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This study explores how the fluctuations of Qatari-Bahraini ties from 2011 to 2021 
have influenced Al-Jazeera’s legitimization of the Bahraini regime. It also measures the 
extent to which Al-Jazeera Arabic (AJA) and Al-Jazeera English (AJE) included Galtung’s 
typology of violence (ToV) and peace journalism model (PJM) in their coverage of 
Bahrain’s 2011 uprising. A total of 424 articles were analyzed from both channels. The 
results found that the regime’s direct violence dominated the coverage, whereas its 
structural and cultural violence received less attention, particularly by AJA. In addition, 
the number of articles framing the regime’s propaganda as facts dropped across both 
channels following the 2017 Gulf crisis. During the same period, delegitimizing frames 
of the regime increased in articles from AJA and AJE. The study concludes that the 
deterioration of Qatari-Bahraini relations after the 2017 crisis made Al-Jazeera’s 
coverage more critical of the Bahraini regime but not necessarily more peace 
journalism oriented. 
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Bahrain is a small archipelago located in the Persian Gulf. It sits between the Middle East’s main 

rivals, Saudi Arabia and Iran, which were at the forefront of protracted regional proxy wars before restoring 
their diplomatic ties on March 10, 2023, in a historic deal mediated by China. Bahrain’s absolute monarchy 
is part of the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) alongside Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates (UAE), 
Kuwait, Oman, and Qatar (see Figure 1). 
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Figure 1. Map illustrating the strategic location of Bahrain in relation to the GCC and Iran 

(Nations Online Project, 2023). 
 

The Arab Gulf states are key allies to the United States and control approximately one-third of 
global natural gas reserves and two-thirds of the world’s proven oil reserves. Unlike other monarchies in the 
GCC, the majority of Bahrain’s population are Shias (65%), whereas the Al Khalifa ruling dynasty belongs 
to the Sunni minority (Mabon, 2012). 

 
Inspired by the Arab Spring that swept across the Middle East from 2011, the people of Bahrain 

took to the streets on February 14, 2011, calling for democracy, political reforms, and the end to systematic 
discrimination against Shias. In response, the Al Khalifa regime used excessive force against protesters 
(Bassiouni, Rodley, Al-Awadhi, Kirsch & Arsanjani, 2011). Indeed, when compared with its regional 
neighbors, Bahrain recorded the highest per capita arrests of political activists and the second highest per 
capita in extrajudicial killings during the post–Arab Spring period (Al-Khawaja, 2014). 

 
In what has been described as a “collective punishment” against Shias, in 2011, the Bahraini 

authorities demolished 30 Shia mosques and places of worship (Bassiouni et al., 2011, p. 329). They also 
forced 5,000 Shias into unemployment and looted US$10 million from the Shia community under the guise 
of police raids and arrests (Davidson, 2013). 

 
Bahrain’s highest authority, King Hamad bin Isa bin Salman Al Khalifa (2011), portrayed the 

uprising as an unfortunate symptom of sectarian divide. This framing echoed that of former Al Khalifa rulers 
in response to uprisings in the 1980s and 1990s, which Fuller and Francke (1999) have termed a “survival 
tactic.” This was supported by the state media, which publicized anti-Shia rhetoric and repeatedly reported 
on “discovering terrorism cells” funded and trained by Iran. However, a classified U.S. cable released by 
WikiLeaks revealed that the regime’s allegations against Iran were baseless (Black, 2011, para. 2). 

 
Regardless, hostility between the GCC and Iran, alongside ongoing conflicts in the region with 

Iranian involvement, have helped reinforce the Bahraini regime’s allegations (Gengler, 2015, p. 9). As 
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such, the use of “sectarian discourse” as a counterrevolution tool was successful in suppressing the pro-
democracy movement in Bahrain (Al-Rasheed, 2011, p. 514) and reshaping Arab public opinion toward 
it (M. Lynch, 2016). 

 
On March 14, 2011, Saudi Arabia, which considers itself the supervisor of the GCC (Miles, 2010), 

deployed the Peninsula Shield Forces (PSF) in Bahrain’s capital, Manama, and pressured Qatar to join its 
troops (Kamrava, 2013). Significantly, despite its open support for revolutions occurring elsewhere in the 
region and its persistent attempts to escape Saudi’s shadow, Qatar did not oppose Al-Saud’s foreign 
intervention in Bahrain (Khatib, 2013). Bahrain’s protests brought Qatar and Saudi closer because a 
successful uprising in a neighboring country, dominated by Shias, could result in a potential ally to Iran 
(Kamrava, 2013). 

