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Abstract

This study presents a critical discourse analysis
of Islamophobia as discursively constructed and
legitimised in Western media political discourse
during live media interviews, particularly with
reference to the Gaza crisis. It aims to examine
how ideological polarisation discourse is
systematically performed through live media
interaction. Basing on van Dijk’s Ideological
Square approach within the framework of
Critical Discourse Analysis, this study analyses
sixteen live media political interviews with UK
Prime Minister Keir Starmer and Canadian Prime
Minister Justin Trudeau from 2023-2025. A
qualitative approach is adopted to determine the
repeated performance of positive self-
representations, negative other-representations,
attribution  of  responsibility, and moral
justification. The findings indicate that
ideological  polarisation is systematically
embedded in Western media political discourse
to position Western political agents as rational,
humanitarian, peace-seeking, and legitimate,
while representing Muslim agents, more
particularly Hamas, as source of violence,
instability, threat, and illegitimate. This study
argues that such polarisations function to
normalise Islamophobic discourse under the
excuse of security, legality, and humanitarian
concern, thus reinforcing unequal power
relations in Western media political discourse.

Keywords: Islamophobia. Critical Discourse
Analysis.  ldeological ~ Square.  Political
Discourses. Gaza Crisis. Power and Ideology.

Resumo

Este estudo apresenta uma andlise critica do
discurso sobre a islamofobia, tal como ela é
construida e legitimada discursivamente no
discurso politico da midia ocidental durante
entrevistas ao vivo, com especial referéncia a
crise de Gaza. O objetivo é examinar como o
discurso de polarizacdo ideologica €
sistematicamente representada por meio da
interagdo ao vivo na midia. Com base na
abordagem do “Quadrado Ideologico” de van
Dijk, dentro da estrutura da Analise Critica do
Discurso, este estudo analisa dezesseis
entrevistas politicas ao vivo com o primeiro-
ministro do Reino Unido, Keir Starmer, e 0
primeiro-ministro do Canada, Justin Trudeau,
realizadas entre 2023 e 2025. Adota-se uma
abordagem qualitativa para determinar a
repeticdo de auto-representacdes positivas,
representagoes  negativas  do “outro”,
atribuicdo de responsabilidade e justificativa
moral. Os resultados indicam que a polarizacéo
ideoldgica esta sistematicamente incorporada
ao discurso politico da midia ocidental para
posicionar os agentes politicos ocidentais como
racionais, humanitarios, em busca da paz e
legitimos, enquanto representa 0s agentes
mugulmanos, mais especificamente o Hamas,
como fonte de violéncia, instabilidade, ameaca e
ilegitimidade. Este estudo argumenta que tais
polarizagdes funcionam para normalizar o
discurso islamofébico sob o pretexto de
seguranca, legalidade e  preocupagéo
humanitaria, reforcando assim as relagbes de
poder desiguais no discurso politico da midia
ocidental.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Despite the intellectual and cultural development about human rights, and the
advocating of non-discrimination between people based on religion, race or gender,
Muslims still suffer from unfair treatment. This misconception about Islam and Muslims
is known as “Islamophobia”. Thus, Islamophobia refers to irrational and exaggerated fear,
hatred, and prejudice towards Islam and Muslims.

In Western media, political discourse represents a multifaceted social activity,
which plays a crucial role in shaping social opinion and stirring their emotions against
other notion or ideologies (Akinwotu, 2014). Therefore, Islamophobia in Western media
has been widely studied, emphasising its role in shaping public perception (Said, 1997;
Poole, 2002), using language as a reflection to ideologies and stance of policies.

Since the 7th of October 2023, the ongoing conflict in Gaza has drawn the
attention of the international media, as it has extended to many other international axes.
Accordingly, during the (2023-2025) period, Western media plays a crucial role not only
in reporting what is happening, but in framing and shaping the international perception
and public reactions. This makes the media powerful and responsible to construct and
present certain images to the public. However, the manner in which these images are
constructed by the Western media raises significant questions about, bias, objectivity and
stereotypes against Islam and Muslims.

Baker and Ellece (2010, p.26) argued that Critical Discourse Analysis (hence,
CDA) is an interdisciplinary approach which views language as a social practice. It is
interested in how language is used to express the relations between ideologies and power
to maintain or challenge social inequalities. Unlike many other forms of linguistic
analysis, CDA is not only concerned with words and sentences but also examines social
context. It often focuses on public political discourse. So, CDA offers a tough

methodological framework for analysing the complex media narratives (Lee, 2025).

