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I 

“All knowledge that is about human society, and not about the natural 

world, is historical knowledge, and therefore rests upon judgment and 

interpretation. This is not to say that facts or data are nonexistent, but 

that facts get their importance from what is made of them in interpre-

tation… for interpretations depend very much on who the interpreter 

is, who he or she is addressing, what his or her purpose is, at what 

historical moment the interpretation takes place.” 

― Edward Said (1981)  



 

II 

Abstract 

This study explores the German discourse on the Israel-Palestine conflict since Oc-

tober 7th. It does so by analyzing the discourse that was created by the symbolic 

elites who were invited to two of the most popular debate shows in German broad-

casting. Discourse theory provides the theoretical framework. Discourse analysis 

guides the analytical framework but is coupled with a concrete method, namely 

thematic analysis. I transcribe and code a total of 14 debate shows. Thematic anal-

ysis is applied to explore the meaning of the data. The concept of Orientalism helps 

to illustrate that misrepresentations about the conflict and about the MENA region 

are persistent in the German discourse. The Arab world is perceived as backwards 

and emotional, while Israel is perceived as facing an existential threat. This study 

furthermore explores the ideological and historical roots of this misrepresentation. 

Zionism fundamentally shapes what is known about the history of the Israel-Pales-

tine conflict. This can be explained through the unique German ideology that cou-

pled its historical responsibility for the Holocaust with unconditional support for 

the state of Israel. In the current discourse this results in an emphasis on national 

pride, and a sense of virtue and moral superiority towards both Arabs and the UN. 

“They” are antisemitic and need to learn from “Us” because “We” know and have 

overcome antisemitism. This study reveals that Orientalism still proofs to be an 

insightful framework to understand Western discourse about the MENA region.  
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1. Introduction  

Over the past six months, the Israel-Palestine conflict has escalated on an unprece-

dented scale. On October 7th, Hamas attacked Israeli territory. Hamas killed around 

1,200 people, mostly Israelis, and took 240 hostages (Reuters, 2023). In retaliation, 

Israel started a massive bombing campaign on Gaza that continues at the time of 

writing. The devastation that this created has not been witnessed in recent conflicts. 

Within 100 days, Israeli bombs killed around 24,000 people. Furthermore, 60,000 

Palestinians have been wounded and 1.9 million people (85% of the population) 

have been displaced (Associated Press, 2024). This brutal attack, combined with 

the targeting of civilian infrastructure and repeated calls from Israeli politicians to 

wipe out the Gazan population, led South Africa to accuse Israel of committing 

genocide in front of the International Court of Justice (van den Berg & Deutsch, 

2024). As reflected in the UN General Assembly voting behavior in December 

2023, a large majority of countries worldwide condemn Israel’s actions and demand 

an immediate ceasefire (UN, 2023). However, many Western European powers, as 

well as the US, either abstained or vetoed the resolution for a ceasefire. The US and 

Germany in particular continue to back Israel by sending weapons which are used 

to flatten Gaza (Alkousaa, 2024; Hudson, 2024).  

In order to carry out these policies, governments to some extent must legitimize 

their actions to the public. Especially in democratic contexts, language becomes an 

important tool for legitimizing state policy (e.g. Holland, 2013). While authoritar-

ian governments may enforce their will by coercion, for example through the threat 

of violence, democratic governments must instead promote consent by shaping 

public opinion (e.g. Herman & Chomsky, 1988). Hence, the events that occur in 

Gaza are closely connected to the representations about the MENA region that are 

produced in the West. It thus becomes important to investigate how the Israel-Pal-

estine conflict is represented and how knowledge is produced to reinforce this rep-

resentation.  

Historically, degrading tropes such as the inherently violent and conflict-ridden 

nature of the MENA region have been invoked to justify intervention in the region. 

These dynamics have been traced in depth by Edward Said (1978) in his seminal 
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work, Orientalism. In it, he argues that the Orient is a discursive construct that ex-

ists in relation to the Occident, or the West, rather than as a geographical reality.1 

While, according to Said, both concepts have no ontological stability and are made-

up human constructs, they serve to identify The Self in contrast to The Other. These 

discursive constructions are reproduced on all levels of society, in arts, science, 

politics as well as media. By creating a monolithic representation of the backward 

Orient, Orientalist discourse legitimizes the domination over the MENA region 

(ibid.). Ever since Said wrote this book nearly half a century ago, there have been 

countless instances of Western intervention in the MENA region, which resulted in 

massive bloodshed, mostly among the indigenous populations. Hence, while Said 

wrote Orientalism in the context of French and British colonialism, I will explore 

to what extent his ideas remain relevant for understanding contemporary political 

events that take place in the MENA region, in this case, the Israel-Palestine conflict. 

 Arguably, nowhere does the unapologetic support for Israel’s bombing cam-

paign on Gaza become more apparent than in Germany. In the weeks after October 

7th, Germany witnessed an unprecedented crackdown on pro-Palestinian protests 

(Marsh, 2023). This campaign made no exceptions for Jewish voices, as was seen 

at the Berlinale 2024, when Israeli filmmaker Yuval Abraham was accused of an-

tisemitism for mentioning the discrimination that his Palestinian co-producer Basel 

Adra experiences every day. German cultural minister Claudia Roth, who was seen 

clapping during their speech, defended herself by emphasizing that she only 

clapped for the Israeli filmmaker (Oltermann, 2024). Hence, understanding the Ori-

entalist discourse in Germany is particularly significant for two reasons. Firstly, 

because of its current crackdown on Palestinian perspectives and secondly because 

of the historical role that Germany played in the emergence of the state of Israel in 

the first place by committing a genocide against European Jews.  

 

 
1 Whenever it is referred to “The West” it can be used synonymous with “The Occident”. I will refer 

to the West at times because it is more widely used. The crucial point is that both concepts are 

human-made constructs. 
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1.1. Research Aim & Research Questions 

The aim of my research is to explore how the concept of Orientalism helps to ex-

plain the German discourse on the Israel-Palestine conflict since October 7th. I will 

do so by analyzing the two most popular debate shows in German broadcasting. 

They provide an arena in which politicians as well as journalists and experts meet 

and exchange ideas, therefore shaping discourse. Thus, I aim to investigate how 

they portray the events since October 7th. However, this discourse did not start on 

October 7th. Since representation is highly dependent on the historical and ideolog-

ical context of the case in question, these two dimensions are crucial to gain a 

deeper understanding of why the representation becomes salient in the first place. 

Hence, the knowledge production about the history of the conflict and the ideolog-

ical foundation of this knowledge needs to be investigated as well. This research 

aim then results in the development of three interrelated research questions: 

 

1. How does Orientalism shape the discourse formation of the Israel-Palestine con-

flict in Germany after October 7th? 

 

2. How is historical knowledge produced in order to legitimize this Orientalist dis-

course? 

 

3. What does this knowledge production reveal about the ideological foundations 

of the Orientalist discourse in Germany? 

 

1.2. Disposition 

I begin by reviewing the relevant literature to answer the introduced research ques-

tions. In doing so, I explore the literature that critically investigates the knowledge 

production about the MENA region, the literature that analyzes the role of the media 

in constructing representations of the MENA region, and the literature that specifi-

cally analyzes representations of the Israel-Palestine conflict.  

I continue by introducing the theoretical framework that serves to guide this 

study. Discourse theory emphasizes the importance of language to construct the 
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social world. Inspired by Foucault, Gramsci, Hall and Laclau and Mouffe, this 

framework emphasizes the relationship between discourse, power, knowledge, and 

ideology. Additionally, I introduce the key concepts that serve to specify these ra-

ther abstract terms in the context of the MENA region. Those are Orientalism and 

War Narratives.  

In the next section I clarify my methodological approach. Firstly, I show what 

implications discourse theory has on my methodological approach. Secondly, I il-

lustrate why and how thematic analysis serves as a useful method to make sense of 

my data. Thirdly, I explain how I collected my data, before clarifying how I coded 

it in NVivo. Lastly, I situate myself in relation to the study by highlighting my 

positionality.  

The following analysis is divided into two sections. The first section aims to 

explain how the participants in the debate shows construct an Orientalist discourse 

in order to make sense of October 7th. The second section then investigates how this 

discourse is possible in the first place. It firstly explores how meaning is created by 

tracing the ideological underpinnings of the knowledge that is produced to explain 

the history of the Israel-Palestine conflict. Secondly, it traces the historical roots of 

the German belief system that makes this knowledge production possible.  

Finally, I conclude by summarizing my findings, discussing the limitations of 

this study and considering potential avenues for future research.  

 

2. Literature Review 

In order to explore the Orientalist discourse surrounding the Israel-Palestine con-

flict after October 7th, it is necessary to situate the study in the academic literature 

that has been produced on the topic. The research problem touches upon fundamen-

tal questions about the relation between knowledge production in the West about 

the MENA region. Hence, the first section highlights the literature that has critically 

investigated how knowledge about the MENA region has been produced. The sec-

ond section then shines a light on the important role that media plays in making 

knowledge about the MENA region available for a broad audience. Finally, I review 
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the literature on knowledge production and media representation of the Israel-Pal-

estine conflict. 

 

2.1 Knowledge and the MENA Region 

Edward Said (1978), in his groundbreaking work Orientalism, fundamentally criti-

cizes the knowledge production in the West in order to construct what he calls the 

Orient. According to him, academics, writers, and politicians, instead of creating 

objective facts about the Orient, produce a representation that has less to do with 

the cultural realities that exist in this region and more with the reinforcement of a 

discourse that aims to dominate the Orient. This criticism sparked intense debates 

about the nature of knowledge, how it relates to power, and how it influences the 

way that the West perceives societies in the MENA region.  

While Said focuses on knowledge production in colonial France and Britain, 

the ideas of his work have spawned a body of literature that emphasizes contempo-

rary contexts. In the context of the US, two comprehensive books have been written 

by Zachary Lockman (2010; 2016). In Contending Visions of the Middle East: The 

history of Orientalism (2010) he traces broad trends of Western popular and schol-

arly representations of the MENA region. He concludes that Orientalist stereotypes 

are prevalent and justify intervention in and domination of societies in the MENA 

region. Drawing on these findings, in his book Field Notes: The Making of Middle 

East Studies in the United States (2016), he illustrates this trend by concretely in-

vestigating the trajectory of Middle Eastern Studies (MES) as an academic field. 

While emphasizing the importance of the Cold War in producing state-funded re-

search about the MENA region, thus in producing knowledge that is useful for the 

government, he further complicates this by considering the imagination of the 

MENA region that led to the rise of MES in the first place. He argues that the con-

tours of MES are fundamentally shaped by a complex interplay between academia 

and politics, thus shaping Western understanding of the MENA region.  

This critical inquiry into the connection between knowledge and representa-

tions of the MENA region led scholars of the field to fundamentally reassess the 

relationship of power and knowledge in the context of the MENA region. Shami 
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and Miller-Idriss (2016) published Middle East Studies for the New Millennium, a 

comprehensive volume that traces the interplay of politics and academic knowledge 

production about the MENA region from 2000 to 2010. This period marks a crucial 

timeframe in the field because of the events of 9/11 and its aftermath that still echo 

today. In it, Makdisi (2016) argues, that despite a more critical engagement with 

the MENA region since Orientalism was published, many stereotypes that depict 

the innocent America against the depravity of Islam are still very persistent, espe-

cially in popular culture, and academic circles that continue to support the notion 

of a clash of civilizations. The emerging critical academic output was strongly con-

tested after 9/11. As Shami and Godoy-Anativia (2016) explore, the impact of 9/11 

on knowledge production about the MENA region triggered an immense backlash 

on critical research, leaving academics to feel uncertain about the future of the field. 

By focusing on the themes of campus surveillance and public criticism of the field, 

they conclude that the securitization of knowledge constitutes a big challenge to the 

field of MES. The securitization of knowledge has also been confirmed by Kasaba 

(2016). With the initiation of the so-called War on Terror in 2003, “the Department 

of Homeland Security and the National Security Agency have jointly created twelve 

Homeland Security Centers of Excellence at six universities with grants that ap-

proach a total of $100 million” (ibid., p. 101). At the same time, publicly and pri-

vately funded watchdog groups were established to monitor the knowledge produc-

tion in the field of MES. The argument about attacks on academic freedom is further 

discussed by Gendzier (2016). By the example of the US invasion of Iraq, she ar-

gues that ignorance about the MENA region is a strategic asset for US policymak-

ers. Jarvis (2009) and Holland (2013) both emphasize the importance of language 

in order to legitimize the War on Terror. In this context, Gendzier also emphasizes 

the media’s complicity by pushing the US government’s disinformation and using 

military analysts as news commentators. The role of the media in the production of 

knowledge will be explored in detail in the following section. Gendzier argues that 

such a climate creates enormous pressure on universities, who then are pushed to 

endorse rather than contest foreign policy in order to avoid criticism and funding 

cuts.  
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Despite these challenges to the production of knowledge about the MENA re-

gion, Bayat and Herrera (2021) argue for an understanding of the region that goes 

beyond its portrayal as a homogenous entity. They argue that in an increasingly 

globalized world, it is not sufficient to view it as an insular region. The overlap of 

complex identities, ideologies and movements negate the validity of simplistic ste-

reotypes. Given the events of October 7th, which are the subject of this study, it is 

reasonable to question whether the narratives about complexity of the region de-

scribed by Bayat and Herrera are sufficient to contest conventional knowledge or if 

Said’s initial argument about the discursive construction of the Orient in order to 

dominate it is still very much in place. Since the media inherits a key role in the 

production of these discourses, it forms an essential part of my analysis and will be 

explored in the following section. 

 

2.2 Media Representation and the MENA region 

The media takes on a pivotal role in actively shaping our understanding of the world 

(e.g. Gurevitch et al., 1982). Chomsky and Herman (1988) highlight the importance 

of the media in what they call “manufacturing consent”. By dissecting news cover-

age on different conflicts, they illustrate how the US media has become complicit 

in legitimizing US foreign policy by doing selective reporting. Hence, they show 

that the political and media landscapes are deeply intertwined. In the process of 

shaping our belief systems, language becomes an important subject. Teun Van Dijk 

(1991), in his book Racism and the Press, argues that media discourse plays an 

important role in constructing and reinforcing racist stereotypes. These representa-

tions then reflect existing power structures within societies. Like Herman and 

Chomsky, Van Dijk illustrates that these goals are achieved through selective re-

porting and framing strategies.  

Said (1981) explores this process in the context of the representation of the 

MENA region. In his book Covering Islam: How the Media and the Experts deter-

mine how we see the Rest of the World, he argues that the Western media presents 

a biased and distorted representation of Islam. According to him, Islam is only dis-

cussed in the context of conflicts and terrorism, while leaving aside the rich cultural 
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history of the region. Said emphasizes that those who control the media are very 

powerful because of their ability to shape belief systems. Drawing on Said’s work, 

John Richardson (2004), in his book (Mis)representing Islam: The racism and rhet-

oric of British broadsheet newspapers, offers an impactful and comprehensive ac-

count of British media reporting on issues broadly related to Islam. Analyzing both 

representations of British Muslims and conflicts abroad like the Iraq war, he con-

cludes that the stereotypes Said already laid out are still prevalent in British media 

discourse. 

As has already been touched upon in the previous section, 9/11 and the fol-

lowing “War on Terror” marked a point of intense polarization. Consequently, it 

resulted in a vast body of literature regarding the influence of politicians as well as 

the media on shaping public opinion. A very insightful anthology named Discourse, 

War and Terrorism was published by Adam Hodges and Chap Nilep (2007). It en-

tails discourse studies about how the War on Terror was reinforced through political 

speeches and the portrayal in mass media. Steuter and Wills (2008), in their book 

At War with Metaphor: Media, Propaganda, and Racism in the War on Terror, 

illustrate how the media construct narratives by using inflammatory metaphors, de-

humanizing the “Other” and preparing for war. In line with that conclusion, Di-

Maggio (2015) criticizes the media’s complicity in US foreign policy by manufac-

turing consent among the public and normalizing military intervention. In particu-

lar, the media representation of Islam as a threat remains persistent. Ahmed and 

Matthes (2016) illustrate by examining news articles from 2000-2015 that Muslims 

and Islam continue to be depicted negatively and mostly in relation to migration, 

war, and terrorism. With the emergence of ISIS, this picture has been further rein-

forced (Alzyoud, 2022).  

Hence, the literature on media representations of the MENA region in general 

and the War on Terror in particular indicate that Said’s assumptions of the discur-

sive construction of the Orient and the Occident in order to dominate the former 

still hold true and how important the interplay between politics and media is in that 

regard. However, despite the exhaustive literature on the representation of the 

MENA region in general, not much had been done on the Israel-Palestine conflict. 
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Furthermore, those studies mainly prioritize knowledge production in the US, while 

there is a severe lack of literature on Orientalism in Germany. 

 

2.3 Knowledge Production, the Media and the Israel-Palestine Conflict 

Again, it is Edward Said (1979), who brings attention to the representation of the 

Israel-Palestine conflict. In his book The Question of Palestine, he argues that a 

colonialist mindset is at the heart of the Zionist project, and that the Palestinian 

narrative is distorted and sidelined both in academia and the media. Together with 

Christopher Hitchens, he edited the essay collection Blaming the Victims: Spurious 

Scholarship and the Palestinian Question (1988), in which renowned scholars 

tackle some of the Western misrepresentations of the Israel-Palestine conflict. 

While scholars such as Said, Khalidi, and Abu-Lughod provide critical assessments 

of the history of the conflict, Chomsky emphasizes the complicity of the US media 

in the portrayal of the Israel invasion of Lebanon in 1982. 

Ever since this volume was produced, a lot has changed in the academic 

knowledge production on Israel/Palestine. In particular, Israeli historians such as 

Benny Morris (1987; 2001), Ilan Pappe (1993; 2006; 2014), Avi Shlaim (1988; 

2014), Tom Segev (1993; 2007) and Zeev Sternhell (1998) undermined a lot of the 

official Israeli state narratives that until the 1980s were uncontested in academia, 

politics and media alike. However, there is no research that indicates that this schol-

arship also triggered significant improvements in the work of the media or in poli-

tics. To the contrary, Pappe (2014) argues that it triggered a reactionary wave of 

what he calls “neo-Zionism,” a nationalist ideology that spread throughout Israeli 

education, politics and media. In fact, many of those scholars paid a high price for 

their work. Both Pappe and Morris were viciously attacked by the media and poli-

ticians (Arnot, 2009; Gendzier, 2016). While Pappe eventually left Israel, Morris 

was brought back in line, nowadays contradicting his own academic work by blam-

ing Palestinians for what happened in 1948 (e.g. Beinin, 2004). Similar attacks on 

knowledge production took place in the US, as was the case with Norman Finkel-

stein, who lost his tenure because of his work on Israel/Palestine (Gendzier, 2016). 

As Massad (2005) argues: “what makes these anti-scholarship attacks possible and 
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popular is the existence of a major discrepancy, even a radical disconnect, between 

popular knowledge and media coverage about the Palestine/Israel conundrum and 

established scholarly knowledge about the topic” (ibid., para. 4) Hence, the im-

portance of the media in constructing the Israel-Palestine conflict becomes appar-

ent. 

More recent studies on media representations of the conflict mainly do com-

parative analyses of different news outlets and examine the portrayal of the conflict 

in selected articles. Sanz Sabido (2015) examines representations of the Israel-Pal-

estine conflict in the British press from a postcolonial perspective. By analyzing 

four different historical periods, she finds an absence of references to the historical 

role that Britain played in the conflict, which indicates that Britain is ignoring its 

historical responsibilities. By applying critical discourse analysis, Wang (2017) an-

alyzes 8 articles of The Guardian and The Telegraph and examines the reporting 

on a wave of stabbing incidents between 2015 and 2016. She concludes that there 

are clear binaries of “Us” vs. “Them” in the coverage of both media outlets, por-

traying Palestinians either as unworthy victims or as violent perpetrators, while Is-

raelis are presented positively. Amer (2017) examines two British newspapers, and 

two US newspapers, and does a quantitative analysis of word usage in all articles 

that covered the Gaza war of 2008-2009. He concludes that there are no substantial 

differences in the coverage of each paper. While on the Israeli side a diversity of 

views and actors is displayed, the Palestinian side is only represented as Hamas. 

Furthermore, while Israel is portrayed as trying to reach a ceasefire, Hamas is re-

fusing it. This tendency has been confirmed in a recent study by Attar and King 

(2023). They analyze 16 articles from news outlets in the UK, the US, Canada and 

Australia, focusing on the same stabbing incidents that Wang did. They emphasize 

that Western print papers tend to frame the conflict as a religious dispute. Addition-

ally, they reconfirm the biases noted above, arguing that these outlets empathize 

more with Israel, while Palestinians tend to be framed as terrorists and antisemitic. 

Little to no background is given as to why Palestinians might opt to such actions. 