 
In a move that was consistent with Qatar’s foreign policy, Al-Jazeera became “tongue-tied” when 

the Saudi-led PSF began cracking down on peaceful protesters in Bahrain (Kamrava, 2013, p. 72). This was 
in stark contrast (M. Lynch, 2013) to the Qatari-funded network’s promotion and legitimization of military 
actions against the Syrian and Libyan regimes (Abdul-Nabi, 2022; Al-Nahed, 2015). Like Al Khalifa, Al-
Jazeera also downplayed the uprising as a mere display of a sectarian tension between the Shia majority 
and Sunni minority (M. Lynch, 2013). 

 
The relatively stable ties established between Qatar and the GCC countries were quickly dashed, 

as evidenced by Saudi Arabia, the UAE, and Bahrain withdrawing their ambassadors from Doha on March 5, 
2014. They rebuked Qatar for funding parties such as the Muslim Brotherhood (MB) that—according to the 
other council members—aimed to threaten the security of the GCC itself (Ulrichsen, 2019). However, by 
mid-November 2014, the crisis appeared somewhat resolved thanks to Qatar offering up “meaningful acts” 
such as shutting down Al-Jazeera Egypt Live, expelling Egyptian MB leaders from Doha, and supporting the 
Saudi-led coalition in Yemen (Ulrichsen, 2019, p. 33). 

 
During the 2017 Gulf crisis, the diplomatic conflict escalated once again, with Saudi Arabia, the 

UAE, Bahrain, and Egypt imposing a five-year blockade on Qatar. On January 5, 2021, the Qatari Emir 
Sheikh Tamim bin Hamad Al-Thani and the Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman signed the Al-Ula 
declaration agreement. Despite this progress and several formal invitations sent from Bahrain to Doha, 
Qatar’s relations with Bahrain did not return to normalcy at the time. After more than five years of dispute, 
Qatar and Bahrain restored their diplomatic ties on April 13, 2023.  
 

This study explores how the shift in Qatari-Bahraini relations from GCC allies in 2011 to rivals in 
2017 has influenced Al-Jazeera’s legitimization of the Bahraini regime’s propaganda. 

 
The study utilizes the typology of violence (ToV) and peace journalism model (PJM; Galtung, 1990, 

1998) as analysis criteria to examine Al-Jazeera’s framing. It analyzes 424 news stories (NS) during several 
periods in which Qatari-Bahraini ties fluctuated between de-escalation and escalation. These periods include 
the following: (1) 2011 uprising, (2) 2014 crisis, (3) 2014–2017 de-escalation period, and (4) 2017 crisis. 
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J. Lynch and McGoldrick (2005), who developed and published extensively on the peace journalism 
(PJ) approach, defined it as “when editors and reporters make ‘choices’ about what to report, and how to 
report it, that create opportunities for society at large to consider and to value non-violent responses to 
conflict” (p. 5). 

 
PJ is derived from the field of peace and conflict analysis (J. Lynch & McGoldrick, 2005). This means 

that PJ-oriented coverage goes beyond reporting on direct violence (number of 
victims/deaths/destructions), instead making deliberate efforts to report on the cultural and structural 
reasons/context/history that have led to a certain conflict (J. Lynch & McGoldrick, 2005). More specifically, 
adopting a PJ approach requires an understanding of the ToV, which includes “direct, structural, and cultural 
violence” (Galtung, 1990, p. 291). Therefore, this study utilizes the ToV to measure the extent to which the 
three types of regime violence were included in the channels’ coverage. 

 
Qatar’s Influence on Al-Jazeera 

 
In 1996, one year after toppling his father, the former Qatari Emir, Hamad Al-Thani, founded Al-

Jazeera as part of his sophisticated public diplomacy and state branding strategies (Ulrichsen, 2014). 
 