Veredas do Direito, v.23, e237155 — 2026




Sarah Ali Hussain & Tawfeeq Majeed Ahmed

2 ISLAMOPHOBIA

The word "Islamophobia™ consists of two parts; "Islam™ is the name of a major
religion founded in the 7th century, and spread by the Prophet Muhammad, which
linguistically means "submission". While, "phobia" is a Greek word “phobos”, which
means "fear", and commonly used to describe irrational fears or prejudices. Accordingly,
Islamophobia literally is translated to “fear of Islam,” but in modern usage, it more
broadly refers to prejudice, hostility, discrimination, and exclusion against Muslims or
Islam.

Allen (2010) defines Islamophobia as an ideology stating that "Islamophobia is an
ideology, similar in theory, function and purpose to racism and other similar phenomena,
that sustains and perpetuates negatively evaluated meaning about Muslims and Islam in
the contemporary setting in similar ways to those which it has historically adopted, ...that
inform and construct thinking about Muslims and Islam as Other" (p.190). Similarly,
Stolz, (2005) presents the most carefully considered definition of Islamophobia as
rejection of Islam, Muslim groups, and individual Muslims, based on prejudice and
stereotypes. In the same critical line, Said (1997, p.25) in his book Covering Islam, argues
how Western media and experts shape public perception of Islam, based on Western
imperialism and media representation, and not on genuine understanding or engagement
with Islamic cultures. He defines Islamophobia as a Western-made fear and
misunderstanding of Islam, and regards it as a part of a broader pattern, he called
“Orientalism.”*

It is worth noting that this phenomenon rooted with the appearance of Islam, but
it was first used in 1925 by two French authors, Etienne Dinet and Slima Ben Ibrahim, in
their book Accés de Délire Islamophobe (Allen, 2010). Then, Islamophobia has
developed over time particularly due to the effects of the conflicts and how Islam was
shown during major global events, like the Islamic Iranian Revolution, the 9/11 attacks,
and the War on Terror. These moments shaped how the public and media view Islam,

often presenting it as a danger to world safety (Kumar, 2012). Consequently, it gained

1 Orientalism refers to, the way the West has historically misrepresented Eastern cultures to justify control
and dominance. In other words, it refers to the inaccurate representations and perception of the Eastern
world by the Western world.
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wider recognition in the 1990s, especially in sociopolitical discourse, as Western societies
began tackling more publicly with anti-Muslim attitude.

In Western media, Muslims are often portrayed through negative images, linked
to war, poverty, famine, or disaster. As Geisser (2010, p. 31) notes that media tend to
present Islam and Muslims in ways that are incomplete, misleading, or distorted.
Richardson (2004) argued that, this kind of portrayal supports political goals that rely on
having a clear “enemy” to justify certain policies. As a result, this one-sided direction of
global communication, gives Western media the authority to speak even for non-Western

societies and to draw a line between “Us” and “Them” (Morley & Robins, 1997, p. 183).
3 CRITICAL DISCOURSE ANALYSIS

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is a growing field of language research. This
discipline is clearly not a single model, paradigm, or school of thought; rather, it
represents a branch of discourse analysis that combines linguistic analysis, ideological
critique, and socio-cognitive perspectives (Rahimi & Riasati, 2011). van Dijk has a major
contribution on this field believing that CDA enables people to understand and to resist
against social inequality and discrimination (1993, p.249). In line with this view, he
emphasises (1993, p.252) that CDA should examine how language connects with power,
dominance, and social inequality, and also considers the role of the analyst in these
dynamics. Furthermore, van Dijk (1998, p.1) points out that CDA seeks for ways to resist
the control that powerful groups have over others in society. Based on this, van Dijk
(2001, p.353) explains that CDA focuses on important issues like dominance, control,
social class, gender, racism, and discrimination. Accordingly, van Dijk (2001, p.325)
broadens the idea of CDA by describing it as a type of research that goes beyond studying
language. It also looks at how people resist power in social, legal, and political situations,
by adopting an explicit stance.