Several studies have been conducted to compare Western news outlets with 

non-Western news outlets. Suwarno and Sahayu (2020) compare the media 
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coverage of the New York Times and the Jakarta Post in 2019 and 2020. Contrary 

to what the previous research suggested, they conclude that both tend to be more in 

favor of Palestine. Israel is portrayed as provocateur and war criminal nation, while 

Palestine is depicted as the victim of the conflicts. This conclusion derives from 

their interpretation that much more aggressive statements from Israeli officials have 

been cited than of Palestinians. There are some operational issues with this study 

though. Firstly, they do not clarify which instances they analyze. Secondly, they do 

not explain how many and which articles they selected. Heni and Chandra (2022) 

compare Fox News with Detik.com, an Indonesian news website. By looking into 

the Israel-Gaza conflict of May 2021 they analyze four articles from each outlet. 

They conclude that Fox News depicts Palestinians, especially Hamas, as Terrorists, 

while Israel is the victim. For Detik.com, the opposite is true. They portray Israel 

as the aggressor and the Palestinians as the victims.  

There is a significant gap in the literature when it comes to the German media 

representation of the conflict. I found two comparative studies that include German 

media representations. The first study was conducted by Segev and Miesch (2011), 

who quantitatively analyze 14 newspapers from five countries over a six-month 

period in 2010. They find that in all five cases, there was a significant anti-Israel 

bias. The other study was conducted by Neureiter (2016). By quantitatively com-

paring German, British and US newspapers, he analyzes the 2010 Gaza flotilla raid. 

In line with Segev and Miesch, he concludes that especially German newspapers, 

but also British ones, have a significant anti-Israel bias. However, while both stud-

ies seem statistically sound, their initial categorization of words that are deemed to 

express anti-Israel sentiment are worth pointing out. Segev and Miesch created lists 

of words that according to them constitute negative or positive attitudes towards 

Israel. For example, to refer to “occupation” indicates negative bias towards Israel, 

while referring to “security interests” refers to positive bias towards Israel. How-

ever, I would argue that addressing an occupation that is internationally regarded 

as illegal is the responsibility of critical journalism. Neureiter does not even define 

what constitutes pro- or anti-Israel sentiment. One only finds a table that shows 90 

quotes in German newspapers are supportive of Israel, while 186 are critical. The 
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question is, what does it mean to be supportive when the military raids a ship of 

activists that led to the death of 10 activists? Again, quality journalism demands 

scrutiny, no matter which military caused such incident.  

There are several observations to make in the literature on knowledge produc-

tion and representation of the Israel-Palestine conflict. Firstly, while the first two 

sections suggest the importance of the interplay between media, politics and aca-

demia, all the recent studies on the conflict only analyze news articles. I would 

argue that the debate shows I am going to analyze potentially give a fuller picture 

of the overall discourse because it is an arena in which journalists, politicians, and 

academics – the producers of knowledge – meet and exchange ideas. Secondly, 

most reviewed studies are fixated on linguistic features of the discourse. By apply-

ing thematic analysis, I aim to get closer to the content of the meaning of what is 

said. Finally, most of these studies do not go beyond the investigation of bias in 

certain newspapers and how this bias is expressed. By dissecting long conversa-

tions, I aim to identify the historical context and the underlying ideological founda-

tions that shape the speakers statements.  

 

3. Theoretical Framework 

The following chapter introduces the theoretical framework that guides this re-

search project. Firstly, it introduces the framework of discourse theory. By drawing 

on Foucault, Gramsci, Hall and Laclau and Mouffe this chapter aims to illustrate 

how discourse, power, knowledge, and ideology relate to and influence one another. 

Secondly, key concepts that are relevant to this specific study will be introduced, 

namely, Orientalism and War Narratives.  

 

3.1 Discourse Theory 

The concept of discourse, over the last 50 years, has gained enormous popularity in 

many academic disciplines. Despite its very wide-ranging and vague definitions, 

there are underlying assumptions that most scholars of discourse share. The premise 

of most approaches is that “our ways of talking do not neutrally reflect our world, 

identities and social relations but, rather, play an active role in creating and 
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changing them” (Jørgensen and Phillips, 2002, p. 1). Thus, language becomes an 

inherently important mechanism to construct the social world in which we are living 

and to give it meaning. Importantly, the meaning that we attribute to a word is not 

inherent in the word itself, but it receives its meaning by social convention (ibid.). 

Accordingly, meanings are changeable over time because social conventions can 

change over time. With meaning being created through language and being able to 

change over time, it is discourse which is the arena of struggle over those meanings. 

This arena encompasses written text, spoken word and non-verbal communication 

(Wodak, 2014). Foucault, Gramsci, Laclau and Mouffe as well as Hall contributed 

immensely to a theoretical understanding of discourse. It is in this theoretical tradi-

tion that concepts such as discourse, power, knowledge, and ideology become rel-

evant.  

 

3.1.1 Discourse, Power and Knowledge 

One of Foucault’s major contributions to the theory of discourse is his insight on 

the relationship between discourse, power, and knowledge. Power in a Foucauldian 

sense is not something that is just exercised by individuals. It is obvious that there 

are actors in any society who have much more influence than others, such as poli-

ticians, journalists, and academics. They take on an important role in the construc-

tion of discourse because of the gravity that their speech acts have. I will refer to 

them as symbolic elites, a term framed by van Dijk (2011). As Van Dijk notes, 

“They have relative freedom, and hence relative power, in deciding about the dis-

course genres within their domain of power and determine topics, style, or presen-

tation of discourse” (ibid., p. 22). However, and this is the crucial point, they are as 

much a product of powerful discourse as anyone else. As Foucault argues:  

One has to liberate oneself from the constituting subject, from the subject itself, i.e. to 

arrive at an historical analysis which is capable of clarifying the constitution of the subject 

in the historical context. It is precisely this that I would call genealogy, i.e. a form of 

history which reports on the constitution of knowledge, discourses, fields of objects etc., 

without having to relate to a subject which transcends the field of events and occupies it 

with its hollow identity throughout history (cited in Jäger, 2001, pp. 38-39). 
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The concept of genealogy is of fundamental importance for this study. In the con-

text of the German discourse about Israel/Palestine, it is not sufficient to assume 

that the German discourse is a product of those symbolic elites, but rather to inves-

tigate where their discursive contributions derive from. As Kvale (1992) expresses: 

“The self no longer uses language to express itself; rather language speaks through 

the person. The individual self becomes a medium for the culture and its language” 

(ibid., p. 36). Thus, discourse can become powerful because it evolves over a long 

period of time and shapes the belief systems of those who participate in the dis-

course. In that way, Foucault does not consider power to be merely restrictive. Ra-

ther he states:  

What makes power hold good, what makes it accepted, is simply the fact that it does not 

only weigh on us as a force that says no, but that it traverses and produces things, it induces 

pleasure, forms knowledge, produces discourse. It needs to be considered as a productive 

network which runs through the whole social body, much more than as a negative instance 

whose function is repression (Foucault, 1980, p. 119).  

For Foucault, power becomes the force that constitutes our social world. It drives 

society, even developing its own institutions like prisons, as he has argued in Dis-

cipline & Punish (1995).  

Here it starts to become apparent how closely connected power and knowledge 

are. In a Foucauldian sense, they “presuppose one another” (Jørgensen and Phillips, 

2002, p. 14). Discourse on the one hand creates knowledge and on the other hand 

it functions as the storage of societal knowledge. By producing and storing 

knowledge it inherits the power to determine what can be said and what cannot, “it 

forms consciousness” (Jäger, 2001, p. 35). Assuming that human beings have ac-

cess to objective knowledge thus becomes highly problematic. Knowledge is a se-

riously contested subject, because it can serve to reinforce one’s own discursively 

constructed belief systems, and vice versa one’s belief systems influence the pro-

duction of knowledge. Van Dijk offers a useful definition of what he calls social 

knowledge. He understands it as “the shared beliefs of an epistemic community, 

justified by contextually, historically and culturally variable (epistemic) criteria of 

reliability” (Van Dijk, 2014, p. 21). This definition helps us to understand firstly, 

that knowledge is a product of history and culture and secondly, that knowledge 
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does not need to be factually true. As long as knowledge matches the belief system 

one inherits, it becomes irrelevant if that knowledge is based on occurrences in the 

material world. It helps us to reaffirm what we assume to be true through a historical 

process of knowledge production.  

Foucault illustrates this in his book Madness and Civilization (1988), in which 

he dissects the evolution of madness. While initially perceived as something cul-

turally and intellectually enriching, in the modern age it has turned into something 

that constitutes a threat to society. Hence, under the guise of modern science, a vast 

body of knowledge has emerged reinforcing the necessity to isolate and mistreat 

people who suffer from certain mental conditions (ibid.). This is not to say that 

science cannot contribute to a better understanding of certain conditions that people 

might suffer from, but what kind of knowledge is produced is always a matter of 

discursively constructed assumptions. If one regards someone who suffers from 

mental illness as frightening or disgusting, it is highly unlikely that the knowledge 

production about mental illness serves the best interest of the ill person. Knowledge 

production thus is a highly ideological process, as can be seen in the complicity of 

physicians in the Nazi euthanasia program (Burleigh, 2000). The following section 

illustrates the relation of ideology and knowledge. 

 

3.1.2 Discourse, Ideology and Hegemony 

The concept of ideology has been highly influenced by Marxist thinkers and, ever 

since, substantially scrutinized by post-Marxist and post-structuralist scholars 

(Stoddart, 2007). Foucault himself contested the notion of ideology in contrast to 

his concept of discourse. One of his major criticisms of the Marxist tradition is that 

it “sees ideology as something fake, which stands in opposition to true knowledge” 

(ibid., p. 204). For Foucault, knowledge is always linked to power and can therefore 

never be absolute (Jørgensen and Phillips, 2002). Since for him there is no absolute 

truth, ideology becomes an irrelevant concept. If there is no absolute truth, then 

ideology cannot prevent us from seeing it. While Marx saw the world through the 

prism of a totalizing ideology, Foucault constitutes the opposite of the spectrum, by 

denying ideology as a concept and instead introducing discourse (Dant, 1991; 
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Stoddart, 2007). However, multiple scholars have offered more nuanced ap-

proaches to the role of ideology. 

Gramsci (1971) introduces the analytical distinction between civil society and 

political society. The former entails private or voluntary formations such as schools, 

churches, families, unions, while the latter means state institutions. Power is exer-

cised in both realms, but through very different means. While political society ex-

ercises power through coercive force, civil society is the arena in which power is 

exercised by attempting to establish consent. Intellectuals succeed in creating He-

gemony when they establish consent over the ideas of the ruling class (Bates, 1975, 

p. 353). Hence, especially in a democratic setting, the arena of civil society becomes 

very important. In this way, Gramsci already indicates the power of language to 

establish Hegemony of ideas.  

Gramsci understands ideologies as systems of ideas. He rejects Marx’s purely 

negative sense of ideology and differentiates between “historically organic ideolo-

gies” and “ideologies that are arbitrary”, hence offering a more pluralistic concept 

of ideology (Gramsci, 1971, pp. 376-377). He further elaborates on the significance 

of historical analysis to understand the interplay of knowledge and ideology to form 

what he calls common sense: 

What must be explained is how it happens that in all periods there coexist many systems 

and currents of philosophical thought, how these currents are born, how they are diffused, 

and why in the process of diffusion they fracture along certain lines and in certain direc-

tions […] Every social stratum has its own ‘common sense’ and its own ‘good sense’, 

which are basically the most widespread conception of life and of men. Common sense is 

not something rigid and immobile, but is continually transforming itself, enriching itself 

with scientific ideas and with philosophical opinions which have entered ordinary life…. 

Common sense creates the folklore of the future, that is as a relatively rigid phase of pop-

ular knowledge at a given place and time (ibid., pp. 326-327). 

He does not refer to discourse, but introduces “common sense”, a construct influ-

enced both by scientific and philosophical ideas, which, over time, can develop a 

relatively rigid form of Hegemony. As Hall (1982) states, he moves away from the 

assumption that ideologies are simply “the dependent variable in social struggle”. 
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Rather, ideologies gain “relative autonomy” (ibid., p. 78). Ideologies are not just 

produced and changed by the ruling class; they inherit power themselves.  

Laclau and Mouffe (1985) further developed Gramsci’s concept of Hegemony 

by bringing it together with Foucault’s concept of discourse. While they adopt Fou-

cault’s main ideas about discourse and power, they also emphasize the existence of 

constant struggle over the hegemony of meaning. However, they reject the Marxist 

notion of class struggle as the only dimension of political struggle. As did Gramsci, 

they frame a more pluralistic understanding of political struggle in which people 

develop “chains of equivalence” in which economic, social, and cultural aspects are 

merged and potentially constitute the foundation of new hegemonic discourses 

(ibid., p. 170). Thus, like Gramsci, Laclau and Mouffe contest the notion of ideo-

logical power being “a monolithic system that subjugates the masses in the interest 

of the capitalist class” (Stoddart, 2007, p. 208). However, they do not demarcate it 

from discourse. Rather, they moved away from an understanding of ideology as 

something that individuals push as knowing subjects. Ideology is no longer viewed 

as “false consciousness associated with a false (i.e. idealist) philosophy as it was 

the case with Marx”. Rather, “it describes the form of knowledge that is available 

to human beings” (Dant, 1991, pp. 189-190). Similarly, Hall links the terms of dis-

course and ideology, arguing that “ideological discourses both warranted them-

selves in and selectively reproduced the common stock of knowledge in society” 

(Hall, 1982, p. 73), further emphasizing the interplay between ideology and 

knowledge in discourse. 

To conclude, the work of Gramsci, Hall, Laclau and Mouffe adds nuance to 

Foucault’s discourse theory. While Foucault illustrates the relation between power, 

discourse and knowledge, their contributions introduce ideology into the realm of 

discourse and link it to the production of knowledge. Furthermore, they reinforce 

Foucault’s emphasis on history in the construction of dominant discourses, but sim-

ultaneously, by introducing ideologies they grant more space for contestations of 

Hegemony within discourse. Figure 1 aims to visualize the key aspects of these 

theoretical considerations. 
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Figure 1: Theory Visualization 

3.2 Key Concepts 

In addition to the general theoretical framework that I laid out before, in this section 

I explain the two key concepts that further specify the theoretical framework in the 

context of the MENA region and war. 

 

3.2.1 Orientalism 

The theoretical framework that I laid out, especially the ideas of Foucault and 

Gramsci, highly inspired the most famous discourse analysis of Western represen-

tations of the MENA region. As already introduced in his book Orientalism, Ed-

ward Said (1978) fundamentally criticizes European representations of the MENA 

region and introduces the concept of Orientalism. His analysis of the Orient is 

highly influenced by Foucault’s discourse theory. Orientalism is defined by Said as 

“a way of coming to terms with the Orient that is based on the Orient’s special place 

in European Western experience” (ibid., p. 1). He then highlights three more con-

crete and interconnected dimensions of the term. Firstly, it refers to an academic 

field that “writes about or researches the Orient” (ibid., p. 2). Furthermore, Orien-

talism refers to “a style of thought based upon an ontological and epistemological 

distinction made between ‘the Orient’ and (most of the time) ‘the Occident’” (ibid., 
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p. 2). Thirdly, according to Said, Orientalism must be understood as “the corporate 

institution for dealing with the Orient – dealing with it by making statements about 

it, authorizing views of it, describing it, by teaching it, settling it, ruling over it” 

(ibid., p. 3).  

Said argues that “without examining Orientalism as a discourse one cannot 

possibly understand the enormously systematic discipline by which European cul-

ture was able to manage – and even produce – the Orient politically, sociologically, 

militarily, ideologically, scientifically, and imaginatively during the post-Enlight-

enment period” (ibid., p. 3). Said continues by emphasizing that ideas play an im-

portant role in creating realities. He makes the point that there is the physical man-

ifestation of a geographical region with longstanding cultures and histories. How-

ever, Orientalism does not correspond with “the reality” of this region, but rather 

aims to establish an “internal consistency” of an idea about the Orient (ibid., p. 5). 

He asserts that ideas, cultures, and histories can only be understood sufficiently if 

one relates them to the underlying power relations at play. The unequal power re-

lation between the Orient and the Occident highly contributes to the discourse about 

the Orient.  

Furthermore, the Orient constitutes the Occident. The former is the manifesta-

tion of what the latter is not. By Othering the Orient, the Occident creates itself in 

relation to the Orient and aims to legitimize domination over it. He emphasizes that 

Orientalist structures go beyond myths and lies. Through continuous investment, it 

creates its own system of knowledge.  

Said distinguishes between manifest and latent Orientalism. The former is an 

identifiable form of Orientalism. It comprises the “views about Oriental society, 

languages, literatures, history, sociology, and so forth” (ibid., p. 206). In contrast, 

latent Orientalism refers to a deeply embedded certainty about what the Orient fun-

damentally is. Said calls this “an almost unconscious (and certainly untouchable) 

positivity” (ibid.). These underlying assumptions about what Westerners believe 

constitutes the Orient are much more rigid, even when Orientalist manifestations 

change. While writers about the Orient might have different ideas about the Orient 
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or look at it through different lenses, they all share the same latent assumptions 

about its separateness and backwardness.  

 

3.2.2 War Narratives 

After the Hamas attack on October 7th Israeli prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu 

declared war against Hamas (Federman & Adwan, 2023). Ever since, this has been 

the official representation of the conflict, both by Western media and politicians. 

Hence, the specificities of war become an important analytical consideration.  

In his book Why War? The Cultural Logic of Iraq, The Gulf War, and Suez, 

Philip Smith (2005) introduces a promising framework to understand the significant 

role that narratives play in the legitimization of war. By taking the dynamics of war 

and how they influence discourse seriously, he offers a valuable addition to Said’s 

framework of Orientalism. Like Gramsci, Smith argues that civil society is the 

sphere “in which issues of public legitimacy are played out” (ibid., p. 12). In con-

trast to Gramsci, he emphasizes the importance of discourse which takes play in 

civil society or as he defines it “the location of the struggles over meaning” (ibid., 

p. 13). 

For Smith, narratives play a crucial role in constructing meaning. They “add 

subtlety to our understandings of the world and convert situations into scenarios” 

(ibid., p. 14). They are doing so by drawing on binaries that structure discourses 

(e.g., the Orient vs. the Occident). He introduces different genres of narratives, of 

which the apocalyptic genre is the most effective one to legitimize war. According 

to Smith, the apocalyptic narrative is powerful because it “enables the cultural con-

straints on violence to be overcome” and to rally support “for the sacrifice of price-

less human lives” (ibid., p. 26). It does so by constructing radical moral polariza-

tion. The events that are unfolding are driven by an absolute evil force and can only 

be solved by radical intervention from the righteous hero.  

Thus, his insight adds an illustrative dimension to Said’s analysis of Oriental-

ism. While Orientalist misrepresentations of the MENA region are deeply embed-

ded in European thinking, it is especially in times of the (perceived) apocalypse that 

they are brought to the surface and take on the most visible forms, thus creating a 
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promising time frame for investigation. In fact, the apocalyptic narrative might only 

work because it draws on the discursive constructions of Orientalism. 

 

4. Methodology 

This section’s aim is to clarify my methodological approach. Firstly, I will outline 

how discourse analysis will be applied in this study as a method. In order to sys-

tematically dissect the meaning of my data, discourse analysis is paired with an-

other method. This method, namely thematic analysis (TA) will be introduced as 

well. The subsequent two sections aim to firstly illustrate how I collected my data 

and secondly, how I analyzed it in NVivo. Finally, I clarify my own positionality 

to this study. 

 

4.1 Discourse Analysis  

As has already been discussed in the theory section, discourse analysis is more than 

a method, it proposes a way of seeing and making sense of the social world. How-

ever, this way of viewing the world also includes very practical implications for 

one’s access to knowledge. Language and its usage are at the core of most discourse 

analyses. This is the case in this study as well. I will start here by discussing my 

approach to discourse analysis and which problems I faced in applying discourse 

as a method. Secondly, I will present and justify my specific methodological ap-

proach of data analysis, namely TA.  

 

4.1.1 Discourse Analysis as Method 

What makes discourse analysis so interesting is its wide range of applications. Dis-

course analysis is used in multiple academic fields, from linguistics to psychology 

and sociology. Generally, I regard that as a big benefit because it creates multidis-

ciplinary exchange, and thus more profound analysis. However, especially for 

someone who is new to this approach, in this diversity also lies a weakness, because 

the usage of discourse analysis as a method is very different from researcher to 

researcher (e.g. Fairclough, 1995). Another potential weakness of discourse analy-

sis, in my opinion, derives from the fact that it does not seem obvious that the 
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experts in the field have been able to clearly distinguish between its theoretical and 

methodological implications (e.g. Meyer, 2001).  

Despite that, I will propose here that discourse analysis constitutes an ex-

tremely useful framework for this study. As the literature has indicated, focusing 

on linguistic structures of discourse is a very popular approach in the field of dis-

course analysis. This approach gives insights into the interactional level, how par-

ticipants in the discourse perform and make use of language to exchange meaning. 

