronouns: ‘us' and ‘they'. He used the pronoun ‘we' in order to show Hamas'
strength and power. He also used the pronoun ‘they' in order to indicate to
his enemy. For instance, He announced that "Our people’s battle with the
hateful occupation continues since they set foot on this land, and Jerusalem

has always been the focus of the conflict. It is the icon of the uprisings and
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the detonator of revolutions. Today, we are waging one of these battles, the
Battle of the Sword of Jerusalem. They are our enemies, and they should be
defeated one day." This remark shows the meanings of ‘we’, 'us’, and ‘our".
These pronouns mean that we have the power and the strength to defend our

nation. The pronouns: 'they' and 'them' indicate to the enemies.

The speaker's attempt to classify people into in-group and out-group is
the focus of this method. On the basis of the formation of ‘us’'and 'them,
discursive techniques are implicated in the notions of positive mental and
negative one. The discursive official strategies used by the two spokesmen
of Hamas forces and Israeli Defense Forces can persuade the other
individuals and nations to believe what they intend to say. Their strategies
are used to obtain certain goals such as political support, weapons, positive
point of view, and psychological support. It should be noted that the
discursive construction of the "self" and the "other" is said to become
accentuated in the cases of intense conflicts, or the case of threatening forces,
I.e. when people need to defend themselves by establishing a dichotomy that
affirms who they are and indicates who the others are. Having identified "us"
and "them" in the Palestinian and Israeli official remarks during Gaza War
2021. We turn to study concrete examples of how Van Dijk's (2006)
discursive sub-strategies were utilized in the press coverage. A quick glance

at these expressions. Abu-Obeidah (2021) announced after Israeli attacks on
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Gaza strip that "they (Israelis) are our enemies. They try hard to destroy our
well and trust. We are not as they think. Our people are brave. We struggle
against their forces until the end.” It is clear that the expressions: 'they’,
'their', and 'them'’ refer to the enemies that indicate to something wrong and
negative. They also denote to wrong actions. It means what the Israeli
defense forces carry out is completely illegal and unacceptable. On the other
hand, the expressions: ‘we', and 'our' represent a positive feature. It means

that we have the right to defend ourselves.

However, the Israel spokesman Avichai Adraee announced that "Our
rocket attacks are represented by hundreds of rocket shells. Their rockets
are hidden between their homes. They should be defeated soon. They
deserve our attacks. We have the ability to conquer them all the time". The
discursive sub-strategies that use the pronouns: "We", ‘our"’ and 'us' indicate
to positive signals, while the pronouns: ‘'they’, 'their' and 'them' indicate to
negative signals. Most of these discursive sub-strategies serve the intended

goals.
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CHAPTER FIVE

Conclusion and Recommendations

5.0 Introduction

This chapter summarizes the findings of the study in light of the literature
review. It addresses the findings of each question separately, and provides

the recommendations.

5.1 Conclusion Related to Question Number One

During the Gaza War of 2021, each side of the conflict tried to use all
available tools to strengthen its side, as one of these tools was the use of
language in official speeches to convey certain ideas to the public. The two
spokesmen of Hamas and Israeli Defense Forces used self-defense strategy
as a mean of persuading their citizens and other people all over the world
that they are right, but the other one is wrong. Israeli spokesman accused
Hamas that Palestinians are terrorists and tried hard to prove his saying by
using self-defense strategy and persuasion one. He tried to persuade the
others that Israel has the right to defend itself, while Hamas is the enemy. At
the same time, the spokesman of Hamas Movement used the same strategies
to defend himself and his people that the Israeli soldiers are terrorists and

they occupied their lands. Thus, they should defend themselves.



57

People are classified into categories based on their beliefs and actions.
When individuals are categorized, negative or positive qualities are assigned
to them. These qualities generated different themes within the discourses
under study, the most prominent in Adraee's speeches was war
achievements. Other themes were also highlighted including ongoing

actions, war justifications, glorification and threats.

On the other hand, Abu-Obaida used several themes to convey his ideas
during his speeches, the most prominent of which was self-glorification in
addition to many other themes such as war justifications, war achievements,

threats and future aims.

5.2 Conclusion Related to Question Number Two

The second question was to explore the discursive strategies used in the
remarks delivered by the official spokespersons for Hamas (Abu Obeida)
and the Israel Defense Forces (Avichai Adraee) during the Gaza War (2021).
Many of Van Dijk's discursive strategies were used to analyze the remarks
such as Metaphor, disclaimer, lexicalization and number game. On the basis
of the formation of 'us' and ‘them’, discursive strategies are implicated in the
notions of positive self-presentation and negative other-presentation. The
above discursive strategies that use the pronouns: 'We', ‘our' and 'us' indicate
to positive signals, while the pronouns: 'they', ‘their' and 'them' indicate to

negative signals. Most of these discursive strategies serve the intended goals.



5.3 Recommendations for Future Studies

Language is used for many purposes, including delivering formal
speeches to convey specific ideas and points of view that the speaker
wants to convey.

This study is actually important . Other researchers who are
concerned in writing such these topics can have an idea about the
conflict between Israel and Hamas Forces . Therefore , it recommends
that other studies could be conducted about the same subject that

relates to Gaza War and other wars in the previous dates .

58
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