Experts in CDA have different opinions about its aims. Some of these opinions
are general, that form the shared foundation for all CDA’s methods and approaches, while
others reflect specific aims for each method and approach. This diversity reflects why
CDA is widely recognised as an interdisciplinary field of study. van Dijk (1995, p.18)

emphasises that CDA’s aims to expose the hidden ways that powerful groups use
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language to maintain control, dominance, and inequality. He points out that these groups
often use language to justify and hide their power. Later, van Dijk (1998, p.2) explains
that for CDA to achieve its aims, it must meet certain conditions:
1. It should emphasise the social issues and political subjects, rather than other
issues.
2. It should be multidisciplinary (use ideas from different fields).
3. It should explain how discourse shapes social relations, not just describe them.
4. It should examine how discourse supports or challenges power and control in
society.

In addition, any research that critically examines language and communication is
bound to deal with the ideas of ideology and power. Weiss and Wodak (2003) explain
that these concepts are the foundation of CDA. They shape how CDA explores the ways
language reflects and reinforces social structures. van Dijk (1995, p.21) believes that
ideology is “a specific basic framework of social cognition with specific social structures
and specific social functions”. For him, it is manifested during communication in
language, discourse, and also in nonverbal interaction such as semiotic messages. It is
defined as " a fairly coherent and comprehensive set of ideas that explains and evaluates
social conditions, helps people understand their place in society, and provides a program
for social and political action.” (Ball et al, 2014, pp. 4-5).

On the other hand, power is defined by van Dijk (1992, p.10) as a form of social
control, exercised when stronger groups or institutions, such as governments, media, or
wealthy elites, who have gained their power through resources like force, money,
knowledge, and status, control other groups. It may be limited to certain areas of society
such as politics, media, law, education, or business, creating separate centres of influence
controlled by elite groups. Simpson and Mayr (2009) describe two ways of understanding
power: the “mainstream” and the “secondary-stream.” The mainstream view sees power
in institutions like governments, churches, and corporations, where authority is enforced
through mechanisms like laws and punishment. On the other hand, the second-stream
view, influenced by Gramsci’s (1971) idea of hegemony, focuses on persuasion.
Accordingly, dominant groups shape public beliefs and values so that their worldview
seems natural or common-sense. The current study uses the second-stream perspective to

explore how powerful media outlets represent Islamophobia, aligning with Wodak’s
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(2001a) definition of CDA as a method for uncovering both visible and hidden power
structures in language (p. 2).

Ultimately, it should be pointed out that CDA involves a range of theoretical
approaches and perspectives of various scholars. However, with a specific purpose, the
perspective of van Dijk is chosen in this study. This is because its main concentration is
placed upon the concept of ideological polarisation and power relations. These are highly
relevant aspects concerning the coverage of the Gaza crisis in Western media, since the

conception of Islamophobia and “Us vs. Them” dichotomy definition has a major role.

4 VAN DIJK’S IDEOLOGICAL SQUARE

According to van Dijk (2011, p. 396), a central strategy in analysing ideological
discourse is his ideological square theory. It is considered as a conceptual tool for
investigating racism and prejudice against minorities. It refers to the use of the “Group
Relation” schema, which draws on the description of the constructs of in-groups and out-
groups found in texts and conversations, and which is often expressed through the
pronouns “Us” and “Them.” He describes it as “the polarisation of US and THEM”.
Accordingly, the positive and negative features of in-group (US) and out-group (THEM)
are (de)emphasised. This framework is built around four main components that make up
the conceptual basis of the Ideological Square (van Dijk, 2012, p.34), which are:

e Emphasise our positive things.
e Emphasise their negative things.
e De-emphasise our negative things.

e De-emphasise their positive things.

Emphasize Our good things Emphasize Their bad things

De-emphasize Our bad things De-emphasize Their good things

Therefore, in van Dijk’s framework, ideology is seen as one of the important

framework that appears in many parts of how people use language. He states that it should
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be 'interdisciplinary’, relating discourse, cognition, and society. This emphasis comes
from the fact that social power is a tool which may be used to control thought and
behaviours of the group members (Van Dijk, 2002, pp. 203- 204).

5 PREVIOUS STUDIES

Rezaei, Kobari, and Salami (2019) investigate how Islam is represented in
Western societies by adopting CDA. This study focuses on headlines from The Guardian,
The Independent, and The New York Times published in (2015). It applies Van Dijk’s
ideological square and socio-cognitive approach, with van Leeuwen’s framework. The
findings of this study reveal that Western media frequently represents Islam and Muslims
negatively, while simultaneously positively presenting Western identities. Although, this
study provides insights into the mechanisms of Islamophobia in Western media and
illustrates how discursive practices contribute to biased representations, it is limited to
newspaper only rather than visual media interviews.