However, as Dant (1991) emphasizes there are two distinct processes of exchange, 

of which linguistics on the interactional level is one. The second process takes place 

in the content of discourse between “the elements of meaning” (ibid., p. 210). These 

elements of meaning can appear in a single utterance but also across multiple utter-

ances and multiple speakers. Thus, the focus from this perspective is more on the 

abstract meanings of the content of the discourse. This is where the interplay of 

knowledge and ideology becomes traceable (ibid.). These elements of meaning are 

the focus of this study. 

Hence, discourse analysis is an approach that allows the researcher to dive deep 

into the data and thus, to reveal profound underlying features about the case in 

question. By doing so, it fundamentally contests notions that are regarded as self-

evident. However, precisely because discourse analysis is not a clearly defined 

method of data analysis, it needs to be coupled with such a method. Because the 

focus of this study is the elements of meaning that are exchanged in discourse, TA 

will be applied as a promising tool to trace those. Hence, I view discourse analysis 

as an analytical approach that, anchored in the theoretical framework that I laid out, 

serves to guide, and elevate the method of TA. On the one hand, it provides TA 

with a frame for looking into the data and on the other hand it directs the interpre-

tation of the data by emphasizing the deep-rooted connection between discourse, 

power, knowledge, and ideology. 

 

4.1.2 Thematic Analysis 

As has been shown, TA serves as my method for structuring and extracting meaning 

out of my data. It will thus be presented here. This approach has significantly been 
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shaped by Braun and Clarke (2006). On a basic level, they define it as “a method 

for identifying, analysing and reporting patterns (themes) within data” (ibid., p. 79). 

Themes here are understood as multifaceted entities that help to grasp the deeper 

meaning of the data, while codes only capture small facets (Braun & Clarke, 2020). 

Very important for this study is TA’s flexibility of applying both semantic and la-

tent themes. Where semantic themes capture the meaning of what has been said 

explicitly, latent themes go deeper to trace the underlying assumptions of certain 

statements (Byrne, 2021). In this study, both dimensions are of great significance.   

This flexibility of TA can also be found when it comes to the relationship be-

tween method and theory. As Braun and Clarke (2006) argue, TA can be applied to 

many different theoretical frameworks. Furthermore, it can be used for inductive as 

well as deductive research (Braun & Clarke, 2020). In fact, this project draws on a 

hybrid approach combining inductive and deductive elements to TA (Fereday & 

Muir-Cochrane 2006; Selvam & Collicutt, 2012). Inspired by Selvam and Collicutt 

(2012), I adapted the concept of the Hermeneutic circle (See Figure 2). What this 

means for this study is that discourse theory, coupled with Said’s framework of 

Orientalism, provided me with the initial themes that I wanted to explore. Those 

themes were Orientalism, Knowledge, Ideology. Based on these themes, I devel-

oped initial codes that served as a starting point for the coding process. However, 

this neither denied the possibility to create new codes, nor were those initial codes 

and themes set in stone. As shown in Figure 2, they can be assimilated when the 

researcher discovers new insights in the data.  

This brings me to the next benefit of TA. Braun and Clarke (2006) provide a 

flexible, but simultaneously very clear and transparent methodological guide on 

how to conduct TA. They provide 6 steps that will briefly be mentioned here, before 

being further illustrated in the data analysis section.  

 

1. Familiarizing yourself with your data 

2. Generating initial codes 

3. Searching for themes 

4. Reviewing themes 
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5. Defining and naming themes 

6. Producing the report 

 

Braun and Clarke emphasize that these are guidelines but not strict rules that have 

to be followed precisely. Too much rigidity might negatively influence the research 

outcome because it would not “fit the research questions and data” (ibid., p. 86). 

The following two sections will illustrate how I collected my data and how data 

analysis, according to the framework laid out here, unfolded. 

Figure 2: Hermeneutic Circle (Selvam & Cullicott, 2012, p. 89) 

4.2 Data Collection 

My dataset contains episodes of two of the most popular German debate shows on 

the öffentlich-rechtlicher Rundfunk (German public broadcasting, similar in struc-

ture to the BBC), namely Anne Will and Markus Lanz. Both shows are named after 

their respective hosts. Anne Will, until recently, was the most viewed political de-

bate show on the öffentlich-rechtlicher Rundfunk (she stopped hosting the show at 

the end of 2023). In 2023, the show averaged approximately 3 million views every 

week (FAZ, 2023). It was aired in prime time – 8:15 p.m. every Sunday night on 

the channel ARD. Markus Lanz is aired on the channel ZDF and reaches an audi-

ence of approximately 1.5 million viewers per episode. However, he hosts three 

episodes per week, airing every Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday at 11:15 p.m. 
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I selected those two shows because they are aired on the two biggest channels of 

the öffentlich-rechtlicher Rundfunk.  

The existence of the öffentlich-rechtlicher Rundfunk is anchored to the 

Grundgesetz für die Bundesrepublik Deutschlands (basic law of the federal republic 

of Germany). The concrete guidelines for its operation are regulated through the 

Rundfunkstaatsvertrag, which obligates the channels to educate the viewers by pre-

senting comprehensive news coverage, to oblige to the principles of “objectivity” 

and “impartially” in reporting, and to acknowledge diversity of opinions (§11). This 

is the reason why I chose this sample. Compared to the private media sphere, one 

might expect a more balanced representation of the conflict because it is the self-

proclaimed goal of the öffentlich-rechtlicher Rundfunk to be balanced and impar-

tial. 

Furthermore, both Anne Will and Markus Lanz are well-known public figures 

in the German media landscape, and both have leading politicians, journalists, and 

experts as their guests. Thus, these debate shows offer a promising arena of dis-

course formation, or what Gramsci would call civil society, with high-profile 

guests, who are aware of the reach that this platform provides. Thus, opinions that 

are voiced, and news that are reported on those platforms can be regarded as having 

a substantial impact on public opinion.  

The reason for choosing two different shows was a matter of saturation, rather 

than clearly illustrating differences between both shows. While there are interesting 

research questions to be explored regarding the different styles of the hosts, or the 

atmosphere in the studio, to answer my research questions I very quickly realized 

that it is not significant to explicitly contrast the shows. This is already a noteworthy 

observation, though. Rather, the aim was to minimize potential distortion by not 

exclusively choosing one debate show. 

The episode selection followed a strict criterion. Only episodes that explicitly 

and exclusively dealt with the Israel-Palestine conflict after October 7th were cho-

sen. In the case of Anne Will it was easy because in total she only aired three epi-

sodes on the matter. With Markus Lanz this meant to exclude segments that par-

tially discussed the conflict. While this means I have potentially lost some nuances, 
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it was necessary to keep the scope of this project feasible. Initially, I was afraid that 

I have to set an arbitrary deadline for episodes to be included in the dataset. How-

ever, both shows, after exhaustively reporting on the conflict, stopped discussing it 

at around the same time. The last episode of Anne Will aired on November 12th. 

The last episode of Markus Lanz aired on November 15th. This timeline already 

tells a lot about the creation of the discourse in Germany.  

Applying this criterion led me to gather a dataset of a total of 14 episodes, three 

episodes of Anne Will, and eleven episodes of Markus Lanz. Each Anne Will epi-

sode runs approximately an hour, while each Markus Lanz episode runs around 75 

minutes. The dataset contains 47 guests, plus the two hosts and one pre-recorded 

interview with a Holocaust survivor. Of the 47 guests, six participated in both 

shows. A list of the guests is included in the appendix (III.I). 

 

4.3 Data Analysis  

As shown before, to analyze my dataset, I applied TA. By choosing the data, I did 

already presuppose some theoretical assumptions. By analyzing the spoken word, I 

was already aware that, in a very broad sense, I wanted to do some form of discur-

sive analysis. Hence, the first step of the analysis was accompanied by an intense 

reading of the theoretical literature on discourse. 

According to Braun and Clarke (2006) the first step of TA emphasizes the fa-

miliarization with the data. I divided this process into two steps. Firstly, I watched 

the debate shows chronologically to get an overview of the data I was planning to 

analyze. Afterward, I started the transcription process. This process can be very 

useful to further familiarize oneself with the data (Braun & Clarke, 2006; Byrne, 

2021) It was necessary to be able to process the data with NVivo. I was able to 

download the episodes on the website: https://mediathekviewweb.de. Then I up-

loaded each episode in Transciptor, an AI application to create transcriptions. How-

ever, the outcome was very flawed, so I had to go through each episode in detail in 

order to come up with appropriate transcriptions. This step was immensely valuable 

because it was at this point that I really felt I reached a deep understanding of the 

dataset I was using. The aim of the transcription was to “accurately reproduce the 

https://mediathekviewweb.de/
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semantic content of the talk, but not details of its deliveries” (Clarke & Kitzinger, 

2005, p. 198). Thus, while paying great attention to a precise representation of the 

spoken word, many linguistic details such as accentuation or accompanying ges-

tures were only captured in rare moments. While this might reveal fascinating facets 

of the discourse, it was not the aim of this project.  

After finishing this process, I started with step two, generating initial codes 

(Braun & Clarke, 2006). Codes systematically structure the dataset. They provide 

“succinct, shorthand descriptive or interpretive labels” (Byrne, 2021, p. 1399). As 

has been shown in the TA section, I performed a hybrid approach somewhere be-

tween induction and deduction. Thus, after finishing the readings on theory, I was 

already set on some concepts. After I uploaded the data to NVivo, I started to create 

a codebook. This included the theoretical themes and their sub-themes and codes. 

For example, Orientalism was defined and thus had implications for sub-themes. I 

added the sub-themes The Orient, and The Occident and defined those as well. 

However, it was the data that showed me related codes such as Hamas, and Arab 

population, which are embedded in the sub-theme The Orient. With the initial code-

book at hand, I went through all the episodes chronologically. During this process, 

I developed as many new codes as possible. Furthermore, I added the surrounding 

words and sentences to the content of a code to understand the context, thus making 

the code more transparent (Braun & Clarke, 2006). 

While Braun and Clarke (2006) propose to search for themes as the third step, 

as has been indicated, I already created themes beforehand, based on my theory. 

Hence, step three was merged into step four, namely reviewing themes. While my 

main themes stayed mostly fixed over the research process, sub-themes changed 

significantly. The sub-themes formed the connection between the more data-driven 

codes and the more theory-driven main themes. Here, I tried to put together the 

codes into meaningful groups. Sometimes this worked well with the theoretical 

themes I created in the previous step. In other instances, completely new sub-

themes emerged. A case in point is German Exceptionalism. This sub-theme did 

not arrive from clearly defined theoretical assumptions. I created codes, inspired by 

the data, which – grouped together – portrayed a unique German experience in the 
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perception of and relation to the Israel-Palestine conflict. It was at this stage that I 

renamed, regrouped, or completely deleted codes, sub-themes, and themes. Further-

more, at this stage, I started to think about how the main themes relate to one an-

other and to the dataset.  

The fifth step is called defining and naming themes (ibid.). At this stage, the 

grouping process should be finalized. What elevates this section from the last one 

is the focus on the relation to the final research question(s). Byrne (2021) puts it 

well by stating that “each individual theme and sub-theme is to be expressed in 

relation to both the dataset and the research question(s).” Hence, the aim is to trans-

form the themes into “a coherent and internally consistent account of the data that 

cannot be told by other themes” (ibid., p. 1407). Thus, it is necessary to go back 

into the compiled data of each theme and see if and how they relate to the research 

question(s) and create a narrative to answer it. The following thematic map aims to 

visualize this narrative, which will be laid out later (see Figure 3). It is also at this 

stage that the researcher can finally consider renaming themes or sub-themes, but 

also select extracts which explicitly underline the narrative that will be written 

down in step six. This process resulted in the codebook that is attached to the ap-

pendix (III.II). 

Step six is called producing the report. It includes the final writing of the anal-

ysis, however at the same time it is also a final round of inspection. Thus, the re-

searcher must finally consider the narrative put forward and in which order the 

themes are organized. It is important though, and here the TA and discourse analy-

sis elements come together, that the presentation is supposed to go beyond mere 

description of the data. Thus, extracts must be embedded into an analytical narrative 

that draws on the academic literature on the topic.  
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Figure 3: Thematic Map 

4.4 Positionality 

Applying discourse analysis brings with it ontological and epistemological assump-

tions that have already been touched upon. While I believe that there are events that 

occur outside of discourse, for human beings it is hardly possible to abstract it with-

out attributing meaning to it, and thus distorting this objective reality. Hence, the 

same conclusion is inadvertently true for the researcher. A strength of discourse 

analysis, in my view, lies in its claim to actively embrace its normative nature. As 

Van Dijk argued, discourse analysis “is biased – and proud of it” (Van Dijk, 2001, 

p. 96). Inherent in discourse analysis is a tendency to investigate power structures 

and to reveal patterns of suppression (ibid.). While this is oftentimes used as a crit-

icism of discourse analysis, this is also what makes it so valuable. A proper dis-

course analysis underlies a rigorous process of self-reflection. Hence, it is my obli-

gation to highlight my own positionality towards this research project.  

As someone who grew up in Germany, I am personally very aware of the com-

plicated relationship that many people in this society have, both with the legacy of 

the Holocaust and with the state of Israel. It was hard to realize that my great-
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grandparents were foot soldiers in the war that brought unspeakable suffering to so 

many people. In a way I felt fortunate that I did not meet them in person, they died 

before I was born. Talking about the matter with my grandparents, who were born 

only after Hitler came to power, was a strange experience. Very understandably, 

when they talked about childhood experiences, the famine after the war was over is 

a very significant aspect of their narrative. After all, they were children in a very 

hostile world, I assume this would fundamentally shape anyone’s character. How-

ever, what I found worrisome was that oftentimes there was very little self-critique, 

or critique of their parents. It was no glorification of the Nazis but certainly a nar-

rative of victimization. I found this relatively disturbing, but I also never pushed 

too hard on being a bit more self-critical. In a way, this rejection to me always 

seemed like a defense mechanism to keep the family unit intact, but it also blocked 

the option to really reach the core of the issue. In my own imagination, the state of 

Israel became this romantic place of the redemption for the Jewish people. This 

logic reveals a lot about the problems that are addressed in this paper. Nationalist 

projection of equating the victims of the Holocaust with the state of Israel as well 

as a nationalist self-identification as German are part of the problem that created 

the atrocities of WWII in the first place.  

This unique experience of mine, being an insider of German culture since it is 

the culture in which I grew up on the one hand, and studying the MENA region 

professionally thus, having a much deeper knowledge of it than most Germans on 

the other, coupled with the unimaginable suffering that is taking place on the ground 

in Gaza convinced me that I have to write this thesis on this matter. I have obvious 

biases that I am happy to acknowledge. I do not want to see powerless people suffer. 

This goes for Israelis who were slaughtered at a music festival, but it also goes when 

an entire population gets indiscriminately bombed. However, despite atrocities hav-

ing occurred on both sides any attempt to portray the balance of power as equal, or 

even seeing Israel as the victim in the overall conflict in my opinion is ignorant and 

oblivious at best and intentionally and purposefully distorting the core of the issue 

at worst. Never again is now, and if the German government would be coherent and 
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take this to heart, they would acknowledge that this also means it is now when it is 

Palestinian people who are exposed to the most outrageous crimes.  

 

5. Findings & Analysis 

This section presents the main findings and analysis from the dataset I coded. It 

aims to express the relationship of the themes that are visualized in Figure 3. I chose 

the quotes for this section mainly because of their qualitative force, rather than their 

quantitative appearance in the codes. That does not mean that codes that often ap-

peared in the data are left out, but it was not the main concern. Codes that do not 

have many references are reflected in the quotes too because they can provide val-

uable insights. Despite, or rather because of their rare appearance, they are regarded 

as valuable for this study. Hence, the quality of what the quotes express is much 

more important for this analysis than their quantitative reflection in the codes.  

I start by showing how Orientalism fundamentally shapes how the Israel-Pal-

estine conflict is represented in German civil society, to borrow Gramsci’s term. 

Secondly, I explore the roots of this portrayal. The knowledge that is produced to 

create the Orientalist representation of the conflict only makes sense because it re-

lates to a deeper belief system, or what Gramsci called common sense, inherited by 

the German audience as well as the participants of the debate shows. Both ideology 

and knowledge influence one another to construct meaning of the conflict, thus 

shaping this belief system through discourse. This is a historical process, so in order 

to understand why the discourse in Germany is shaped the way it is, I trace the 

genealogy of the discourse. Firstly, I show how Zionism as a nationalist ideology 

that produces knowledge about the conflict is pervasive in the German discourse. 

Secondly, I illustrate how this is possible because of Germany’s unique belief sys-

tem, highly influenced by its dark past and its self-understanding as a nation. 

 

5.1 Orientalism and the (Mis)Representation of the Conflict 

The aim of this section is to illustrate how the Israel-Palestine conflict after October 

7th is represented in civil society. Both Gramsci (1971) and Smith (2005) emphasize 

the importance of this arena to establish consent. Anne Will’s and Markus Lanz’s 
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shows constitute this arena because it is the arena where the symbolic elites ex-

change ideas. Orientalism serves as the framework, through which it is possible to 

understand the discursive construction of the conflict. It is complemented with 

Smith’s analysis of war narratives. While latent Orientalist misrepresentations of 

the MENA region are deeply embedded in European thinking, it is especially in 

times of the (perceived) apocalypse that they are brought to the surface and take on 

the most visible forms, thus creating a promising time frame for investigation. I 

illustrate how apparent this becomes in the German civil society after October 7th. 

I argue that the symbolic elites framed October 7th as constituting an existential 

threat to Israel, purely driven by barbaric, antisemitic hatred. Consequently, the 

symbolic elites constructed a dichotomy between the barbarian Orient that threatens 

to disrupt the peaceful order that was set up by the enlightened Occident. 

 

5.1.1 “Hell on Earth” 

In both debate shows, October 7th is depicted as an apocalyptic scenario. The Hamas 

attack is framed as constituting an existential threat to Israel. In the first episode of 

Anne Will, spokesman of the IDF Arye Sharuz Shalicar, who was born and raised 

in Germany, sets the stage for the ensuing discussion by stating: 

The country is shocked, me included. I think this 7th of October will accompany me for 

the rest of my life, and not only me, but all of Israel. I would even claim this is the new 

Yom Kippur war for my generation. What I mean is that in 50 years my grandchildren, 

hopefully here in Israel, will hear my stories from this time (Anne Will, 15/10/23). 

In a similar vein, Markus Lanz starts his first episode by interviewing the German 

Israeli policy advisor Melody Sucharewicz.2 She frames the events in the following 

manner:  

It is hell on earth, and unfortunately it is not over yet. […] It is an inferno, it is a bestial 

war of a dimension Israel did not know before, and, I believe, only few Western demo-

cratic countries knew (Markus Lanz, 10/10/23). 

 
2 Born in Munich, she was cast by an Israeli reality TV show to become Israeli ambassador and 

promote Israel’s interests in the world. She is closely linked to the Israeli Hasbara work, however, 

in German public broadcasting she is simply known as an expert on Israel politics (Blumenthal, 

2013). 



 

33 

While Shalicar implicates the fragility of Israel by casting doubt into its existence 

in 50 years from now, Sucharewicz paints a picture of apocalyptic struggle and 

situating Israel in the ingroup of Western democracies. Undoubtedly, the events of 

October 7th were horrific. However, claiming that Hamas constitutes an existential 

threat to Israel is not based on the military realities on the ground, even when con-

sidering the escalation with Hezbollah and Iran. In fact, multiple scholars wrote 

extensively about Israel’s military superiority in former conflicts (e.g. Khalidi, 

2014; Rogan & Shlaim, 2008; Louis & Shlaim, 2012).  

As Smith (2005) shows, this process of exaggerating narratives in times of con-

flict is a well-known phenomenon. The participants reinforce this apocalyptic genre 

on several occasions by connecting it to the Holocaust. On November 12th when 

Israel’s bombing campaign has already turned Gaza City into ruins (Debre, 2023), 

German Israeli entrepreneur Jenny Havemann explains:  

It really feels like we are living in a big disaster, in a big nightmare as many call it, very 

very many Israelis actually compare this to the Holocaust. They say we are living a second 

Holocaust (Anne Will, 12/11/23). 

Similarly, Michael Roth, member of the SPD, summarizes the events by referring 

to the Holocaust:  

What has happened? Israel has experienced the greatest mass murder of Jews since the 

Holocaust, and based on that we have to derive our statements and actions (Markus Lanz, 

11/10/23).  

October 7th is portrayed as another chapter of endless Jewish suffering. If one ar-

gues this to be the case, it leaves no space for nuance in the discourse, especially in 

the country that was responsible for the Holocaust. Hence, it creates a Hegemonic 

discourse that is incontestable. While the Jewish people undoubtedly suffered im-

mensely over centuries of persecution, it is highly problematic to adapt this narra-

tive to the current case. Firstly, it blurs the lines between Israel’s actions as a state 

and Judaism as a religion. Secondly, it completely reverses the power dynamics of 

the conflict. Again, the aim is not to discredit the very real tragedies that occurred 

on October 7th, but to highlight how disconnected from reality this narrative is. The 

issue of Palestinian self-determination has actively been crushed by Israel for over 

100 years (e.g. Pappe, 2006; Khalidi, 2020). By now, the state of Israel controls 
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100% of the land that constituted Palestine under British mandate and commands 

one of the best equipped armies in the world. In 2022 Israelis elected a far-right 

government (McKernan, 2022). This government further escalated violence by car-

rying out Israeli military operations in Palestinian cities, and increasing settlement 

expansion (e.g. Harb, 2023). Consequently, Palestinians respond with more militant 

resistance (e.g. Al-Tahhan, 2023). Hence, both claims of Jewish hatred as the driv-

ing force for the Hamas attack as well as Israel being the party that is facing an 

existential threat are only possible to believe when the conflict gets completely 

stripped of its context.  