On the other hand, Suryandari (2021) examines the negative representation of
Islam and Muslims in Western and international media, focusing on how media framing
represents Muslims as an “alien other” at the global level. The study adopts a qualitative
descriptive approach, basing on existing media reports and previous studies to
demonstrate that media discourse consistently frames Islam and Muslims negatively by
linking them to security threats and terrorism. While, Suryandari’s study provides an
important overview of negative media framing, it remains largely descriptive and focuses
on general media representations rather than the discourse of specific political actors or
concrete media events.

In addition, Bushra, Akber, and Muhammad (2024) highlights media
interpretation of Islam in the West. It examines how Western social media platforms,
especially Facebook, have consistently portrayed Muslims and Islam negatively,
contributing to the rise of Islamophobia globally. The findings of this study indicate that
such representations distort Islam and reinforce prejudiced perspectives, demonstrating
the media’s critical role in influencing public opinion. Although, the study analyses

discussions surrounding Islam, Muslim beliefs, and related topics, showing that Western
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media often emphasises themes such as extremism, jihad, religious attire, and mosques,
its data is limited to written post from only 50 Facebook pages.

Similarly, Irfan and Ageel (2024) present a CDA of Islamophobia in the context
of the Gaza—Israel conflict through a case study of BBC news reporting. The study adopts
Fairclough’s three-dimensions framework to uncover ideological bias in selected BBC
articles. The findings suggest that Islamophobia is reflected through bias, stereotyping,
and marginalisation of Muslims, where Islam is often associated with violence, fear, and
extremism. Despite its contribution to understanding media bias in conflict reporting, the
study is limited to written BBC news respects and does not examine spoken or interactive
media discourse.

Finally, Fatima, Akram, and Mukhtar (2025) present a comparative CDA of the
United Nations General Assembly speeches delivered by Imran Khan and Tayyab
Erdogan, focusing on the discursive construction of Islamophobia and the Palestinian
genocide. This study adopts van Dijk’s Social Schema Theory to examine the ideological
polarisation, group representations, and socio-cognitive processes. The findings reveal
that both leaders rely heavily on binary oppositions, repetition, and rhetorical questions
to construct in-groups (the Muslim world) and out-groups (Western communities), to
reflect their ideological stances and challenging dominant global narratives. While, this
study offers valuable insights into counter-hegemonic political discourse and highlights
how Muslim leaders contest Islamophobia within international diplomatic meetings,
positioning them as representatives of marginalised groups.

Although these studies investigate Islamophobia in Western media, and some
apply van dijk’s Ideological Square to political discourse, limited attention has been given
to the live media interviews with western political leaders. Accordingly, the current study
examined Islamophobia representation in Western media political discourse, by adopting
van Dijk’s Ideological Square within CDA. It focuses on the live media interviews with
the political leaders, particularly in the context of the Gaza crisis after October 2023.

Therefore, this clear gap highlights the need for the current study.
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6 METHODOLOGY

Since the current study deals with media political discourse, particularly
Islamophobia and the Gaza crisis, it adopts a qualitative method as it represents the most
suitable method. This method allows for an in-depth examination of ideological
polarisation, power relation, and social implications embedded in media interviews.

The current study employs van Dijk’s Ideological Square theory within CDA to
uncover polarisation strategies through the ‘“Us vs. Them’’ dichotomy, and examined
how hegemonic ideologies are normalised and legitimised in Western political discourse.
Accordingly, this study focuses on the macro level of analysis, rather than on detailed
grammatical or syntactic features.

The data for this study were carefully chosen to represent different types of media
interactions, particularly televised and street interviews with political leaders, rooted to
the topic. the collecting data consist of 16 interviews, including;

e Official interviews broadcast on credible British and Canadian media sources,
which are known for significant influence and reliability (e.g., LBC, BBC, CBC,

Sky News, CNN, Channel 4, CTV, etc.).

e Spontaneous media interaction, such as doorstep or street interviews fulfilled by
journalists during public events, or press conferences.

¢ In addition to the parliamentary questions that directed to the ministers regarding
the topic of Gaza Crisis during the parliamentary sessions.