The Hegemony of the discourse is reinforced by completely rejecting any con-

text to the Oct. 7th outside the frame of the Holocaust. The viewer is explicitly ad-

monished to be quiet about it. SPD General Secretary Kevin Kühnert states the fol-

lowing: 

You have to let this sink in, the number of Jewish people that were killed by Hamas last 

Saturday is the biggest number of Jews since the end of the Shoa. This is the dimension, 

and, in that context, it is not appropriate to start any ‘yeah, but I don’t like the Israeli 

government’ discussions. This has nothing to do with it. […] All these distractions cannot 

be allowed, and it must be contradicted vehemently in the German public (Markus Lanz, 

10/10/23). 

Denying the political realities in which the attack occurred, while emphasizing the 

antisemitic nature and severity of the attack, serves a concrete goal. As Smith 

(2005) argues, it creates extreme moral polarization. This way, it justifies the retal-

iation campaign that was prepared. If one is facing the apocalypse, there is no al-

ternative to using brute force to endure. SPD politician, Michael Roth, points this 

out well: 

… this is why now is not the time to admonish Israelis, but now we must support Israel in 

crushing Hamas and its infrastructure, a terrorist organization that aims to destroy Israel. 

Everyone must be aware of the fact that this will not go hand in hand with pretty pictures, 

and it is going to be horrendous. But now is the time to make clear that Israel is the victim. 

Under international law, Israel clearly has the right and also the duty to protect its popu-

lation (Markus Lanz, 11/10/23). 

Thus, the apocalyptic narrative of the Holocaust is used to construct a Hegemonic 

discourse to make sure that the German public supports Israel’s actions, no matter 
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how brutal they are going to be. The Hegemonic discourse thus legitimizes the en-

actment of dominance over the Orient. Research shows that this strategy has been 

used in different historical contexts. The discourse literature on the aftermath of 

9/11 explores exactly these strategies in the US discourse to legitimize the invasion 

of Iraq (Jarvis, 2009; Holland, 2013).  

In conclusion, both shows serve as platforms to construct October 7th as an 

apocalyptic event that threatens the existence of the state of Israel. This is achieved 

by portraying it as a continuation of the centuries long persecution of Jewish people, 

which mounted in the Holocaust. By emphasizing this picture, the political realities 

of the Israel-Palestine conflict are completely denied. Framing the conflict this way 

serves the goal of ensuring public support for a brutal retaliation campaign against 

the Palestinian population. The Hegemonic discourse of the apocalypse becomes 

the radical manifestation of a continuous process of dominating the Orient, which 

Said (1978) illustrated decades ago.  

 

5.1.2 The Orient 

As Smith (2005) shows, apocalyptic discourse necessitates a profound moral polar-

ization between the forces of good and the forces of evil. This also reflects the core 

of Said’s argument regarding the construction of Orientalist discourse based on la-

tent assumptions of backwardness and otherness. As has been illustrated in the the-

ory section, a concept like the Occident or the West can only exist in relation to 

another construct, namely the Orient. Extreme moral polarization further underpins 

the distinction and legitimizes the domination over the latter. The following two 

sections dissect this relationship in the German context.  

In the German discourse, Hamas becomes the equivalent of pure evil. The most 

frequently used words that are attributed to Hamas are beasts/bestial, barbari-

ans/barbaric, and inhumane. A statement that captures the radical moral polariza-

tion between Israel and Hamas and the dehumanizing language applied to Hamas 

is expressed by Melody Sucharewicz: 

There is only one thing that counts at the moment, and that is not mourning, not to be 

afraid but to be strong and to look forward and stand behind our army united […] and that 
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they take care of this bestial Islamic Hamas, that really cannot be distinguished from ISIS, 

as you can see from the images that are all over social media, that they would never do 

such a massacre again. […] and that the people all over Israel, the children can sleep safely 

in their beds again, without being afraid of getting dragged out at night by these beasts 

(Markus Lanz, 10/10/23). 

That it is deemed as a useful instrument to draw comparisons between ISIS and 

Hamas in order to demonize Hamas illustrates how profoundly latent Orientalism 

is rooted in Germany. Scholars of social movements will acknowledge that while 

both groups might be considered as offshoots of the Muslim brotherhood in a very 

broad sense, one hardly finds similarities regarding their theology, strategy, or ob-

jectives (e.g. Kaminsky, 2014; Hannase). However, given that Sucharewicz won a 

contest on how to make effective propaganda for Israel, it is fair to assume she 

knows about the importance of language in constructing meaning. Coupling Hamas 

with ISIS only works because it is a manifestation of latent believes about the Orient 

as a homogenous backward place.  

While Sucharewicz is closely linked to Israel’s propaganda network, one might 

think that accomplished journalists offer a more nuanced portrayal of the conflict. 

After all, civil society can potentially be the arena of struggle over meaning. How-

ever, the analysis shows that there is total Hegemony in the discourse on Hamas. 

The representation of Hamas as pure evil was also reproduced repeatedly through 

the spread of disinformation by journalists. A remarkable example of this unfolds 

when ZDF journalist Elmar Theveßen joins Markus Lanz. As correspondent from 

Washington D.C. his job is to present the studio with the latest factual updates on 

the conflict. Theveßen reports: 

When Netanyahu says, what happens now will reverberate over generations, when he yes-

terday told the US president, they acted worse than the ISIS terrorists, and that is why one 

needs to treat them the same way, it triggers a lot of fear. But it is understandable when 

one hears what the office of the prime minister [Netanyahu] revealed that dead bodies of 

babies were found that were beheaded by the terrorists. That is the moment where one 

cannot comprehend anything anymore (Markus Lanz, 11/10/2023). 

When security expert Florence Gaub pushes back by mentioning that she heard that 

the claim of beheaded babies was potentially disinformation, Theveßen doubles 

down by insisting: 
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The office of the prime minister officially confirmed it today, and it was also discussed in 

the United States House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence (ibid.). 

Lanz then reinforces this disinformation by claiming: “It is very good that we do 

the fact-check via America” (ibid.). What Theveßen does is journalistic malpractice 

at best and deliberate deception at worst. He just reiterates the official statements 

of one of the war parties and presents them as facts. Thus, he legitimizes the disin-

formation that was deliberately spread by Israeli officials and repeated by US pres-

ident Joe Biden (Scahill, 2023; Tenbarke & Chen, 2023). The huge disinformation 

campaign that was launched by Israel was not mentioned once (e.g. Marchant de 

Abreu, 2023; Scahill, 2023). This illustrates how knowledge about the Orient is 

reproduced to dominate it. Part of the ingroup – the Israeli and US government – 

claim something about the outgroup – the Orient – and because it matches with 

latent Orientalist presumptions of Theveßen, he willingly and uncritically accepts 

and spreads it.  

The language that has been applied in the German discourse on several occa-

sions leads the hosts and some guests to reassure the audience that they are explic-

itly talking about Hamas and that not all Palestinians are evil. However, the dis-

course around Palestinians at times turns extremely Orientalist and vilifying. Pal-

estinians are repeatedly equated with Arabs as though the whole Arab world is one 

homogenous block. The Arab world is accused of being too emotional and that they 

created a climate in which facts do not matter anymore. This becomes apparent 

during the Al-Ahli Hospital episode in October (Biesecker, 2023). After a rocket 

hit the Al-Ahli Hospital, several news outlets accused Israel of being responsible 

for the attack. Soon afterward, multiple sources started to doubt this accusation. 

When asked by Lanz about the incident and if truth in this conflict still matters, 

ZDF journalist Katrin Eigendorf, who reported live on the ground from Ramallah, 

replies:   

Well, in the Arab world, what we see right now is, that it does not matter anymore when 

I look at the Palestinian side. […] Israel is responsible for everything. The Israeli occupa-

tion is responsible for this awful situation, and if one is not willing to dissociate oneself 

from this narrative, then negotiations are not possible anymore, then rapprochement is not 



 

38 

possible anymore, and I see this as a big problem at the moment (Markus Lanz, 

19/10/2023). 

It is an interesting projection to blame Palestinians for being irrational and emo-

tional, while the German discourse is extremely emotional and polarizing. Denying 

the key role that the Israeli occupation plays in the current crisis is completely de-

tached from the reality on the ground, described both in academic literature and 

reports of NGOs that illustrate how dire the situation in Gaza had been for decades 

(e.g. Chomsky & Pappe, 2010; Pappe, 2017b; Finkelstein, 2014, 2018). Her state-

ment showcases the problem of absolute knowledge claims that both Foucault and 

Said emphasized, though. Knowledge only matters as far as it reaffirms the com-

mon sense of the in-group. Eigendorf further claims: 

This has changed now [uprisings in the West Bank occur now], after this attack on the 

hospital in Gaza, where it now has been revealed that it was a misguided missile from 

Islamic Jihad and not Israel, which is behind it (Markus Lanz, 19/10/2023). 

Until this day, it has not been proven what happened. Both Associated Press and 

Human Rights Watch argued in late November 2023, that it was likely a misguided 

rocket by Islamic Jihad, but that further investigation is needed (Biesecker, 2023; 

Human Rights Watch, 2023). Forensic Architecture, a research agency of the Gold-

smiths University in London, applied a 3D trajectory analysis of the footage of the 

blast and concluded that it was likely an Israeli missile (Forensic Architecture, 

2024). This spread of disinformation in favor of Israel and the demonizing language 

applied to Palestinians and Hamas also highly contests the findings of the only peer-

reviewed study that was conducted on anti-Israeli bias in German media (Neureiter, 

2016). In both instances, journalists produced knowledge to reinforce the Oriental-

ist belief system of the viewer. Hence, the findings rather confirm the literature that 

emphasized the complicity of the media in manufacturing consent to justify domi-

nance over the Orient (Said, 1981; Herman & Chomsky, 1988; DiMaggio, 2015; 

Gendzier, 2016). 

Additionally, the participants repeatedly emphasize to not distinguish between 

Palestinians and Hamas because both are antisemitic. As SPD politician Michael 

Roth expresses: 
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They cannot even acknowledge the awful crime that was committed. And this is why it is 

hard for me to believe that many Palestinians just want to live in peace. I believe, and this 

is the sad thing, they grew up with Israel hatred and antisemitism, are shaped by it. And I 

do not have enough fantasy to imagine turning this generation into human beings that are 

willing to approach [Israelis] with respect and to reconcile in this small region (Markus 

Lanz, 11/10/23). 

Roth’s framing once more reveals how important it is to see the construction of the 

Orient as inherently related to the Occident. The discourse of antisemitism in the 

Orient only becomes potent through projection of the Occident’s antisemitic past 

onto the Orient. 

While Palestinians are portrayed as part of a broader antisemitic Arab mob, 

Hamas is seen as part of a much bigger threat of global Jihad and antisemitism 

which at its core sees Iran as the one who is pulling the strings. When talking about 

a potential Israeli ground invasion, Natalie Amiri, a German Iranian journalist ar-

gues: 

[The ground invasion] will create a lot of pictures of bleeding children. And these pictures 

are new material for Hamas propaganda, this is precisely their calculation, the same goes 

for the Islamic republic of Iran by the way. 

German Israeli Historian Michael Wolffsohn3 then adds: 

Iran, until now, applied a devilishly masterful strategy by moving its puppets. […] We 

also know that Iran helped to shut down Israeli electronics [on Oct. 7th] and that it mobi-

lized Hezbollah (Anne Will, 15/10/23). 

We do not know if Iran helped to shut down Israeli electronics. Rather, it looks like 

Iran was as surprised by the attack as the rest of the world (Landay & Spetalnick, 

2023). Al-Jazeera released a comprehensive reconstruction of the October 7th 

events, in which it showed footage of simple drones that took out radar sensors 

along the border.4 Nonetheless, Wolffsohn and Amiri construct a big conspiracy 

 
3 Wolffsohn is portrayed in Germany as a cold, analytical historian, who is above political bias, 

despite having served in the IDF himself. However, he frequently writes articles for the BILD, Ger-

many’s foremost right-wing newspaper, which is known for its sensationalist and inflammatory re-

porting. While defending Aiwanger (Wolffsohn, 2023), the Bavarian vice prime minister who car-

ried antisemitic leaflets when he went to school, in a piece called “Intifada und Nahostkriege in 

Deutschland und Europa” Wolffsohn smears Palestinians as violent terrorists who not only threaten 

Israel but also Germany (Wolffsohn, 2017). 
4 See Al-Jazeera Investigations: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_0atzea-mPY&ab_chan-

nel=AlJazeeraEnglish (Accessed 23/03/24). Timestamp: 12:47. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_0atzea-mPY&ab_channel=AlJazeeraEnglish
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_0atzea-mPY&ab_channel=AlJazeeraEnglish
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here by immediately involving Iran, who even calculated the photos of bleeding 

children as part of their antisemitic propaganda. The rhetoric that Amiri applies 

bears eerie similarities with Nazi rhetoric, as Reich Minister of Propaganda Joseph 

Goebbels stated in 1941:  

One suddenly has the impression that the Berlin Jewish population consists only of little 

babies whose childish helplessness might move us, or else fragile old ladies. The Jews 

send out the pitiable (Greenwald, 2014). 

In a similar vein, Netanyahu stated in 2014, responding to the international critique 

of Israel’s war in Gaza:  

They want to pile up as many civilian dead as they can. They use telegenically dead Pal-

estinians for their cause (ibid.). 

This rhetoric reduces Palestinian children to no more than objects of propaganda, 

thus having an extremely dehumanizing effect. While 40 supposedly beheaded Is-

raeli babies let one lose faith in humanity, bleeding Palestinian children are a nec-

essary sacrifice for the fight against evil, for which only Hamas and Iran are re-

sponsible. 

To sum up, the Orient is constructed as a barbaric region, in which Hamas is 

the personified evil. By dehumanizing Hamas, the symbolic elites also blur the lines 

towards Palestinians and Arabs in general. Palestinians are inescapable victims at 

best and complicit in the attacks at worst, reaffirming the findings of Wang (2017). 

Furthermore, Hamas is part of a broader geopolitical context of terror states and 

organizations which are led by Iran. While this portrayal of the Orient already re-

vealed a lot about the implicit self-perception of the Occident, the following section 

pays closer attention to the explicit portrayal of the Occident in contrast to the Ori-

ent. 

 

5.1.3 The Occident  

In the apocalyptic discourse outlined above, Israel inhabits the role of the righteous 

hero who is existentially threatened by a “bestial” enemy. In order to endure, Israel 
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has to show strength. This is exactly the narrative that is expressed by Ahmad 

Mansour5: 

This [Oct 7th] will change our understanding of multiculturalism. […] The Middle East 

works differently, there is a different mentality. If Israel shows signs of weakness, if it is 

not able to reach its expressed goals, to destroy Gaza, it will be eaten (Markus Lanz, 

11/10/23). 

Here, one can also already notice how Israel is perceived as being a part of the 

Occident. Israel is on the front lines in the battle against the barbarian enemy. In a 

way, Mansour manages to bridge the gap between manifest and latent Orientalism. 

In his speech acts, the latent Orientalism that is oftentimes difficult to detect mani-

fests itself directly in his expression about the otherness and savagery of the Orient.  

This is exactly what Israel is not. In the Hegemonic discourse, Israel is depicted 

by emphasizing its moral virtue as being the only democratic country in a region of 

despotism. As vice chancellor Robert Habeck, a member of the Green party, notes: 

I mean, Israel, and this is what makes this state so special, is the only democracy in the 

region […] And for me, it is clear that Israel has to decide for itself how it will restore its 

security, and Germany must support it (Markus Lanz, 01/11/23). 

Israel’s security is the priority since it supposedly faces an existential threat. As 

historian Khalidi (2013) argues: “it takes precedence over virtually everything else” 

(p. X). On the other hand, the security concerns of the Palestinians are not consid-

ered at all, despite living under a military occupation and being stripped of the most 

basic human rights (ibid.). They are rather perceived as part of the existential threat 

that Israel faces. Similarly, the discourse about Israel’s security completely ex-

cludes the security concerns of the countries who are greatly destabilized by Israeli 

policy, such as Lebanon (e.g. Khalidi, 2014). Hence, as Said argues, the Orient only 

exists as far as it concerns Western interests.  

 
5 Being of Palestinian origin, he was raised in Israel. For over a decade, he has been viewed in the 

German public as an accomplished expert on Islam. However, he made a name for himself by 

spreading extremely anti-Muslim talking points. In a Haaretz interview, when asked if he agrees 

with Yaron London, who said that all Arabs are savages, he stated: “I’d tell him some Arabs are 

savages and some aren’t […] Let’s define ‘savage.’ I think mainstream Arabs have huge problems 

with democracy and everything connected to human rights. There are problems of violence that are 

related to culture” (Rozovsky, 2019). He is an influential figure in German policy initiatives towards 

Islamism and towards integration initiatives in general, while working for right-wing think tanks 

such as the Conrad-Adenauer-Stiftung (Bridge Initiative Team, 2020). 
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The emphasis on supporting Israel’s security establishes it as part of the Occi-

dent. This is amplified through the German emphasis on Israel’s security as raison 

d’etat, a concept that Angela Merkel established in her Knesset speech of 2008. 

Habeck, among many other guests, reaffirms this commitment: 

The security of Israel is one of the principles of this republic, as one would say a necessary 

condition for a democracy is the right of freedom of speech, free press, right to vote, this 

is how it is meant. Raison d’etat means that the security of Israel is part of the democratic 

identity of this republic (Markus Lanz, 01/11/2023). 

Leaving aside the irony of emphasizing the rights of freedom of speech and press 

while Germany is cracking down on Palestinian voices and protests (Marsh, 2023; 

DW, 2024), here it becomes clear how deeply rooted German support and solidarity 

for Israel is. Israel’s security is equated with Germany’s security. 

Furthermore, the German discourse reveals a very critical attitude towards the 

EU. While German politicians (leaving aside far-right nationalists) have continu-

ously emphasized the importance of European integration and multilateralism (Gas-

karth & Oppermann, 2021), many guests express frustration about the EU’s posi-

tion on the conflict. FDP politician Strack-Zimmermann complains: 

It would have been a great chance for the Europeans, especially because it is repeated time 

and again, we stand with Israel, not only Germany, and it is almost tragic in such a mo-

ment, that the German president of the EU commission Mrs. von der Leyen – who un-

doubtedly is close to Israel since she was German defense minister – argued with the pres-

ident of the European Council Michel, what the right path is. It would have been the 

chance for Europe to get involved in the conflict in a positive way (Markus Lanz, 

19/10/23). 

Germany is a country that significantly influences European policy. Being an influ-

ential European actor, it is no wonder that the emphasis of a European identity is 

held high by German politicians. However, as Said argues, neither Orient nor Oc-

cident are given entities. The discourse on the EU reveals the fragility of a dominant 

Occident. The disagreement within the EU is perceived as a missed opportunity to 

further strengthen the domination of the Orient.  

Consequently, the Hegemony of the Orientalist discourse must be reinforced. 

This happens by emphasizing the relationship towards the US. The US is perceived 
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as the role model for the Occident. They embody the virtues that are lacking in 

Europe. As SPD politician Roth states: 

I really want to show the big difference between US politicians and European politicians. 

The USA is the oldest, longest, and most loyal ally of Israel. The Israeli security is essen-

tially reliant on continuous US support. […] The EU is completely irrelevant in this con-

flict because it is divided. […] I would recommend the German policy, and I think the 

government does that very well, very wise, together with the USA to keep up the dialog 

with Israel’s neighbors (Markus Lanz, 14/11/2023). 

The US constitutes the virtuous, faithful ally to Israel. This is no surprise given the 

long history of US military aid towards Israel (Masters & Merrow, 2024). The US 

is furthermore applauded for its current geopolitical influence and military might. 

As Sucharewicz argues:  

His [Biden’s] signal, his message towards Iran was one syllable, that probably was more 

effective than 20 presidential speeches, and this syllable was ‘don’t! Just don’t!’ And when 

this ‘just don’t’ would be reaffirmed from Germany, and all of Europe […] it will have a 

direct impact (Markus Lanz, 10/10/23). 

Both quotes illustrate how the Occident, most forcefully through the US, aims to 

dominate the Orient. Firstly, the framing of ‘Israel’s neighbor’ reduces the exist-

ence of states of the region as only important as far as their relationship with Israel 

is concerned. An existence outside this relationship is denied. This is further ex-

pressed in the statement ‘just don’t’. Iran and Hezbollah are simply commanded to 

stay out of the conflict. Their demands and grievances are invalidated, and they are 

simply instructed to not act on their own accord, like a grounded child.  

To conclude, in the Hegemonic discourse of the debate shows Israel is por-

trayed as the righteous, innocent victim that is clearly a part of what Said calls the 

Occident. In Germany, Israel is understood as being part of the German raison 

d’etat. That means that Israel’s security is an essential tenet of the German state. 

The EU is viewed critically because of the lack of consent within its member states, 

thus lessening the power of the Orientalist discourse. In contrast, the US is por-

trayed as a clear leader of the Occident with a long history of support for Israel and 

the military might to influence geopolitics in the MENA region and thus to enforce 

dominance over the Orient.  
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5.2. Knowledge and the Ideological Foundations of the Orientalist Dis-

course in Germany 

While the previous sections illustrated how the Orientalist discourse is constructed 

in the debate shows, the following two sections aim to explore the ideological roots 

that make this discourse possible. Except for Sanz Sabido (2015) none of the studies 

on media representation of the Israel-Palestine conflict seriously took into consid-

eration the historical context or, as Foucault framed it, the genealogy that created 

this discourse in the first place. The Orientalist discourse that I portrayed did not 

start on October 7th. It is Hegemonic because it makes sense in the context of exist-

ing knowledge and ideology of those who participate in the discourse. As has been 

shown in the theoretical framework of this study, knowledge and ideology are in-

herently interlinked. They constitute what Gramsci called common sense. 

Knowledge and ideology reproduce one another and potentially create a powerful 

discourse, in this case the German discourse about the Orient. The following two 

sections aim to explore this process. 

 

5.2.1 Zionist Narratives and the History of the Conflict 

In the context of Palestine, dominance over the Orient is deeply linked to Zionist 

ideology. What the West knows about Palestine is fundamentally shaped by Zionist 

narratives. This is reflected in the guest selection of both shows. There were only 

two guests of Palestinian origins invited, while Zionist and Israeli guests and argu-

ments were omnipresent. The data analysis shows that Zionism plays an integral 

part in the creation of knowledge about the Israel-Palestine conflict. I illustrate that 

by analyzing how the history of the Israel-Palestine conflict is constructed in the 

German discourse. 

Zionism here is regarded as a nationalist ideology. Despite the religious as well 

as socialist aura of romanticism that surrounds Zionism, it has always been viewed 

by the builders of the state of Israel as an ideology that discursively underpins the 

necessity to build a Jewish nation in the land of Palestine. This has been demon-

strated by the Israeli scholar Zeev Sternhell (1998), who explores the roots of Zi-

onism in his book The Founding Myths of Israel.  
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The period prior to 1948 is represented in the German discourse only once, 

presented by the German diplomat Andreas Reinecke. It is worth showing the 

whole extract. After arguing that there are two narratives, one starting with the de-

struction of the second Jewish temple in 60 CE, he highlights the second narrative: 

One can say the Jewish settlement started, the Aliyah of Jews from Europe, by the way in 

the age of antisemitism, of growing antisemitism in the second half of the 19th century in 

Russia, in Germany, in France, Dreyfus affair, pogroms, the first Jews arrived there, when 

in the age of nation-state building also Theodor Herzl, the first to shape the ideology of 

Zionism in his book ‘Der Judenstaat’, who by the way wanted a democratic Jewish state 

for all groups [Lanz interrupts] that evolved the first settlers bought land. It was bad over-

priced land from Arab landowners in Damascus, and they settled with Kibbutzim, a so-

cialist orientation. That increased during WWI. Then the first pogroms started, Hebron 

1929, this increased, pogroms of Arabs against Jews in Hebron, then the Third Reich, 

more immigrants, in the 40s they [Jewish population] became bigger, Britain was the man-

date power, told by the League of Nations to administer the area after the fall of the Otto-

man Empire, tried to mediate between the new Jewish immigrants, Israel did not exist 

then, and the Palestinians. This failed and after WWII they asked the United Nations for 

help and said: “Solve the problem”.  And back in the day there were two models, one joint 

state and the other was a partition plan, which was accepted by the UN […] (Markus Lanz, 

14/11/23). 

This distorted and superficial knowledge production is the entire context that the 

audience gets to know. The indigenous Palestinians only exist in as far as they in-

teract with the Zionist settlers. They are merely obstacles, and responsible for the 

“Arab” pogroms, again drawing on the Orientalist trope of a homogenous Arab 

mass. The existence of an indigenous culture and a nationalist movement that by 

1929 was already disillusioned with the Zionist project because of the expropriation 

of Palestinian land, increasing labor discrimination in the emerging economy and 

the Zionists’ expressed goal to build a Jewish nation in the Palestinian homeland 

finds no mention (Lockman 2012; Khalidi, 2020; Allen, 2021).  

This would contradict the mystical aura surrounding the Zionist pioneers, who 

managed to create the state out of an empty land. By producing knowledge about 

this important chapter in the history of the conflict this way, Reinecke reinforces 

one of the key tenets of Zionism, expressed in the popular slogan ‘A land without 

a people for a people without a land’. Knowledge about Palestinian culture is 
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completely sidelined. The denial of Palestinian existence has been expressed by 

Israeli officials and Western elites ever since the inception of the state of Israel. 

Take Golda Meir, former Israeli prime minister, who stated in 1969 “there were no 

such thing as a Palestinian people… they did not exist” (Khalidi, 2020, p. 105). 

This claim has further been enforced by the works of pseudo academics, such as 

Joan Peters. In her infamous book From Time Immemorial (1984), she argues 

against a Palestinian claim to the land because they are not indigenous (Said, 1988; 

Finkelstein 1988). Zionist ideology thus has produced a body of knowledge about 

the Palestinians or their absence that is still present in the German Orientalist dis-

course.  

The denial of Palestinian existence also becomes visible in the discourse 

around the events of 1948. After Reinecke summarized the pre-state history, 

Markus Lanz directs the conversation towards the mass expulsion of the Palestini-

ans and shows photos of the fleeing Palestinians in 1948. Reinecke immediately 

rejects this narrative by reacting to the photos: 

Well, of course this was the flight or the expulsion of the initial Palestinian population, 

but to be honest I only want to engage in this debate to a certain limit. I can understand it 

[the debate] because we obviously have the opposite pictures of the Israelis, who, nearly 

starved, came out of the concentration camps in Germany to Israel, and we are not com-

pletely innocent in this case, to put it casually (Markus Lanz, 14/11/23). 

Palestinian suffering immediately must be relativized by referring to the Holocaust, 

thus making both parties equally the victims. Maybe it would be a reasonable com-

parison if Palestinians were responsible for the pictures of starved Jews. However, 

Germany has been responsible for these pictures. The Palestinians did have nothing 

to do with it, despite conspiracies uttered by Netanyahu, who claimed that the Grand 

Mufti of Jerusalem convinced Hitler to exterminate the Jews (Beaumont, 2015). 

They faced a threat by an entity that was in Palestine long before the Holocaust. 

Reinecke continues by pointing out the supposed uncertainty about what happened 

in 1948: 

Here we see pictures of Arabs and Palestinians who left their country, some fled, some 

were expelled it differs from case to case, here we actually have two narratives, and both 

are legitimate (Markus Lanz, 14/11/23).  
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The portrayed ambiguity about the Palestinians leaving on their own will very much 

reflect on what was already shown in the literature review in the context of the US, 

regarding the discrepancy of academic and popular knowledge (Massad, 2005; 

Gendzier, 2016). It was the Israeli historian Benny Morris (1987), who evaporated 

these arguments by systematically mapping the intentional expulsion of the Pales-

tinian population to establish a state with a Jewish majority, after Israel declassified 

the military documents of 1948. Forced transfer was state policy, an idea that all 

major Zionist pioneers have embraced, from Theodor Herzl to David Ben-Gurion 

and Zeev Jabotinsky. In the words of Ben-Gurion, writing to his son in response to 

the partition recommendation by the Peel commission in 1938: 

We must expel Arabs and take their places… and if we have to use force - not to dispossess 

the Arabs of the Negev and Transjordan, but to guarantee our own right to settle in those 

places - then we have force at our disposal (Morris, 1987, p. 25). 

The letter furthermore showcases Ben-Gurion’s discontent with the British partition 

plan, emphasizing: 

 [A] Jewish state in part [of Palestine] is not an end, but a beginning.... […] Establishing 

a [small] state... will serve as a very potent lever in our historical efforts to redeem the 

whole country (Morris, 2001, p. 138).  

According to Morris, both Chaim Weizmann and David Ben-Gurion saw the pro-

posal by the Peel commission “as a stepping stone to further expansion and the 

eventual takeover of the whole” (ibid.). However, knowledge is not necessarily im-

portant in its relation to presented evidence, but rather to the extent that it matches 

the common sense of the community. Zionism impacted the knowledge production 

of the conflict for a long time in Germany, hence arguments like Benny Morris’s 

are completely absent in both debate shows.  

Zionist ideology becomes further apparent in the discourse surrounding the 

Six-Day-War of 1967. Historian Michael Wolffsohn, who himself served in the IDF 

and was stationed in the newly occupied West Bank in 1967, captures this sentiment 

well: 

Wolffsohn: There was, after the Six-Day War in 1967 [a feeling of] tremendous liberation 

from the Jewish Israeli point of view, because one feared the second Holocaust, the de-

struction of the Jewish state, which, thank God, did not happen. 

Lanz: … And which [Israel] was attacked right after its foundation… 
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Wolffsohn: Correct, and right before the Six-Day War the destruction seemed close at 

hand again, if not of the Jewish people, certainly of the Jewish state. The result is well 

known, Israel won, and I was one of the first occupiers, and we roamed through Ramallah, 

whistling Israeli songs. […] On the one hand the big relief, no, the state has not been 

destroyed, on the other hand, the suffering. It was the big question to solve this dilemma, 

and there were many opportunities that I do not want to dive into now. But they existed 

[…] and it is the tragedy of the Palestinian people that its leadership did not take them 

(Markus Lanz, 31/10/23).  

Firstly, viewing the situation prior to the war as a threat of the dimensions of the 

Holocaust is questionable at best. Nonetheless, the claim of the inevitability of the 

1967 war is deeply ingrained into Zionism and hence, into the German discourse. 

Both Tom Segev (2005) and Avi Shlaim (2012), renowned Israeli historians, con-

tested this notion by quoting US president Lyndon B. Johnson who told Israeli For-

eign minister Abba Eban that it was the unanimous view of US military experts that 

Egypt will not attack Israel, and if it would, the Israelis “would whip the hell out of 

them” (Segev, p. 265; Shlaim, p. 34). Again, one traces a big discrepancy between 

Orientalist common sense and critical academic knowledge production (Massad, 

2005; Gendzier, 2016). 

This narrative of existential threat serves the goal to defuse the issue of the 

subsequent occupation and to paint the picture of Israel’s drive for peaceful coex-

istence with the Palestinians. Researcher Guido Steinberg6 claims: 

Israel was never a colonizer […] it is an antisemitic narrative, that many people in the 

Arab states, people on the left, believe, because Israel never voluntarily took on this role, 

it is just a state that wants to exist. There are people, Jewish people, who of course need a 

refuge. 

Lanz then reinforces this narrative by stating: 

In this context, the dimensions are very interesting. So, this tiny country Israel of not even 

9 million people, surrounded by approximately 500 million Arabs (Markus Lanz, 

31/10/23).  

 
6 Guido Steinberg is a researcher of the government funded research institute Stiftung Wissenschaft 

und Politik (SWP). See his research profile: https://www.swp-berlin.org/wissenschaftler-in/guido-

steinberg. In his articles, he consistently argues for Islamic fundamentalism being the root cause of 

problems within the MENA region as well as between the West and the MENA region. Colonial 

history or continuous interference mainly by the US are sidenotes at best. 

https://www.swp-berlin.org/wissenschaftler-in/guido-steinberg
https://www.swp-berlin.org/wissenschaftler-in/guido-steinberg
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Steinberg, who is described by the hosts as an expert on the conflict, does not even 

problematize the occupation. In line with Wolffsohn, Steinberg views the occupa-

tion as a logical consequence of Arab aggression, which Israel could have impossi-

bly avoided. However, if one believes the assumption that Egypt constituted an ex-

istential threat to Israel, it still does not answer the question of why it was deemed 

necessary to occupy a territory that was more than three times its initial size. De-

spite Wolffsohn’s vague claims of Israeli offers to settle the conflict, it seemed like 

the only kind of settlement Israel was interested in at the time were the ones estab-

lished on the ground of the occupied territories – as was the case in the Golan 

heights only one month after the war, and in the West Bank in September 1967 

(Raz, 2015). In fact, the Israeli cabinet meetings of June 1967 ended with a resolu-

tion to exclude the West Bank and Gaza from future peace talks (Pappe, 2011). This 

attitude is in line with the tenor of former defense minister Moshe Dayan, who pro-

claimed on the third day of war: “We returned to our most holy places; we have 

returned and we shall never leave them” (Raz, 2015, p. 3).  

These statements reveal how deeply intertwined Orientalist knowledge produc-

tion and Zionist ideology are. Both Wolffsohn and Steinberg, accomplished re-

searchers on the MENA region, produce a body of manifest Orientalist knowledge. 

Because latent Orientalism led Lanz to internalize that Arabs are a scary monolith, 

he reinforces the knowledge provided by Wolffsohn and Steinberg. However, 

Steinberg and Wolffsohn themselves are deeply influenced by a discourse that has 

existed for decades, as can be seen in statements by Ben-Gurion, Meir and Dayan. 

The authority that both researchers enjoy illustrates Foucault’s notion of the power 

of discourse. The genealogy of the Zionist Orientalist discourse created their career 

options in the first place, which they now reinforce as authoritative figures on the 

conflict. They create what Gramsci called common sense.  

The Hegemony of Zionist ideology also becomes apparent in the German dis-

course about Gaza after 2005. It is again Michael Wolffsohn who claims:  

There were so many political opportunities for the Gaza Strip, and I think we should focus 

on that. All we see right now, including the Palestinian victims we see, and legitimately 

feeling compassionate about, has a cause. And without holding a history lecture, it can be 

traced back to 2007. Israel completely pulled out of the Gaza Strip. There is not a single 
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Jewish settler in the Gaza Strip. There existed programs that aimed, already in 1993 in the 

context of the Oslo accords […], to transform the Gaza Strip into the Singapore or the 

Hongkong of the Middle East. The investors stood in line (Anne Will, 15/10/23).  

This framing is extremely cynical and misleading. It is hard to believe that it is 

unintentional when it comes from someone who has profound knowledge on the 

matter. Especially, when he states right afterward:  

You can do it [defeat Hamas] more elegantly, for example by completely cutting off the 

Gaza Strip’s supply of water, no medical supplies, no food and so forth (ibid.). 

His reflection on Gaza after 2005 completely ignores the reality that Israel never 

loosened its total blockade on Gaza, which lead most international organizations to 

still consider Gaza as occupied (e.g. Human Rights Watch, 2006; Amnesty Interna-

tional, 2010). He also fails to highlight that the blockade was used intentionally to 

pressure Hamas by controlling Gazans’ access to food. In the words of former Is-

raeli government advisor Dov Weissglass: “The idea is to put the Palestinians on a 

diet, but not to make them die of hunger” (BBC, 2012).  Nor does he acknowledge 

Israel’s violations of ceasefires with Hamas and its systematic bombing campaigns, 

dubbed as “mowing the grass” (Benn, 2024). 

What is emphasized repeatedly, is Hamas’ responsibility for the situation in 

Gaza, because of its apparent disposition to antisemitism and violence, thus legiti-

mizing any means necessary to defeat them. Here one can trace another connection 

of Orientalism and Zionism in its form of post 9/11 Islamophobia. This Orientalist 

knowledge manifests itself in the German discourse through former member of the 

German intelligence service Gerhard Conrad: 

The use of human shields can be derived from Islamist or Jihadi principles. The holy war, 

for the liberation of the holy soil, as you know, this explains the connection to Al-Aqsa, 

[…] to liberate it from non-Muslims. On top of that you have the crusades alliteration [sic] 

and the old references to the era of Muhammad, the victory of the Jews of Khaybar… 

Anne Will then pushes back a little bit by emphasizing that “now we are debating 

the present”, Conrad however insists: 

No, no, no, no, Khaybar, that is very important, this attitude, you know? This is exactly 

the dilemma, and not only with Hamas. This attitude is, as it is said, God with us, namely, 

the obligation of Muslims as individual duty to fight the Jihad, and this also goes for 

women, children and the elderly, who then sacrifice their lives for the Jihad. And this is 
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how it is sold by Hamas. And against this it is impossible to reason with common sense 

and appeals (Anne Will, 15/10/23). 

Firstly, the human shield narrative is contestable. Amnesty International reports on 

former conflicts between Israel and Hamas show no indication that Hamas had been 

using human shields (e.g. Amnesty International, 2009; 2014). But even if Hamas 

is using its population as human shields, it would not justify indiscriminate use of 

force in order to destroy Hamas.  

More importantly though, narrowing down the violence in the Israel-Palestine 

conflict to ancient Islamic stories is oversimplifying at least. However, it is pre-

cisely the kind of Orientalist discourse that detaches the current atrocities of Octo-

ber 7th from any material conditions in Gaza or the historical context of the conflict 

and finds the cause in Islamic radicalism. Again, it works because it grows out of a 

long trajectory of latent Orientalism. For a long time, this latent Orientalism has 

been reinforced by Zionist ideology. It was none other than Benjamin Netanyahu, 

who states in his essay collection Terrorism: How the West can win from 1987:  

The root cause of terrorism lies not in grievances but in a disposition toward unbridled 

violence. This can be traced to a world view which asserts that certain ideological and 

religious goals justify, indeed demand, the shedding of all moral inhibitions (cited in Said, 

1987, p. 199). 

Needless to say, that those who inherit a disposition to violence are not Jewish set-

tlers but Arab Muslims. It is needless to say because the mind that has internalized 

the Orientalist discourse knows that Netanyahu is right when he states that the Ar-

abs have “a disposition toward unbridled violence”. Thus, his statement well ex-

presses the power that that Zionist discourse on Israel-Palestine inherits because it 

draws on the Orientalist knowledge that the West started to produce centuries ago 

in order to dominate it. Zionism thus, as Hall (1982) states, warranted itself in “and 

selectively reproduced the common stock of knowledge in society” (ibid., p. 73). 

To sum up, Zionist ideology is prevalent and uncontested in German public 

discourse. By drawing on Orientalist tropes, it greatly influenced the knowledge 

production about the history of the conflict. It is expressed in the neglection of an 

indigenous culture prior to 1948, in the portrayal of 1948 as events in which both 

Israelis and Palestinians were the victims, as well as in the emphasis on Israel’s 
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peaceful nature surrounded by a mighty, homogenous enemy. Furthermore, Zionist 

narratives of the Islamic threat take on a symbiosis with Orientalist perceptions of 

terrorism who are so dominant in Western discourse, especially since 9/11. 

 

5.2.2 German Exceptionalism  

It has been explored by now that the symbolic elites in Germany create a Hege-

monic discourse about the events that were unfolding after October 7th that shows 

clear patterns of latent Orientalism when it is talked about Israel/Palestine. This 

discourse is based on knowledge that is highly affected by Zionist ideology. This 

section explores why Zionism enjoys literally uncontested Hegemony in the Ger-

man discourse. It investigates the unique German ideology that I characterize as 

German Exceptionalism. A statement that perfectly captures this ideology is voiced 

by Michael Roth:  

We cannot hide behind empty phrases now. Germany, against the background of its his-

tory, gave a promise. For us, the right for Israel to exist within secure borders, in freedom 

is a raison d’etat (Markus Lanz, 11/10/23). 

Firstly, Roth clearly expresses a strong nationalistic worldview. Both Germany’s 

and Israel’s characteristics as a nation are stressed. Secondly, he expresses a clear 

sense of righteousness for giving this promise to Israel. Because “we (the German 

people)” gave that promise, “we” are the virtuous people. Thirdly, this evokes a 

sense of pride. Because “we” gave this promise we can feel good again about being 

German. As will be shown, this ideology has a lineage back to Germany’s dark past 

and drives a Hegemonic discourse that is by no means as virtuous as Roth wants to 

sell it.  

It is no surprise that Germany’s relationship with Israel is deeply influenced by 

its legacy of the Holocaust. However, this legacy of and responsibility for the Hol-

ocaust is framed in an incredibly nationalistic way. Salvation can only be attained 

by unapologetically supporting the nation-state of Israel. Vice chancellor Robert 

Habeck expresses this as follows: 

If it is the position of the Israeli government [to bomb Gaza], who is the political repre-

sentative of Israel, or the majority of the Jews, we will support that (Markus Lanz 

01/11/23). 
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This discourse, however, leads to a very troubling consequence. It completely blurs 

the lines between Judaism and Zionism. In the German discourse, Jewish people 

and Israelis are often conflated. In a sense, Habeck’s comment can be regarded as 

antisemitic. Besides it being factually wrong, it assumes a homogenous Jewish peo-

ple and indicates that all the Jewish people are connected to the actions of the Israeli 

state. To understand why this discourse became so powerful, it is necessary to un-

derstand its genealogy, as Foucault argues.  