These selected interviews are limited with two political leaders: Keir Starmer (UK
Prime Minister) and Justin Trudeau (Canadian Prime Minister), with 8 interviews with
each. These figures are leaders of two major Western democracies, which are progressive
and pro-human rights. Their statements and interviews are often inflated and widely
circulated in Western media. Furthermore, they have strong media that extends beyond
their countries. Additionally, both characters are native English speakers, that
maintaining authenticity and avoiding translation issues. Therefore, studying them
provides insight into how Western governments and their media construct polarisation

with Muslim actors within the context of Gaza crisis.
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7 DATA ANALYSIS

The analysis of the sixteen Western media political interviews can reveal a
consistent ideological pattern constructed through van Dijk’s Ideological Square. The
political interviews with Keir Starmer and Justin Trudeau reveal a systematic polarisation
between an in-group “Us” representing Western countries and their allies, and an out-
group “Them” which represented in direct and indirect ways with Muslim actors,

particularly Hamas, and by extension of the Gaza context.
7.1 Emphasising our positive/ good things

Throughout the analysed interviews, both political leaders repeatedly construct
Western actors as rational, responsible, humanitarian, and peace-oriented. Expressions
like, “l have been leading the charge calling for humanitarian aid to come in,” “We all
have a responsibility to work across different communities,” “We've been absolutely
clear,” “Our constant work with our allies,” “Sanctions we’ve put in,” “Trading talks
have been stood down,” “we, the United Kingdom, in particular, I think, can play a part
in monitoring the ceasefire, but also decommissioning the capability of Hamas and their
weaponry, drawing on our experience in Northern Ireland,” and “I have put our country
forward for ... ensuring that we keep doing what we 're best at, ” are observed in Starmer’s
interviews. These expressions constructed “Us” representing UK and other Western
actors as responsible seeking for humanitarian aid, ceasefire, and moving forward. Such
lexical choices frame Western leadership as morally grounded and actively seeking
stability and resolution.

On the other hand, Trudeau’s uses expressions like, “we need to make sure were
grounded in facts,” “I asked our defence experts... to analyse open source and classified
data,” and “we all agree to live together in respect,” to emphasise positive self-
presentation, depending heavily on the pronouns “I and us”. These expressions
foreground ethical leadership and humanitarian values like, “humanitarian pause,”
“protecting civilian life,” “humanitarian aid,” and “lasting peace,” and frame Canada as

morally committed to civilian protection and international responsibility.
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In addition, this positive self-representation is reinforced through calm posture,
controlled gestures, steady eye contact, and measured intonation, especially when
discussing humanitarian aid or diplomatic engagement. Such personified practices
function ideologically to project authority, credibility, and moral legitimacy,
strengthening the perception of Western leaders as neutral mediators rather than biased
actors.

7.2 Emphasising their negative/ bad things

On the other hand, Muslim actors, primary depicted through Hamas, are
repeatedly associated with expressions of responsibility, violence, terrorism, Killing,
devastation, and instability added to the negative portrayal of Muslim actors as a threat.
These repeated expressions focus on responsibility of Hamas while the historical causes
are backgrounded or entirely omitted. Accordingly, Starmer uses negative expressions
like, “Hamas bears responsibility,” “intolerable,” “hostilities,” “this number of deaths,”
and “these actions undermine the peace process” to draw a contrast line between peaceful
intentions of “Us” and violent acts of “Them”. In some situations, Starmer does not assign
direct blame to specific actors, which helps him to avoid criticisms, while implicitly
reinforcing Islamophobic or anti-Palestinian discourses.

Likewise, Trudeau emphasises the negative traits of the out-group through
repeated lexical choices, like “terrorists,” “brutal,” “horrific,” “indiscriminate killing,”
and “sickening,” constructed Hamas as violent, immoral, and a direct threat to civilians.
His sharp gaze and stressed intonation on some words like, “terrorists” convey authority,
moral certainty, power and condemnation, and further influence audience’s perception.
Furthermore, through expressions like “Hamas needs to lay down its arms,” “Hamas
needs to free the hostages,” and “Hamas cannot have any future role”, Trudeau lists the
required demands from Hamas in a direct and explicit way emphasising their negative
traits/things.

Notably, this negative representation is accompanied by a facial tension, and
stressed tone on specific linguistic choices associated with violence as well as blame. All
these verbal and nonverbal cues determine audience interpretation in terms of seriousness

of intent, threat of harm, and moral judgment. Further still, it would seem pertinent to
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refer to the point that despite Islam or Muslims are not being mentioned explicitly, the
persistent link between Hamas as a political party and Muslim associated them subtly to

violence, extremism, and threat.

7.3 De-emphasising our negative things

Negative aspects related to Western actors like, political responsibility,
complicity, or power inequality, are systematically mitigated through justificatory and
defensive discourse. Accordingly, Starmer’s repeated expressions like “let me be very
clear about what I was saying and what I wasn’t saying” function as self-defending
strategy, through which he reduces and softens the negative interpretation of his previous
statement. Moreover, “l was not saying Israel had the right to cut off water, food, fuel, or
medicines.” reflect discursive strategies of clarification and denial. Expressions like,
“Israel has the right to defence herself,” which are repeated several times are used to limit
accountability, and background any critique of Israel’s actions, avoiding explicit moral
judgements.

Similarly, Trudeau avoids directly addressing Canada’s complicity or geopolitical
alignment, he also reduces explicit commitment and protects Western actors from direct
responsibility. Even if the responsibility for the killing is directed to the Israeli Defence
Force through strong evaluative language like “absolutely unacceptable” and “never
should have happened”, the condemnation to Israeli action is constructed in a way to
avoid radical de-legitimisation, maintaining alignment with dominant Western
geopolitical structures. Furthermore, Trudeau’s slight hesitation sounds “uh” mark
carefulness rather than uncertainty, to avoid mention any possible error or blame to the
Canadian policy, its decisions and its allies. This linguistic restraint reflects an awareness
of the political sensitivity when addressing violence affecting Muslim populations, and
fitting with a wider Western discourse of controlling injustices against Muslims instead

of confronting them directly.
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7.4 De-emphasising their positive things

Humanitarian suffering in Gaza is acknowledged; however, it is often abstracted
and discursively separated from Muslim and Palestinian agency. The positive
representations of Palestinian resistance, legitimacy, or political agency are largely
absent. Therefore, Muslim actors are rarely presented as victims, but their representation
remains limited within frames of violence, threat, and instability. Accordingly,
throughout the whole interviews there is a clear lack of the positive portrayal for
Palestinian people, which fits within broader media patterns where Muslim populations
are rarely described positively; instead, they are portrayed as victims or security concerns.
This construction aligns with the ideological square’s strategy of minimising positive
depictions of the “other” during conflict discussions. It also aligns with Islamophobic
discursive structures where Muslim subjects are stripped of political capacity and
represented primarily through suffering.

At the same line, Trudeau does not foreground any positive or rational actions
from Hamas or its supporters, or mentio the victims of this explosions and the people’s
suffering in Gaza. Therefore, within this framework, Islamophobia operates subtly, where
Palestinian suffering is foregrounded, yet Palestinian agency is largely absent, while
Hamas remains the primary implicit security reference. This linguistic construction
presents Western countries as a rational, responsible power acting within acceptable
diplomatic boundaries. Nonverbally, this distancing is reflected through reduced
emotional engagement, neutral facial expressions, and swift transitions away from

humanitarian references back to security or responsibility frames.
8 FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS

Taken together all these analyses of all sixteen interviews with Kier Starmer and
Justin Trudeau, demonstrate that Islamophobia in Western political media discourse is
not constructed through explicit hostility toward Islam or Muslims, but through subtle
and systematic ideological polarisation. The Ideological Square operates across linguistic
and nonverbal cues to normalise unequal power relations, legitimise Western authority,

and marginalise Muslim actors within a discourse of security and responsibility.
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Thus, the analysis reveals that Western media political interviews function as sites
where ideological meanings are reproduced, negotiated, and stabilised, contributing to the
implicit construction of Islamophobia through routine, seemingly neutral political

communication, as it is illustrated and summarized in the table below;

Table 1
 Ideological Strategy ~ DiscursivePattern Ideological Function
Humanitarian language, Legitimising Western moral
Emphasising Our Positives responsibility, and peace- authority.
oriented framing.
Repetition of violence, Constructing Muslim actors as
Emphasising Their Negatives terrorism, and responsibility. threats.
De-emphasising Our Negatives Justification, denial, and lack Avoiding accountability.
of commitment.
De-emphasising Their Positives Absence of agency and Sustaining ideological
victimhood. exclusion.