In 1952 the Federal Republic of Germany signed a reparations agreement with 

the state of Israel. This must be understood in the context of two important and 

interconnected factors that drove Germany after WWII. At this time, nationalist, 

imperial ideology was profoundly ingrained in the mindset of the German people 

and politicians alike (Friedrichsmeyer et al., 1998). It was the era of nations and 

empires. A great nation constitutes a great culture and, in reverse, if one constitutes 

a people without a culture one is destined to be dominated and ruled as subaltern to 

Western civilization (Braach-Maksvytis, 2011). In that regard, as was also the case 

after WWI, German discourse presented the loss of WWII mainly as a humiliation 

for the great nation it was destined to be. This was well expressed by then-chancel-

lor Conrad Adenauer, when introducing the reparations agreement to the German 

parliament in 1953: 

The name of our fatherland must regain the esteem appropriate to the historic accomplish-

ment of the German people in culture and economic matters (ibid., p. 299).  

Rather than expressing sincere guilt and regret for the crimes committed by the 

German people during WWII, Adenauer seems to have been more concerned with 

Germany’s standing in the international community. Approaching Israel served this 

goal. Of course, if one believes in the division of humanity into great nations and 

those who are dominated by them, it is plausible to support the project that claims 

to establish the Jewish nation. Hence, it also becomes more understandable why 

Zionism has such a dominant impact in the German discourse. Zionism feeds on 

the imagination of nationalists. Equally, it becomes apparent why there was no sym-

pathy for Palestinians. After all, their existence is barely acknowledged, certainly 

they do not constitute a nation.  
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In line with that, German society in 1952 was deeply permeated with Nazis. 

When the Allied Military Government transferred the authority to trial Nazi crimi-

nals to the German courts, the number of convictions steeply declined from 5006 

under the Allies, to “809 in 1950, 123 in 1953, and only 44 in 1954” (Clark, 1999, 

p. 122). Committed Nazis could be found in all spheres of German society, includ-

ing the courts and in Adenauer’s inner circle. Hans Globke, the head of the German 

Chancellery, worked on the drafts of the infamous Nuremberg Laws, just to take 

one example (Lommatzsch, 2003). In such an environment, it is hard to assume a 

heartfelt guilt about the crimes that were committed. Adenauer himself said in an 

interview after his time in office in 1965:  

We had done to the Jews so much injustice, committed such crimes against them, that 

somehow these had to be expiated or repaired, if we were at all to regain our standing 

under the nations of the earth. Furthermore, the power of the Jews even today, especially 

in America, should not be underestimated (Adenauer 1965).7 

While again emphasizing the importance of Germany’s standing as a great nation, 

his framing of “the power of the Jews”, certainly in the German language, resem-

bles antisemitic conspiracies of a world Jewry that secretly dominates the world. 

What he basically expresses is: “If we are not nice to Israel, we will suffer under 

the power of the Jews.” Hence, antisemitic nationalism merged with the knowledge 

about the atrocities committed by the Nazis. By promoting Zionism, one’s own na-

tional identity could be restored. Hence, Zionism and German Exceptionalism con-

stitute what Gramsci (1971) framed as “historically organic ideologies” (ibid. p. 

376). They stand in a symbiotic relationship. 

However, critical reflection about this trajectory is completely absent in the 

German discourse. German Exceptionalism formed a Hegemonic discourse by con-

structing a sense of righteousness and moral superiority. Righteousness by assum-

ing to do the right thing in unapologetically supporting Israel, and moral superiority 

 
7 The whole interview is available with English subtitles on YouTube: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=90EVIH4KZsc&ab_channel=LeoDietrich (Accessed: 

13/14/2024). 

It captures the mindset of the time very well, especially the over emphasis of the Germans as a na-

tion and Adenauer’s concern with the effect the Holocaust had on the German nation rather than 

the Jewish people. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=90EVIH4KZsc&ab_channel=LeoDietrich
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by assuming the Arab world has yet to learn the lesson that “we” have internalized 

so admirably. This narrative is well expressed by Markus Lanz:  

When you listen to Omid Nouripour, head of the Green party, who grew up in Tehran, he 

says ‘every morning the death of Israel was sworn, this was my upbringing, I never learned 

anything about the Holocaust or history [in general], and it was this country [Germany] 

that showed me, there is another dimension to it, and this is what we should talk about’, 

and that is why he said we have to talk about imported antisemitism (Markus Lanz, 

31/10/23). 

To claim that Germany is the moral nation that needs to teach the antisemites from 

the Orient about antisemitism, while right-wing antisemitism and Holocaust denial 

are huge problems within German society, is incredibly arrogant and ignorant (e.g. 

BBC, 2020). However, it perfectly illustrates the powerful dynamics between Na-

tionalism and Orientalism, which fundamentally shaped what is nowadays per-

ceived as common sense in the German discourse. 

The latent Orientalism that is so embedded in the German discourse really 

comes to the surface when Melanie Amann, a journalist for Der Spiegel, talks about 

the issue of “imported antisemitism” in German schools: 

In principle, it’s Muslim, mostly boys and girls of Arab origin, who tell them [the teacher]: 

‘You have no idea. You just listen to Western media; there the conflict is totally misrep-

resented. We have family down there; they tell us how it really is.’ How do you break 

through this? Because you have the credibility of Auntie, Uncle, Grandma, Grandpa, so at 

what point do you teach the facts? The teachers get interrupted by horror stories about 

Israel, about killed babies. Instead, now it was Hamas who killed babies. […] When it 

comes to the Middle East conflict we are lacking a modern pedagogic concept, it lacks a 

targeted address, because it aims at children from German families, who already come 

from a different [non-Muslim] background, where the parents ideally already exemplify 

certain values about this topic, and those are not exemplified to these [migrant] children 

(Markus Lanz, 17/10/23).  

Guido Steinberg reinforces this perceived problem by claiming: 

And if you have to deal with families in which anti-Israel attitudes and [anti] Jewish ha-

tred, also Islamism and conservative Islam dominate, you won’t get rid of it in school. 

[…] I know a lot of those young Palestinians and Syrians, it is a tough nut to crack, that 

has not been cracked before (ibid.). 
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One might wonder what the facts and the values are that need to be taught on the 

Israel-Palestine conflict. Again, the knowledge about the conflict, in the case of 

Germany, is mainly produced by Zionist as well as German nationalist ideology. 

Hence, “our” values are those who are in line with Zionist history making. The 

Arabs in Germany apparently still have to learn this lesson. Steinberg then rein-

forces Orientalist tropes of the backwardness of Islam. While Germany is redeemed 

of its past, it is the Muslim migrants who now constitute a new threat to Germany’s 

enlightened values. 

This sense of moral superiority is not only expressed towards the Orient, but 

also whenever the UN stance on the conflict is debated. Giovanni di Lorenzo, Edi-

tor-in-Chief of the prestigious newspaper Die Zeit, states: 

Of course, it is good that the United Nations exists, but for me the UN has not been a 

moral authority for a long time (Markus Lanz, 01/11/23).  

Furthermore, SPD General Secretary Kühnert argues: 

I believe from an Israeli perspective on the UN […] there exists a certain fatigue, because 

one needs to know that for years most resolutions of the general assembly are directed 

against Israel, while North Korea and other despots of the world are not mentioned at all 

(Anne Will, 15/10/23). 

Apparently, Germany – the country that committed the Holocaust in the first place 

and thus fundamentally necessitated the establishment of a supra national organi-

zation to prevent this from happening again – is a more virtuous authority on human 

rights than the UN. After all, most countries have not committed a genocide against 

the Jewish people, so how would they know better? However, it does speak for the 

power of discourse that the resolutions against Israel are rather perceived as a sign 

of anti-Jewish bigotry than of evidence for Israel’s violations of international law. 

Furthermore, it is ironic that Kühnert mentions Israel in the same breath as North 

Korea (which is not even a member state of the UN), setting the bar for democratic 

compliance with international law relatively low.  

Michael Wolffsohn explains the UN’s supposed anti-Israel bias the following 

way: 

In short, the UN added fuel to the fire, instead of being a forum for world peace, and at 

the top of this movement of continuity of the UN is Mr. Guterres, who comes from 
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Portugal, and Portugal for 500 years was judenrein [cleansed of Jews], to formulate it in 

the language of the Nazis (Markus Lanz, 31/10/23). 

Guido Steinberg then states: 

The UN, since 2015, adopted 150 resolutions against Israel, while only 68 against all other 

nations in the world. So, it is crystal clear how polarized the world is by now and what a 

problem we have (ibid.). 

Calling the Secretary-General of the UN an antisemite because he comes from Por-

tugal, while using Nazi vocabulary to score this point, is remarkable, as is the lack 

of scrutiny of such a statement by the other guests. Instead of criticizing at least the 

framing of Wolffsohn’s statement, Steinberg just reinforces this narrative. His state-

ment captures the sense of arrogance and moral superiority by assuming everyone 

else is polarized, only “we” are not. Furthermore, calling Guterres an antisemite for 

being Portuguese very much resembles the nationalistic discourse that led to the 

horrors of the Holocaust in the first place.  

To sum up, Germany’s relationship with Israel and the Zionist tenor in German 

public discourse derives from a unique German belief system that is highly influ-

enced by its past. What is framed as a historic responsibility towards the state of 

Israel has deep roots in the Holocaust and the subsequent process of rebuilding the 

German nation. German society was deeply permeated by Nazi criminals, and Ger-

man thinking was inherently nationalistic. Zionism thus was a salient ideology in 

an environment in which nations enjoyed an ontological certainty. Assuming that 

German rapprochement towards Israel was a sincere reflection of remorse is highly 

problematic, yet it is the dominant representation. However, this rapprochement 

laid the foundation for the belief system that I call German Exceptionalism. It is 

expressed in a sense of moral superiority which is projected at the Arab world in 

general and Palestinians in particular. Furthermore, it leads Germany’s symbolic 

elites to sharply criticize the UN, accusing it of antisemitism. Paired with Zionism, 

it creates a Hegemonic discourse in Germany’s civil society.  

 

6. Conclusion 

The first research question aimed at understanding how Orientalism helps to make 

sense of the discourse formation of the Israel-Palestine conflict that took place in 
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Germany after the events of October 7th. I applied Philip Smith’s concept of War 

Narratives because it offers a promising framework to understand language in the 

context of war. The results clearly show that the participants in the debate shows 

portray the events of October 7th as an apocalyptic scenario. The Hamas attack is 

portrayed as constituting an existential threat to Israel and as another episode of 

endless Jewish suffering by repeatedly referring to the Holocaust. In doing so, the 

participants engage in extreme moral polarization to legitimize a brutal retaliation 

campaign. By drawing on Edward Said’s concept of Orientalism, I aimed to illus-

trate why this moral polarization is achieved. Israel and Hamas constitute the op-

posites in this polarization. The analysis clearly indicated that latent forms of Ori-

entalism are deeply ingrained in the German discourse. Only because of those latent 

structures was it possible for the extreme manifestations of Orientalism to become 

so Hegemonic in the German discourse. Hamas was equated with pure, barbaric 

evil, following a backwards religion. This demonization extends to the Palestinians 

in general. They are perceived as part of a homogenous Arab mass that is too emo-

tional to understand the conflict. Simultaneously, it is emphasized that one should 

not differentiate them too much from Hamas because antisemitism is deeply in-

grained in Muslim society in general. Israel on the other hand is portrayed as the 

righteous hero who is facing the apocalypse. It is part of the Occident, being on the 

forefront in the battle against the backwardness of the Orient. While the EU is crit-

icized for weakening the discourse about the Orient, the US is seen as the role model 

to strengthen the Orientalist discourse in order to dominate the Orient.  

The second research question aimed at exploring what Foucault calls the gene-

alogy of the discursive representation of the conflict. However, in line with Gram-

sci, Hall, and Laclau and Mouffe, I emphasized the importance of ideology in dis-

course formation that helps to explain how knowledge about the Israel-Palestine 

conflict is produced. By analyzing the body of knowledge that teaches the viewer 

about the history of the Israel-Palestine conflict, I found that Zionism highly influ-

ences this body of knowledge. As a nationalist ideology, it produces knowledge 

about the history of the conflict that serves to legitimize the nation. This knowledge 

is clearly Hegemonic in the German discourse. Palestinians only exist in as much 
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as they interact with or contest the Zionist project. Israel on the other hand is por-

trayed as having always wanted to live in peace but is surrounded by a homogenous 

Arab threat.  

The third research question aimed to understand why Zionism becomes uncon-

tested in the German discourse. I explored the ideological foundation of what con-

stitutes the common sense in German civil society, as Gramsci calls it. The dis-

course reveals that Germany understands its role in the conflict as deeply rooted in 

the legacy of the Holocaust. However, this is expressed in an extremely nationalistic 

way, viewing Israel as the representative of the Jewish people, and hence making 

support for Israel its raison d’etat. By exploring the roots of this relationship, the 

study shows that aspirations of becoming a great nation again were the main mo-

tives that started the reparations process with Israel. This nationalism is still preva-

lent in the current discourse. Germany’s support for Israel now is portrayed as the 

nation having come to terms with its dark past, and thus, reinitiating a newfound 

national pride and moral superiority. This is expressed by lecturing the Orient but 

also the UN about how antisemitic they are. Hence, Zionism and the German ideo-

logical discourse that I call German Exceptionalism create a powerful symbiosis, 

influenced by the legacy of the Holocaust and nationalism. 

Hopefully, this research adds to a better understanding of the impact that the 

concept of Orientalism still has on the Israel-Palestine conflict, but also for the 

MENA region in general. It enriches the literature on media representation of the 

Israel-Palestine conflict in two ways. Firstly, many studies only focus on media bias 

in certain newspapers, based on the reporting on current events. While this is a valid 

approach, it oftentimes falls short of considering the historical and ideological con-

text that drives the media bias in the first place. Drawing on Foucault’s concept of 

genealogy, I aimed at offering an approach that might inspire future research about 

the MENA region. Secondly, the emphasis on debate shows as an arena in which 

civil society exchanges arguments and thus reproduces discourse, in my opinion 

offering a very promising object of analysis. If one seeks to find out more about the 

general discourse on a certain topic, these formats, more so than single media 
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outlets, provide a platform in which a much more comprehensive consent or dissent 

is constructed.  

There are several limitations to this study that might inspire further research. 

Firstly, analyzing the history of knowledge production on a specific discourse is 

promising but also a complex field. While I linked the current discourse to the his-

torical discourse in the post-war period, I limited myself to the statements of then-

chancellor Adenauer. While he was an influential thought leader of his time, this 

leaves out the impact that other political factions, academia, and media have on the 

discourse. The discourse of the post-war period in Israel and Germany is highly 

significant, as it is the period in which the nation-states of Germany and Israel that 

we know today emerged. A more comprehensive study would be needed to better 

detect more nuances in the discourse of that time. Secondly, despite their big audi-

ence, public broadcasting might not have the same monopoly on shaping discourse 

that it had a few decades ago. In particular, younger generations consume media 

differently through social media platforms such as YouTube, Instagram and X. An-

alyzing knowledge production on such platforms seems promising for the future.  

  



 

61 

II. Literature 

 

Monographs 

Allen, L. (2021) A History of False Hope: Investigative Commissions in Palestine. 

Standford: Stanford University Press.  

 

Bayat, A. & Herrera, L., eds. (2021) Global Middle East: In to the twenty-first cen-

tury. Oakland: University of California Press.  

 

Chomsky, N. & Pappe, I. (2010) Gaza in Crisis: Reflections on Israel’s War against 

the Palestinians. Edited by Frank Bayat. Chicago: Haymarket Books. 

 

Dant, T. (1991) Knowledge, ideology and discourse: A sociological perspective. 

London and New York: Routledge.  

 

DiMaggio, A. R. (2015) Selling War, Selling Hope: Presidential Rhetoric, the News 

Media, and U.S. Foreign Policy since 9/11. Albany: State University of New York 

Press. 

 

Fairclough, N. (1995) Media Discourse. London: Arnold, a member of the Hodder 

Headline group. 

 

Finkelstein, N. G. (2014) Method and Madness: The hidden story of Israel’s as-

saults on Gaza. New York and London: OR Books. 

 

Finkelstein, N. G. (2018) Gaza: An Inquest into its Martyrdom. Oakland: University 

of California Press. 

 

Foucault, M. (1980) Power/Knowledge: Selected Interviews and Other Writings 

1972-1977. Edited by Gordon, C., Translated by Gordon, C., Marshall, L., 

Mepham, J., Soper, K. New York: Pantheon Books.  



 

62 

 

Foucault, M. (1988) Madness and Civilization: A History of Insanity in the Age of 

Reason. Translated by Richard Howard. New York: Random House.  

 

Foucault, M. (1995) Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison. 2nd edn. Trans-

lated by Alan Sheridan. New York: Random House.  

 

Gramsci, A. (1971) Selections from the Prison Notebooks of Antonio Gramsci. Ed-

ited and translated by Hoare, Q. und Smith, G. N. New York: International Publish-

ers. 

 

Herman, E. S. & Chomsky, N. (1988) Manufacturing Consent: The Political Econ-

omy of the Mass Media. New York: Pantheon Books. 

 

Holland, J. (2013) Selling the War on Terror: Foreign policy discourse after 9/11. 

London and New York: Routledge, 2013.  

 

Jarvis, L. (2009) Times of Terror: Discourse, Temporality, and the War on Terror. 

London: Palgrave Macmillan. 

 

Jørgensen, M. & Phillips, L. (2002) Discourse Analysis as Theory and Method. 

London: SAGE Publications. 

 

Khalidi, R. (1986) Under Siege: P.L.O. Decisionmaking During the 1982 War. Re-

print. New York: Columbia University Press, 2014. 

 

Khalidi, R. (2020) The Hundred Years’ War on Palestine: A History of Settler Co-

lonial Conquest and Resistance, 1917-2017. New York: Metropolitan Books, Henry 

Holt and Company. 

 



 

63 

Laclau & Mouffe (1985) Hegemony & Socialist Strategy: Towards a Radical Dem-

ocratic Politics. London and New York: Verso. 

 

Lockman, Z. (2010) Contending Visions of the Middle East: The History and Poli-

tics of Orientalism. 2nd edn. New York: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Lockman, Z. (2016) Field Notes: The Making of Middle East Studies in the United 

States. Stanford: Stanford University Press.  

 

Morris, B. (1987) The birth of the Palestinian refugee problem, 1947-1949. New 

York: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Morris, B. (2001) Righteous Victims: A History of the Zionist-Arab Conflict, 1881-

2001. New York: Random House. 

 

Pappe, Ilan (1993) Britain and the Arab-Israeli Conflict, 1948-51. Softcover re-

print. London: Macmillan Press.  

 

Pappe, Ilan (2006) the Ethnic Cleansing of Palestine. Reprint. London: Oneworld 

Publications Limited. 

 

Pappe, Ilan (2014) The Idea of Israel: A History of Power and Knowledge. London 

and New York: Verso.  

 

Pappe, Ilan (2017a) 10 Myths about Israel. London and New York: Verso. 

 

Pappe, Ilan (2017b) The Biggest Prison on Earth: A History of the Occupied Terri-

tories. London: Oneworld Publications. 

 



 

64 

Richardson, J. E. (2004) (Mis)Representing Islam: The racism and rhetoric of Brit-

ish broadsheet newspapers. Amsterdam and Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publish-

ing Company.  

 

Said, E. (1978) Orientalism. Reprint. London: Penguin Classics, 2003. 

 

Said, E. (1980) The Question of Palestine. New York: Random House.  

 

Said, E. (1981) Covering Islam: How the Media and the Experts determine how we 

see the Rest of the World. Revised Edition. New York, Random House, 1997. 

 

Segev, T. (1993) The Seventh Million: The Israelis and the Holocaust. Translated 

by: Haim Watzman. New York: Hill and Wang. 

 

Segev, T. (2007) 1967: Israel, the War, and the Year That Transformed the Middle 

East. Translated by Jessica Cohen. New York: Metropolitan Books, Henry Holt and 

Company. 

 

Shlaim, A. (1988) Collusion across the Jordan: King Abdullah, the Zionist Move-

ment, and the Partition of Palestine. New York: Columbia University Press.  

 

Shlaim, A. (2014) The Iron Wall: Israel and the Arab World. Updated and Expanded 

Version. New York and London: W. W. Norton & Company. 

 

Smith, P. (2005) Why War? The Cultural Logic of Iraq, The Gulf War, and Suez. 

Chicago and London: The University of Chicago Press.   

 

Sternhell, Z. (1998) The Founding Myths of Israel: Nationalism, Socialism, and the 

Making of the Jewish State. Translated by David Maisel. Princeton: Princeton Uni-

versity Press.  

 



 

65 

Steuter, E. & Wills, D. (2009) At War with Metaphor: Media, Propaganda, and 

Racism in the War on Terror. Lexington: Lexington Books. 

 

Van Dijk, T. A. (1991) Racism and the Press. London and New York: Routledge. 

 

Van Dijk, T.A. (2014) Discourse and Knowledge: A Sociacognitive Approach. 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.  

 

Collections 

Braach-Maksvytis, M. (2011) ‘Germany, Palestine, Israel, and the (Post)Colonial 

Imagination’, in Langbehn, V. & Salama, M. (eds.). German Colonialism: Race, 

the Holocaust, and Postwar Germany. New York: Columbia University Press, pp. 

294-314.  

 

Burleigh, M. (2000) ‘Psychiatry, German Society and the Nazi “euthanasia” pro-

gramme’, in Bartov, O. (ed.). The Holocaust: Origins, Implementation, Aftermath. 

London: Routledge, pp. 43-62. 

 

Chomsky, N. (1988) ‘Middle East Terrorism and the American Ideological System’, 

Said, E. & Hitchens, C., (eds.) Blaming the Victims: Spurious Scholarship and the 

Palestinian Question. London and New York: Verso, pp. 97-147. 

 

Finkelstein N. (1988) ‘Disinformation and the Palestinian Question: The Not-So-

Strange Case of Joan Peters’s From Time Immemorial’ Said, E. & Hitchens, C., 

(eds.) Blaming the Victims: Spurious Scholarship and the Palestinian Question. 

London and New York: Verso, pp. 33-69. 

 

Friedrichsmeyer, S., Lennox, S., Zantop, S. (1998) ‘Introduction’, Friedrichsmeyer, 

S., Lennox, S., Zantop, S. (eds.) The Imperialist Imagination: German Colonialism 

and Its Legacy. USA: University of Michigan Press, pp. 1-33. 

 



 

66 

Gendzier, I. (2016) ‘The Risk of Knowing’, in Shami, S. & Miller-Idriss, C. (eds.). 

Middle East Studies for the New Millennium: Infrastructures of Knowledge. New 

York: New York University Press, pp. 411-431. 

 

Gurevitch, T. B., Curran, J. & Woolacott, J., eds. (1982) Culture, society and the 

media. London & New York: Routledge. 

 

Hall, S. (1982) ‘The rediscovery of ‘ideology’: return of the repressed in media 

studies’, in Gurevitch T. B., Curran, J. & Woolacott, J., (eds.). Culture, society and 

the media. London and New York: Routledge, pp. 52-86. 

 

Hodges, A. & Nilep, C., eds. (2007) Discourse, War and Terrorism. Amsterdam and 

Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company. 

 

Jäger, S. (2001) ‘Discourse and knowledge: theoretical and methodological aspects 

of a critical discourse and dispositive analysis’, in Wodak, R. & Meyer, M. (eds.). 

Methods of Critical Discourse Analysis. London: Sage Publications, pp. 32-62. 

 

Kaminsky, J. (2014) ‘Comparing Goals and Aspirations of National vs. Transna-

tional Islamist Movements’, in Poirson, T. & Oprisko, R. (eds.) Caliphates and Is-

lamic Global Politics. Bristol: E-International Relations, pp. 46-59. Available at: 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/305474121_Compar-

ing_the_Goals_and_Aspirations_of_Contemporary_National-Based_Islam-

ist_Movements_vs_Contemporary_Transnational-Based_Islamist_Movements 

(Accessed: 11 May 2024). 

 

Kasaba, R. (2016) ‘Middle East in Sociology, Sociology in the Middle East’, in 

Shami, S. & Miller-Idriss, C. (eds.). Middle East Studies for the New Millennium: 

Infrastructures of Knowledge. New York: New York University Press, pp. 82-111. 

 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/305474121_Comparing_the_Goals_and_Aspirations_of_Contemporary_National-Based_Islamist_Movements_vs_Contemporary_Transnational-Based_Islamist_Movements
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/305474121_Comparing_the_Goals_and_Aspirations_of_Contemporary_National-Based_Islamist_Movements_vs_Contemporary_Transnational-Based_Islamist_Movements
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/305474121_Comparing_the_Goals_and_Aspirations_of_Contemporary_National-Based_Islamist_Movements_vs_Contemporary_Transnational-Based_Islamist_Movements


 

67 

Kvale, S. (1992) ‘Postmodern Psychology: A Contradiction in Terms?’, Kvale, S. 

(ed.) Psychology and Postmodernism. London: SAGE Publications, pp. 31-57. 

 

Louis, R. & Shlaim, A., eds. (2012) The 1967 Arab-Israeli War: Origins and Con-

sequences. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Makdisi, U. (2016) ‘In the Shadow of Orientalism: The Historiography of US-Arab 

Relations’, in Shami, S. & Miller-Idriss, C. (eds.). Middle East Studies for the New 

Millennium: Infrastructures of Knowledge. New York: New York University Press, 

pp. 375-410. 

 

Meyer, M. (2001) ‘Between theory, method, and politics: positioning of the ap-

proaches to CDA’, in Wodak, R. & Meyer, M. (eds.). Methods of Critical Discourse 

Analysis. London: Sage Publications, pp. 14-31. 

 

Raz, A. (2015) ‘Dodging the Peril of Peace: Israel and the Arabs in the Aftermath 

of the June 1967 War’, Ghazal, A. & Hanssen, J. (eds.) The Oxford Handbook of 

Contemporary Middle-Eastern and North African History. [online] DOI: 

10.1093/oxfordhb/9780199672530.013.5 (Accessed: 05/05/2024) 

 

Rogan, E. L. & Shlaim, A. ed. (2008) The War for Palestine; Rewriting the History 

of 1948. 2nd edn. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Said, E. (1988) ‘Conspiracy of Praise’, Said, E. & Hitchens, C., (eds.) Blaming the 

Victims: Spurious Scholarship and the Palestinian Question. London and New 

York: Verso, pp. 23-32. 

 

Said, E. & Hitchens, C., eds. (1988) Blaming the Victims: Spurious Scholarship and 

the Palestinian Question. London and New York: Verso. 

 



 

68 

Shami, S. & Godoy-Anativia, M. (2016) ‘Area Studies and the Decade after 9/11’, 

in Shami, S. & Miller-Idriss, C. (eds.). Middle East Studies for the New Millennium: 

Infrastructures of Knowledge. New York: New York University Press, pp.351-374. 

 

Shami, S. & Miller-Idriss, C. (2016) ’Introduction: The Many Crises of Middle East 

Studies’, in Shami, S. & Miller-Idriss, C. (eds.). Middle East Studies for the New 

Millennium: Infrastructures of Knowledge. New York: New York University Press, 

pp. 1-28. 

 

Shami, S. & Miller-Idriss, C., eds. (2016) Middle East Studies for the New Millen-

nium: Infrastructures of Knowledge. New York: New York University Press. 

 

Shlaim, A. (2012) ‘Poor Little Samson’, Louis, R. & Shlaim, A., (eds). The 1967 

Arab-Israeli War: Origins and Consequences. Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press, pp. 11-55. 

 

Van Dijk, T.A. (2001) ‘Multidisciplinary CDA: a plea for diversity’, in Wodak, R. 

& Meyer, M. (eds.). Methods of Critical Discourse Analysis. London: Sage Publi-

cations, pp. 95-120. 

 

Van Dijk., T. A. (2011) ‘Structures of Discourse and Structures of Power’, in An-

derson, J. A. (ed.) Communication Yearbook 12. New York: Routledge, pp. 18-59. 

 

Wodak, R. (2014) ‘Critical Discourse Analysis’, in Leung, C. & Street, B. V. (eds.) 

The Routledge Companion to English Studies. London and New York: Routledge, 

pp. 302-316. 

 

Academic journals 

Ahmed, S. & Matthes, J. (2016) ‘Media representation of Muslims and Islam from 

2000 to 2015: A meta-analysis’, International Communication Gazette, 79(3), pp. 



 

69 

219–244. Available at: https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048516656305 (Accessed: 12 

May 2024). 

 

Alzyoud, S. (2022) ‘The U.S. Media Coverage of Islam and Muslims in the Wake 

of the ISIS Emergence’, Eximia Journal, 4(1), pp. 195-208. Available at: 

https://ideas.repec.org/a/tec/eximia/v4y2022i1p195-208.html (Accessed: 11 May 

2024). 

 

Amer, M. (2017) ‘Critical discourse analysis of war reporting in the international 

press: the case of the Gaza war of 2008–2009’, Palgrave Communications, 3(1). 

Available at: https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-017-0015-2 (Accessed: 12 May 

2024). 

 

Attar, D. and King, G. (2023) ‘Media framing of the Intifada of the Knives’, Media, 

War & Conflict, 16(4), p. 175063522211495. Available at: 

https://doi.org/10.1177/17506352221149554 (Accessed: 12 May 2024). 

 

Bates, T. R. (1975) ‘Gramsci and the Theory of Hegemony’, Journal of the History 

of Ideas, 36(2), pp. 351-366. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/2708933 (Accessed: 11 

May 2024). 

 

Beinin, J. (2004) ‘Review: No More Tears: Benny Morris and the Road Back from 

Liberal Zionism’, Middle East Report, 230, pp. 38-45. Available at: 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/1559295 (Accessed: 11 May 2024). 

 

Braun, V. & Clarke, V. (2006) ‘Using thematic analysis in psychology’, Qualitative 

Research in Psychology, 3, pp. 77-101. (Accessed: 03 May 2024). 

 

Braun, V. and Clarke, V. (2020) ‘One size fits all? what counts as quality practice 

in (reflexive) thematic analysis?’, Qualitative Research in Psychology, 18(3), pp. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1748048516656305
https://ideas.repec.org/a/tec/eximia/v4y2022i1p195-208.html
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-017-0015-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/17506352221149554
https://doi.org/10.2307/2708933
https://www.jstor.org/stable/1559295


 

70 

328–352. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/14780887.2020.1769238 (Accessed: 03 

May 2024). 

 

Byrne, D. (2021) ‘A worked example of Braun and Clarke’s approach to reflexive 

thematic analysis’, Quality & Quantity, 56(3), pp. 1391–1412. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-021-01182-y (Accessed: 03 May 2024). 

 

Clark, C.M. (1999) ‘West Germany confronts the nazi past: Some recent debates 

on the early postwar era, 1945–1960’, The European Legacy, 4(1), pp. 113–130. 

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1080/10848779908579949 (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Clarke, V. & Kitzinger, C. (2004) ‘Lesbian and gay parents on talk shows: resistance 

or collusion in heterosexism?’, Qualitative Research in Psychology, 1(3), pp. 195-

217. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088704qp0140a. (Accessed: 03 May 2024). 

 

Fereday, J. and Muir-Cochrane, E. (2006) ‘Demonstrating rigor using thematic 

analysis: A hybrid approach of inductive and deductive coding and theme develop-

ment’, International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 5(1), pp. 80–92. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1177/160940690600500107 (Accessed: 03 May 2024). 

 

Gaskarth, J. and Oppermann, K. (2021) ‘Clashing traditions: German foreign policy 

in a new era’, International Studies Perspectives, 22(1), pp. 84-105. (Accessed: 03 

May 2024). 

 

Hannase, M. (2019) ‘Islamist Ideology and Its Effect on the Global Conflict: Com-

parative Study between Hamas and ISIS’, ESENSIA Jurnal Ilmu-Ilmu Ushuluddin, 

20(2), pp. 183-197. DOI: 10.14421/esensia.v20i2.2107 (Accessed: 11 May 2024). 

 

Heni, A. N. & Chandra, O. H. (2022) ‘The Representation of Palestinian-Israeli 

Conflict in Online News Articles: A Critical Discourse Analysis’, Lensa: Kajian 

https://doi.org/10.1080/14780887.2020.1769238
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-021-01182-y
https://doi.org/10.1080/10848779908579949
https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088704qp0140a
https://doi.org/10.1177/160940690600500107
http://dx.doi.org/10.14421/esensia.v20i2.2107


 

71 

Kebahasaan, Kesusastraan, dan Budaya, 12(1), p. 134. Available at: 

https://doi.org/10.26714/lensa.12.1.2022.134-147 (Accessed: 12 May 2024). 

 

Lommatzsch, E. (2003) ‘Hans Globke und der Nationalsozialismus. Eine Skizze’, 

Historisch-Politische Mitteilungen 10(1), pp. 95-128. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.7788/hpm.2003.10.1.95 (Accessed: 03/05/2024). 

 

Lockman, Z. (2012) ‘Land, Labor and the Logic of Zionism: A Critical Engagement 

with Gershon Shafir’, Settler Colonial Studies, 2(1), pp. 9-38. DOI: 

10.1080/2201473X.2012.10648824 (Accessed: 03 May 2024). 

 

Neureiter, M. (2016) ‘Sources of media bias in coverage of the Israeli–Palestinian 

conflict: the 2010 Gaza flotilla raid in German, British, and US newspapers’, Israel 

Affairs, 23(1), pp. 66–86. Available at: 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13537121.2016.1244381 (Accessed: 12 May 2024). 

 

Said, E. (1987) ‘The Essential Terrorist’. Review of Terrorism: How the West Can 

Win, by Benjamin Netanyahu. Arab Studies Quarterly, 9 (2), pp. 195-203. URL: 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/41857908 (Accessed: 03 May 2024). 

 

Sanz Sabido, R. (2015) ‘Palestine in the British press: A Postcolonial Critical Dis-

course Analysis’, Journal of Arab & Muslim Media Research, 8(3), pp. 199–216. 

Available at: https://doi.org/10.1386/jammr.8.3.199_1 (Accessed: 12 May 2015). 

 

Segev, E. & Miesch, R. (2011) ‘A Systematic Procedure for Detecting News Biases: 

The Case of Israel in European News Sites’, International Journal of Communica-

tions, 5, pp. 1-20. Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publica-

tion/261877600_A_Systematic_Procedure_for_Detecting_News_Bi-

ases_The_Case_of_Israel_in_European_News_Sites (Accessed: 12 May 2024) 

 

https://doi.org/10.26714/lensa.12.1.2022.134-147
https://doi.org/10.7788/hpm.2003.10.1.95
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/2201473X.2012.10648824
https://doi.org/10.1080/13537121.2016.1244381
https://www.jstor.org/stable/41857908
https://doi.org/10.1386/jammr.8.3.199_1
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/261877600_A_Systematic_Procedure_for_Detecting_News_Biases_The_Case_of_Israel_in_European_News_Sites
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/261877600_A_Systematic_Procedure_for_Detecting_News_Biases_The_Case_of_Israel_in_European_News_Sites
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/261877600_A_Systematic_Procedure_for_Detecting_News_Biases_The_Case_of_Israel_in_European_News_Sites


 

72 

Selvam, S.G. and Collicutt, J. (2012) ‘The ubiquity of the character strengths in 

African traditional religion: A thematic analysis’, Cross-Cultural Advancements in 

Positive Psychology, pp. 83–102. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-4611-

4_6 (Accessed: 03 May 2024). 

 

Stoddart, M. C. J. (2007) ‘Ideology, Hegemony, Discourse: A Critical Review of 

Theories of Knowledge and Power’, Social Thought & Research, 28, pp. 191–

225. URL:  https://www.jstor.org/stable/23252126 (Accessed: 05 May 2024). 

 

Suwarno, S. & Sahayu, W. (2020) ‘Palestine and Israel Representation in the Na-

tional and International News Media: A Critical Discourse Study’, Jurnal Humani-

ora, 32(3), p. 217. Available at: https://doi.org/10.22146/jh.52911 (Accessed: 12 

May 2024). 

 

Van Dijk, T. A. (1989) ‘Structures of Discourse and Structures of Power’, Annals 

of the International Communication Association, 12(1), pp. 18–59. DOI: 

https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.1989.11678711 (Accessed: 03 May 2024). 

 

Wang, C. (2017) ‘Victimhood in the Face of Media Ideological Battle: A Critical 

Discourse Analysis on the British Media’s Coverage of Stabbing Incidents in the 

Israeli-Palestinian Conflict’, Journal of Holy Land and Palestine Studies, 16(1), pp. 

79–98. Available at: https://doi.org/10.3366/hlps.2017.0153 (Accessed: 12 May 

2024). 

 

News Articles 

Al-Tahhan, Z. (2023) ‘West Bank fighters say Israel war on Gaza inspires more 

resistance’, Al Jazeera, 12 December. Available at: https://www.aljazeera.com/fea-

tures/2023/12/12/west-bank-fighters-say-israel-war-on-gaza-inspires-more-re-

sistance (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-4611-4_6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-4611-4_6
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23252126
https://doi.org/10.22146/jh.52911
https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.1989.11678711
https://doi.org/10.3366/hlps.2017.0153
https://www.aljazeera.com/features/2023/12/12/west-bank-fighters-say-israel-war-on-gaza-inspires-more-resistance
https://www.aljazeera.com/features/2023/12/12/west-bank-fighters-say-israel-war-on-gaza-inspires-more-resistance
https://www.aljazeera.com/features/2023/12/12/west-bank-fighters-say-israel-war-on-gaza-inspires-more-resistance


 

73 

Alkousaa, R. (2024) ‘Rights groups file new case against German arms export to 

Israel’, Reuters, 12 April. Available at: https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-

east/rights-groups-file-new-case-against-german-arms-export-israel-2024-04-12/ 

(Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Arnot, C. (2009) ‘Interview: “I felt it was my duty to protest”’, The Guardian, 20 

January. Available at: https://www.theguardian.com/education/2009/jan/20/inter-

view-ilan-pappe-historian (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

BBC (2012) ‘Israel forced to release study on Gaza blockade’, BBC, 17 October. 

Available at: https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-19975211 (Accessed: 

10 May 2024). 

 

BBC (2020) ‘Halle synagogue attack: Germany far-right gunman jailed for life’, 

BBC, 21 December. Available at: https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-

55395682 (Accessed: 09 May 2024).  

 

Beaumont, P. (2015) ‘Anger at Netanyahu claim Palestinian grand mufti inspired 

Holocaust’, The Guardian, Available at: https://www.theguard-

ian.com/world/2015/oct/21/netanyahu-under-fire-for-palestinian-grand-mufti-hol-

ocaust-claim (Accessed: 10 May 2024). 

 

Benn, A. (2024) ‘Israel’s Self-Destruction‘, Foreign Affairs, 7 February 2024. 

Available at: https://www.foreignaffairs.com/israel/israels-netanyahu-self-destruc-

tion (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Biesecker (2023) ‘New AP analysis of last month’s deadly Gaza hospital explosion 

rules out widely cited video’, Assossiated Press. 22 November. Available at: 

https://apnews.com/article/israel-palestinians-hamas-war-hospital-rocket-gaza-

8bc239d2efe0cff3998b2154d9220a83 (Accessed: 10 May 2024). 

 

https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/rights-groups-file-new-case-against-german-arms-export-israel-2024-04-12/
https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/rights-groups-file-new-case-against-german-arms-export-israel-2024-04-12/
https://www.theguardian.com/education/2009/jan/20/interview-ilan-pappe-historian
https://www.theguardian.com/education/2009/jan/20/interview-ilan-pappe-historian
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-19975211
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-55395682
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-55395682
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/21/netanyahu-under-fire-for-palestinian-grand-mufti-holocaust-claim
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/21/netanyahu-under-fire-for-palestinian-grand-mufti-holocaust-claim
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/oct/21/netanyahu-under-fire-for-palestinian-grand-mufti-holocaust-claim
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/israel/israels-netanyahu-self-destruction
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/israel/israels-netanyahu-self-destruction
https://apnews.com/article/israel-palestinians-hamas-war-hospital-rocket-gaza-8bc239d2efe0cff3998b2154d9220a83
https://apnews.com/article/israel-palestinians-hamas-war-hospital-rocket-gaza-8bc239d2efe0cff3998b2154d9220a83


 

74 

Blumenthal, M. (2013) ‘Israel Cranks Up the PR Machine’, The Nation, 4 Novem-

ber. Available at: https://www.thenation.com/article/archive/israel-cranks-pr-ma-

chine/ (Accessed: 10 May 2024). 

 

Bridge Initiative Team (2020) ‘Factsheet: Ahmad Mansour’, Bridge: A Georgetown 

University Initiative, 14 October. Available at: https://bridge.georgetown.edu/re-

search/factsheet-ahmad-mansour/ (Accessed: 9 May 2024). 

 

Debre, I. (2023) ‘Gaza has become a moonscape in war. When the battles stop, 

many fear it will remain uninhabitable’, Assossiated Press, 2 November. Available 

at: https://apnews.com/article/palestinians-gaza-israel-bombing-destruction-ha-

mas-reconstruction-f299a28410b70ee05dd764df97d8d3a0 (Accessed: 09 May 

2024). 

 

DW (2024) ‘German police shut down pro-Palestinian conference’, DW, 13 April. 

Available at: https://www.dw.com/en/german-police-shut-down-pro-palestinian-

conference/a-68810306 (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Federman, J. & Adwan, I. (2023) ‘Netanahu declares war on Hamas after surprise 

attack kills hundreds of Israelis’, PBS, 07 October. Available at: 

https://www.pbs.org/newshour/world/netanyahu-declares-war-on-hamas-after-

deadly-surprise-attack-kills-dozens-of-israelis (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Greenwald, G. (2014) ‘Netanyahu’s ‘Telegenically Dead’ Comment Is Grotesque 

but Not Original’, The Intercept, 21 July. Available at: https://theinter-

cept.com/2014/07/21/netanyahus-telegenically-dead-comment-original/ (Ac-

cessed: 10 May 2024). 