The findings of this study show a systematic construction of an “Us vs. Them”
dichotomy, which aligns directly to van Dijk’s Ideological Square theory. Therefore, the
Western media political discourse on Gaza is constructed through a stable ideological
pattern, which reinforces polarisation and implicitly contributes to Islamophobia
narratives. By means of specific expressions, selective emphasis, repetition, and strategic
silence and absence of Muslim voices or agents, Western political leaders legitimate
power, marginalise Muslim actors, and normalise unequal and biased representations.
They also position themselves and their governments as rational, moral, and peace-
oriented, while Muslim actors represented by Hamas are positioned as problematic,
threatening, and disruptive.

Ultimately, these Western political discourses have an implication in the
reproduction of Islamophobia through the reinforcement of the cognitive division in

which Muslim actors are positioned outside the moral and political norms.
9 CONCLUSION
This study examined the construction of Islamophobia in Western media political

interviews on Gaza by adopting van Dijk’s Ideological Square Theory within CDA. It

Focuses on analysing sixteen live media interviews with Keir Starmer and Justin Trudeau
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to explore how ideological polarisation is produced in Western political communication
following the Gaza crisis after October 2023.

The findings of this study demonstrate that Islamophobia in Western political
discourse is mainly constructed through implicit ideological strategies rather than explicit
hostility towards Islam or Muslims. Western political actors are constantly represented
through positive self-presentation as rational, humanitarian, and peace-oriented, while
Muslim actor represented through Hamas are framed through negative other-
representation as violent, irrational, threat, and illegitimate. These representations reflect
the systematic construction of the “Us vs. Them” dichotomy.

In addition, the study shows that expressions about “peace” and “humanitarian
values” are often not used neutrally, but to justify certain political agendas. These
expressions hide unequal power dynamics, makes dominant ideologies seem normal, and
at the same time reinforcing Islamophobic portrayals in Western media. This highlights
the powerful role of media interviews not only in reporting events or conveying political
positions, but also in shaping public perception during times of conflict.

This study contributes to existing research by focusing on live media interviews
rather than scripted official political speeches or written news reports. live interviews
provide an interactive space in which ideological positioning, power relations, and
polarisation are performed in real time situations. Furthermore, the application of van
Dijk’s Ideological Square clearly demonstrates its effectiveness in uncovering patterns of
ideological polarisation in political discourse.

Despite its contributions, the study has limits. It is restricted to two Western
political leaders and a relatively small corpus of interviews. In addition, it adopts a macro-
level of analysis without detailed micro-linguistic examination. Therefore, future research
could expand the dataset by including additional political figures, combining both macro-
and micro-level of analyses in order to go further in exploring the discursive construction
of Islamophobia across different media contexts.

Ultimately, the study emphasises the need for critical analysis of Western media
political discourse, especially in situations of conflict where language plays a central role
in legitimising power, shaping public opinion, and reinforcing ideological divisions
between "Us" and "Them."
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APPENDIX
Appendix 1
Table of Kier Starmer’s interviews
Report The Occasion and the The Date QR Code (Source Link)
No. Source
1 A live interview with Nick 11 October 2023
Ferrari on LBC channel.
2. A street interview with a 22 October 2023
reporter on LBC channel
3. An interview with Joseph 12 January 2024
Timan on the digital
platform of Manchester
Evening News
4, PMQs; in the Prime Minister 13 November
and Labour’s leader 2024
discusses, with Mr Ayoub
Khan
5. An interview with a reporter 5June 2025
from the Middle East Eye,
while visiting a school in
Harlow, England, on the Sky
News.
6. An interview with Mishal 13 June 2025
Hussain, on Bloomberg
Television
7. An interview with Nick 1 October 2025
Ferrari on LBC channel.
8. A doorstep interview with a 13 October 2025

reporter for the Breaking
News on the Sky News
channel.
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Appendix 2

Table of Justin Trudeau’s interviews

1. An interview in a press 9 October 2023
conference, on the Global
NEWS.

2. PMQs; in a Prime Minster and 24 October 2023
Parliament discussion, with
Pierre Poilievre (P.M.).

3. An interview with a reporter in | 14 November 2023
a press conference, on the
Global News
4, A doorstep interview with a 22 November 2023

reporter on Parliament Hill
ahead of the weekly Liberal
caucus meeting, on Cpac
channel.

5. An interview with a reporter in | 25 November 2023
a press conference, on the
EU Debates TV.

6. An interview with a reporter in | 16 December 2023
a press conference in
Vancouver, on the Global

NEWS.
7. An interview on the VNN . 20 January 2024
8. An interview with a reporter 2 April 2024

from CBC channel, in a press
conference (in the street), on
CTV News.
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