 

Harb, M. (2023) ‘As Israel ends 2-day West Bank offensive, Palestinian residents 

emerge to scenes of vast destruction’, Associated Press, 5 July. Available at: 

https://www.thenation.com/article/archive/israel-cranks-pr-machine/
https://www.thenation.com/article/archive/israel-cranks-pr-machine/
https://bridge.georgetown.edu/research/factsheet-ahmad-mansour/
https://bridge.georgetown.edu/research/factsheet-ahmad-mansour/
https://apnews.com/article/palestinians-gaza-israel-bombing-destruction-hamas-reconstruction-f299a28410b70ee05dd764df97d8d3a0
https://apnews.com/article/palestinians-gaza-israel-bombing-destruction-hamas-reconstruction-f299a28410b70ee05dd764df97d8d3a0
https://www.dw.com/en/german-police-shut-down-pro-palestinian-conference/a-68810306
https://www.dw.com/en/german-police-shut-down-pro-palestinian-conference/a-68810306
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/world/netanyahu-declares-war-on-hamas-after-deadly-surprise-attack-kills-dozens-of-israelis
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/world/netanyahu-declares-war-on-hamas-after-deadly-surprise-attack-kills-dozens-of-israelis
https://theintercept.com/2014/07/21/netanyahus-telegenically-dead-comment-original/
https://theintercept.com/2014/07/21/netanyahus-telegenically-dead-comment-original/


 

75 

https://apnews.com/article/israel-palestinians-jenin-west-bank-militants-gaza-

strip-2aa6352e798a671d26331ca57ce3a565 (Accessed: 09 may 2024). 

 

Hudson, J. (2024) ‘U.S. signs off on more bombs, warplanes for Israel’, Washington 

Post, 29 March. Available at: https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-secu-

rity/2024/03/29/us-weapons-israel-gaza-war/ (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Landay, J. & Spetalnick, M. (2023) ‘Hamas attack surprised some Iranian leaders, 

says US source, citing initial intelligence’, Reuters, 11 October. Available at: 

https://www.reuters.com/world/initial-us-intelligence-shows-hamas-attack-sur-

prised-iranian-leaders-ny-times-2023-10-11/ (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Marchant de Abreu, C. (2023) ‘Video of 'nurse' denouncing Hamas occupation of 

Gaza's Al-Shifa Hospital is staged’, France24, 15 November. Available at: 

https://www.france24.com/en/tv-shows/truth-or-fake/20231115-video-of-nurse-

denouncing-hamas-occupation-of-al-shifa-hospital-in-gaza-is-fake (Accessed: 10 

May 2024). 

 

Marsh, S. (2023) ‘Germany accused of silencing pro-Palestinian voices at U.N. 

rights forum’, Reuters, 9 November. Available at: https://www.reu-

ters.com/world/germany-accused-silencing-pro-palestinian-voices-un-rights-fo-

rum-2023-11-09/ (Accessed: 09 May 2024). 

 

Massad, J. (2005) ‘Targeting the University’, Counterpunsh, 3 June. Available at: 

https://www.counterpunch.org/2005/06/03/targeting-the-university/ (Accessed 07 

May 2024). 

 

Masters, J. & Merrow, W. (2024) ‘U.S. Aid to Israel in Four Charts’, Council on 

Foreign Relations, 12 April. Available at: https://www.cfr.org/article/us-aid-israel-

four-charts (Accessed: 11 May 2024). 

 

https://apnews.com/article/israel-palestinians-jenin-west-bank-militants-gaza-strip-2aa6352e798a671d26331ca57ce3a565
https://apnews.com/article/israel-palestinians-jenin-west-bank-militants-gaza-strip-2aa6352e798a671d26331ca57ce3a565
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2024/03/29/us-weapons-israel-gaza-war/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-security/2024/03/29/us-weapons-israel-gaza-war/
https://www.reuters.com/world/initial-us-intelligence-shows-hamas-attack-surprised-iranian-leaders-ny-times-2023-10-11/
https://www.reuters.com/world/initial-us-intelligence-shows-hamas-attack-surprised-iranian-leaders-ny-times-2023-10-11/
https://www.france24.com/en/tv-shows/truth-or-fake/20231115-video-of-nurse-denouncing-hamas-occupation-of-al-shifa-hospital-in-gaza-is-fake
https://www.france24.com/en/tv-shows/truth-or-fake/20231115-video-of-nurse-denouncing-hamas-occupation-of-al-shifa-hospital-in-gaza-is-fake
https://www.reuters.com/world/germany-accused-silencing-pro-palestinian-voices-un-rights-forum-2023-11-09/
https://www.reuters.com/world/germany-accused-silencing-pro-palestinian-voices-un-rights-forum-2023-11-09/
https://www.reuters.com/world/germany-accused-silencing-pro-palestinian-voices-un-rights-forum-2023-11-09/
https://www.counterpunch.org/2005/06/03/targeting-the-university/
https://www.cfr.org/article/us-aid-israel-four-charts
https://www.cfr.org/article/us-aid-israel-four-charts


 

76 

McKernan, B. (2022) ‘Election result marks dangerous new turn in Israel’s right-

ward shift’, The Guardian, 02 November. Available at: https://www.theguard-

ian.com/world/2022/nov/02/king-bibi-is-back-again-but-what-next-for-netanya-

hus-latest-attempt-at-government (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Oltermann, P. (2024) ‘German minister says she clapped Israeli film-maker, not his 

Palestinian colleague, at Berlinale’, The Guardian, 27 February. Available at: 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2024/feb/27/german-minister-says-she-was-

only-applauding-israeli-filmmaker-at-berlinale  (Accessed: 10 May 2024). 

 

Rozovsky, L. (2019) ‘How an Israeli-Arab Psychologist Became Germany’s 

Staunchest Islam Critic’, Haaretz, 1 November. Available at: 

https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2019-11-01/ty-article-magazine/.pre-

mium/how-an-israeli-arab-psychologist-became-germanys-staunchest-islam-

critic/0000017f-f575-d318-afff-f777a11c0000 (Accessed: 07 May 2024). 

 

Salman, A. (2023) ‘‘Nothing is left’: Thousands of Palestinians flee south as Israel 

steps up Gaza City offensive’, CNN, 9 November. Available at: https://edi-

tion.cnn.com/2023/11/08/world/palestinians-fleeing-south-gaza-city-unbearable-

situation/index.html (Accessed 10 May 2024).  

 

Scahill, J. (2023) ‘Joe Biden Keeps Repeating His False Claim That He Saw Pic-

tures of Beheaded Babies’, The Intercept, 14 December. Available at: https://the-

intercept.com/2023/12/14/israel-biden-beheaded-babies-false/ (Accessed: 10 May 

2024). 

 

United Nations (2023) ‘UN General Assembly votes by large majority for immedi-

ate humanitarian ceasefire during emergency session’, UN News, 12 December. 

Available at: https://news.un.org/en/story/2023/12/1144717 (Accessed: 07 May 

2024). 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/nov/02/king-bibi-is-back-again-but-what-next-for-netanyahus-latest-attempt-at-government
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/nov/02/king-bibi-is-back-again-but-what-next-for-netanyahus-latest-attempt-at-government
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/nov/02/king-bibi-is-back-again-but-what-next-for-netanyahus-latest-attempt-at-government
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2024/feb/27/german-minister-says-she-was-only-applauding-israeli-filmmaker-at-berlinale
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2024/feb/27/german-minister-says-she-was-only-applauding-israeli-filmmaker-at-berlinale
https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2019-11-01/ty-article-magazine/.premium/how-an-israeli-arab-psychologist-became-germanys-staunchest-islam-critic/0000017f-f575-d318-afff-f777a11c0000
https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2019-11-01/ty-article-magazine/.premium/how-an-israeli-arab-psychologist-became-germanys-staunchest-islam-critic/0000017f-f575-d318-afff-f777a11c0000
https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2019-11-01/ty-article-magazine/.premium/how-an-israeli-arab-psychologist-became-germanys-staunchest-islam-critic/0000017f-f575-d318-afff-f777a11c0000
https://edition.cnn.com/2023/11/08/world/palestinians-fleeing-south-gaza-city-unbearable-situation/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2023/11/08/world/palestinians-fleeing-south-gaza-city-unbearable-situation/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2023/11/08/world/palestinians-fleeing-south-gaza-city-unbearable-situation/index.html
https://theintercept.com/2023/12/14/israel-biden-beheaded-babies-false/
https://theintercept.com/2023/12/14/israel-biden-beheaded-babies-false/
https://news.un.org/en/story/2023/12/1144717


 

77 

Van den Berg, S. & Deutsch, A. (2024) ‘World Court says Israel must take steps to 

prevent acts of genocide in Gaza’, Reuters. Available at: https://www.reu-

ters.com/world/middle-east/world-court-rule-urgent-measures-gaza-genocide-

case-2024-01-26/ (Accessed: 10 May 2024).  

 

Wolffsohn, M. (2023) ‘Wolffsohn verteidigt Aiwanger!‘, BILD, 28 August. Availa-

ble at: https://www.bild.de/politik/inland/politik-ausland/politische-vernichtung-

wolffsohn-verteidigt-aiwanger-85194990.bild.html (Accessed: 09 May 2024). 

 

Wolffsohn, M. (2017) ‘Intifada und Nahostkriege in Deutschland und Europa‘, 

BILD, 15 August. Available at: https://www.bild.de/politik/ausland/nahost-kon-

flikt/intifada-nahostkriege-in-deutschland-und-europa-52870186.bild.html (Ac-

cessed: 09 May 2024). 

 

Reports 

Amnesty International (2009) Israel/Gaza: Operation ’Cast Lead’: 22 Days of 

Death and Destruction. London: Amnesty International Publications. 

 

Amnesty International (2010) ‘Suffocating Gaza – the Israeli blockade’s effects on 

Palestinians’, Amnesty International, 1 June. Available at: https://www.am-

nesty.org/en/latest/news/2010/06/suffocating-gaza-israeli-blockades-effects-pales-

tinians/ (Accessed: 13 May 2024). 

 

Amnesty International (2014) ‘Israel/Gaza conflict: Questions and Answers’, Am-

nesty International, 25 June. Available at: https://www.amnesty.org/en/lat-

est/news/2014/07/israelgaza-conflict-questions-and-answers/ (Accessed: 13 May 

2024) 

 

Human Rights Watch (2006) ‘Human Rights Council Special Session on the Occu-

pied Palestinian Territories, July 6, 2006: Written Statement’, Human Rights Watch, 

https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/world-court-rule-urgent-measures-gaza-genocide-case-2024-01-26/
https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/world-court-rule-urgent-measures-gaza-genocide-case-2024-01-26/
https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/world-court-rule-urgent-measures-gaza-genocide-case-2024-01-26/
https://www.bild.de/politik/inland/politik-ausland/politische-vernichtung-wolffsohn-verteidigt-aiwanger-85194990.bild.html
https://www.bild.de/politik/inland/politik-ausland/politische-vernichtung-wolffsohn-verteidigt-aiwanger-85194990.bild.html
https://www.bild.de/politik/ausland/nahost-konflikt/intifada-nahostkriege-in-deutschland-und-europa-52870186.bild.html
https://www.bild.de/politik/ausland/nahost-konflikt/intifada-nahostkriege-in-deutschland-und-europa-52870186.bild.html
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2010/06/suffocating-gaza-israeli-blockades-effects-palestinians/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2010/06/suffocating-gaza-israeli-blockades-effects-palestinians/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2010/06/suffocating-gaza-israeli-blockades-effects-palestinians/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2014/07/israelgaza-conflict-questions-and-answers/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2014/07/israelgaza-conflict-questions-and-answers/


 

78 

5 July. Available at:  https://www.hrw.org/news/2006/07/05/human-rights-council-

special-session-occupied-palestinian-territories-july-6-2006 (Accessed: 13 May). 

 

Human Rights Watch (2023) ‘Gaza: Findings on October 17 al-Ahli Hospital Ex-

plosion Evidence Points to Misfired Rocket but Full Investigation Needed’, Human 

Rights Watch, 26 November. Available at: 

https://www.hrw.org/news/2023/11/26/gaza-findings-october-17-al-ahli-hospital-

explosion (Accessed: 13 May 2024). 

 

Weizmann, E. (2024) ‘Israeli Disinformation: Al-Ahli Hospital’, Forensic Archi-

tecture Team, 15 February. Available at: https://forensic-architecture.org/investiga-

tion/israeli-disinformation-al-ahli-hospital (Accessed: 11 May 2024). 

 

 

 

 

 

  

https://www.hrw.org/news/2006/07/05/human-rights-council-special-session-occupied-palestinian-territories-july-6-2006
https://www.hrw.org/news/2006/07/05/human-rights-council-special-session-occupied-palestinian-territories-july-6-2006
https://www.hrw.org/news/2023/11/26/gaza-findings-october-17-al-ahli-hospital-explosion
https://www.hrw.org/news/2023/11/26/gaza-findings-october-17-al-ahli-hospital-explosion
https://forensic-architecture.org/investigation/israeli-disinformation-al-ahli-hospital
https://forensic-architecture.org/investigation/israeli-disinformation-al-ahli-hospital


 

79 

III. Appendix 

The appendix includes a list of guests and a codebook. Both lists are extracted from 

NVivo. In both tables, Files refers to the number of appearances in the debate 

shows. References in III.I refers to the number of statements that each participant 

voiced in all the episodes. In III.II, it refers to the number of times each code was 

applied in all the episodes. 

 

III.I List of Guests 

Name Files References Nationality Classification Profession 

Abdul Chahin  1 9 German-Palestinian Public Personalities Poetry Slammer 

Ahmad Mansour 1 36 German-Israeli Experts Psychologist 

Andreas Reinicke 2 32 German Experts Diplomat 

Anna Staroselski 1 5 German Public Personalities Speaker of Werteinitiative 

Annalena Baerbock 1 11 German Politicians Foreign Minister, Green Party 

Anne Will 3 130 German Journalists Host 

Araye Sharuz Shalicar 2 15 German-Israeli Israeli State Officials Speaker of the IDF 

Carl Bildt 1 3 Swedish Politicians Former Swedish Prime Minister 

Carlo Masala 1 23 German Experts Political Science Professor 

Carsten Linnemann 1 27 German Politicians General Secretary, CDU 

Deborah Feldman 2 21 German-American Public Personalities Author 

Elmar Theveßen 1 5 German Journalists D.C. Correspondent, ZDF 

Eva Quadbeck  1 6 German Journalists Editor-in-Chief, RND 

Florence Gaub  3 43 German-French Experts Head of Research Division EUISS 

Gerhard Conrad  2 36 German Experts Former Employee, BND 

Gilda Sahebi  1 38 German Journalists Freelance Journalist 

Gili Roman  1 6 Israeli Public Personalities Family of the Hostages 

Giovanni di Lorenzo  1 20 German-Italian Journalists Editor-in-Chief, Die Zeit 

Golineh Atai  1 8 German Journalists Head of the Cairo Studio, ZDF 

Guido Steinberg  2 31 German Experts Researcher, SWP 

Hasnain Kazim  1 20 German Public Personalities Author 

Hoda Salah  1 17 German-Egyptian Experts Researcher, Kiel University 
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Jenny Havemann  1 14 German-Israeli Public Personalities Entrepeneur 

Johannes Vogel 1 24 German Politicians Member of Paliament, FDP 

Kai Wegner  1 24 German Politicians Mayor of Berlin, CDU 

Katrin Eigendorf  1 5 German Journalists Correspondent, ZDF 

Kevin Kühnert 2 37 German Politicians General Secretary, SPD 

Khola Maryam Hübsch  1 75 German Journalists Freelance Journalist 

Kristin Helberg  1 28 German Journalists Freelance Journalist 

Margot Friedländer  1 5 German Public Personalities Holocaust Survivor 

Marie-Agnes Strack-Zimmermann 1 60 German Politicians Chair of the Defense Committee, 

FDP 

Markus Lanz  9 622 German-Italian Journalists Host 

Melanie Amann  1 25 German Journalists Journalist, Der Spiegel 

Melody Sucharewicz  1 17 German-Israeli Israeli State Officials Former Foreign Affairs Advisor 

Michael Bewerunge 1 11 German Journalists Head of Tel Aviv Studio, ZDF 

Michael Roth  2 39 German Politicians Member of Parliament, SPD 

Michael Wolffsohn 2 38 German-Israeli Experts Historian 

Natalie Amiri 1 5 German-Iranian Journalists Vice Head of Tel Aviv Studio, 

ARD 

Norbert Röttgen 1 17 German Politicians Member of Parliament, CDU 

Omid Nouripour 1 16 German-Iranian Politicians Co-Leader, Green Party 

Rieke Havertz 1 15 German Journalists Journalist, Die Zeit 

Robert Habeck  1 20 German Politicians Vice Chancellor, Green Party 

Roderich Kiesewetter 1 16 German Politicians Member of Parliament, CDU 

Ron Prosor  1 12 Israeli Israeli State Officials Israel's Ambassador to Germany 

Serap Güler  1 28 German Politicians Member of Parliament, CDU 

Sophia Maier  1 17 German Journalists Correspondent, RTL 

Sönke Neitzel 1 16 German Experts Historian 

Uwe Dziuballa  1 14 German Public Personalities Chef 

Yassin Musharbash  1 12 German Journalists Correspondent, Die Zeit 

Yazan Abo Rahmie  1 19 Palestinian Public Personalities Palestinian Refugee 
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III.II Codebook 

Name Description Files References 

Ideology Main theme that traces the ideological 

roots in the German discourse on the Is-

rael-Palestine conflict. 

12 326 

German Exceptionalism Collects the utterances that construct 

ideology that I call German Exceptional-

ism. 

12 219 

Authoritarianism References in support of a crackdown on 

so called Western values (e.g. freedom 

of speech, freedom to protest etc.). 

5 33 

Grandeur Expressions of national greatness. 7 27 

Holocaust References to the Holocaust. 8 22 

International System References to the international system 

(e.g. Institutions, Organizations). 

8 25 

International Law Utterances about the application of in-

ternational law. 

6 11 

United Nations References to the UN. 5 12 

Moral Superiority Utterances that showcase a sense of 

moral superiority towards other groups. 

10 89 

Zionism Utterances that illustrate the presence of 

the nationalist ideology called Zionism 

in the German discourse on the Israel-

Palestine conflict. 

9 99 

History of the Conflict References that aim at explaining the 

history of the Israel-Palestine conflict. 

8 31 

Zionist Myths References to founding myths of the 

state of Israel. 

8 36 

Knowledge Main theme that traces the produced 

knowledge about the conflict after Octo-

ber 7th. 

11 252 
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Name Description Files References 

Disinformation Referring to information, that were ei-

ther already debunked or taking some-

thing for granted that has not been con-

firmed yet. 

11 44 

Manifest Orientalism Expressions Orientalist manifestations 

according to Said's definition. 

10 116 

Colonialism References to other people and regions 

in an authoritative and superior way. 

7 26 

Islamophobia Utterances that portray Muslim or Islam 

in a bad light. 

10 55 

Racism Negative portrayals of a group of people 

based on their ethnicity. 

7 35 

Propaganda References to Israeli Hasbara. 11 90 

Latent Orientalism Main theme that traces the latent Orien-

talist imaginations of the Israel-Palestine 

conflict in the German discourse. 

11 614 

The Apocalypse References that aim to construct an 

apocalyptic scenario after what hap-

pened on October 7th. 

11 92 

Discontinuity References that emphasize the historical 

break that the events of October 7th con-

stitute. 

9 20 

Existential Threat Utterances that portray the events of Oc-

tober 7th as existential threat to Israel. 

4 13 

Security Utterances that emphasize the im-

portance of Israel’s security. 

7 20 

Worthy vs. Unworthy 

Victims 

References that illustrate differences in 

the value of Israeli vs. Palestinian life. 

10 39 

The Occident References that constitute what Said de-

fined as the Occident. 

11 263 
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Name Description Files References 

EU References to the EU. 8 13 

Germany References to the state of Germany. 10 114 

Raison d'etat References to the German policy to-

wards Israel, framed by Angela Merkel 

in 2008. 

8 30 

The Problem in 

Germany 

References that emphasize the problem 

of Islamism in Germany after the events 

of October 7th. 

9 63 

Israel References to the state of Israel. 11 108 

US References to the United States. 8 25 

The Orient References that constitute what Said de-

fined as the Orient. 

11 213 

Arab Population References to the citizens of an Arab 

state, as opposed to the regimes. 

6 18 

Arab States This includes the Arab states that are not 

regarded as responsible for October 7th. 

8 24 

Hamas characterizations of Hamas 11 50 

Hezbollah References to Hezbollah. 8 19 

Iran References to the state of Iran. 7 22 

Palestine References to the Palestinian people and 

the Palestinian land. 

11 72 

 