Although a limited number of media studies examine the extent of Qatar’s influence on Al-

Jazeera’s coverage during the Arab Spring (Abdul-Nabi, 2022; Al-Nahed, 2015), numerous political 
science scholars have contended that the channel has been serving its owner’s agenda (Kamrava, 2013; 
Khatib, 2013; Ulrichsen, 2014). For example, whereas Al-Jazeera framed the protests in Egypt, Syria, 
and Libya as “revolutions” (Al-Nahed, 2015; El-Nawawy & El-Masry, 2015), Bahrain’s uprising was hardly 
represented as such in the beginning of the Arab Spring (Abdul-Nabi, 2015). Abdul-Nabi (2017) argues 
that the change in Qatar’s foreign policy from an impartial mediator before the Arab Spring to an 
aggressive interventionist in the years since has altered the channel’s role from a successful public 
diplomacy tool to blatant propaganda. 

 
Indeed, multiple studies that dissect Al-Jazeera’s coverage after the 2017 Gulf crisis illustrate how 

the channel has acted as a propaganda instrument, supporting Qatar’s foreign policy in both its Arabic 
(Ajaoud & Elmasry, 2020) and English content (Kharbach, 2020). However, others argue that Qatar and Al-
Jazeera remain two separate institutions that each reflect their “own internal logic” (Maziad, 2018, p. 1067). 

 
In addition, some studies indicate no major differences between Al-Jazeera Arabic (AJA) and Al-

Jazeera English (AJE; Al-Nahed, 2015; Fahmy & Al-Emad, 2011). Kraidy (2008) argues that the channels 
are similar in their coverage of the Middle East, yet AJA still sounds harsher than AJE. Other studies observe 
major differences between AJA and AJE content (Al-Najjar, 2009). Barkho (2019) posits that the absence 
of written editorial guidelines within AJA has encouraged its journalists to use more “expressive and eloquent 
language” when compared with their counterparts at AJE (p. 94). 
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Literature Review: Peace Journalism 
 

The father of peace studies, Johan Galtung (2015), states, “To say something about peace 
journalism, something has to be said about peace. To say something about peace, something has to be said 
about conflict and its resolution” (p. 321). J. Lynch and Galtung (2010) liken PJ with “health journalism,” 
which focuses on the causes of diseases, preventative measures, and possible cures (p. 3). Conversely, they 
portray war journalism (WJ) as akin to “sport journalism,” where “winning is not everything, it is the only 
thing” (J. Lynch & Galtung, 2010, p. 3). 

 
Galtung (1986, 1998) categorizes PJ and WJ based on four orientations: (1) peace/conflict versus 

war, (2) truth versus. propaganda, (3) people versus. elites, and (4) solution versus. victory. According to 
Galtung’s (1998) PJM, peace/conflict-oriented reporting focuses on conflict formation and all conflicting 
parties (not merely two), as well as the goals, causes, and history of conflicts. Truth-oriented coverage 
exposes propaganda from all sides. People-oriented coverage gives voices to the marginalized, including 
victims, women, activists, and ordinary people. Finally, solution-oriented coverage reports on peace 
proposals and the aftermaths of conflicts (Galtung, 1998). 

 
A prevalent misconception among both critics (Hanitzsch, 2007; Loyn, 2007) and proponents 

(Aslam, 2016; Benn, 2015; Peleg, 2007) of Galtung’s PJM is that it is a form of advocacy or attachment. 
This is despite longstanding clarifications from PJ scholars that the role of peace journalists is not to promote 
peace but rather to give it an “opportunity,” so audiences can “consider and value non-violent responses to 
conflict” (J. Lynch & McGoldrick, 2005, p. 5). If these “responses, once considered, are rejected, there is 
nothing else journalism can do about it while remaining journalism” (J. Lynch, 2014, p. 64). 

 
Furthermore, J. Lynch and McGoldrick (2005) explain that covering peace initiatives does not mean 

ignoring violence or shying away from asking the difficult questions. Hence, PJ is a shift in the way of 
reporting, not a complete departure from professional journalism (J. Lynch, 2014). 

 
Critics of the PJM 

 
Galtung’s (1998) four orientations have inspired other media scholars to criticize, develop, and 

expand on his approach. For instance, Kempf (2003) suggests a two-step strategy to combat the domination 
of WJ: “de-escalation-oriented coverage” and “solution-oriented coverage” (p. 9). In addition, Shinar (2007) 
extracted five headings from Galtung’s PJM and proposed utilizing them as evaluative criteria for PJ studies 
that employ content analysis methodologies. J. Lynch (2014) describes PJ as “good journalism” and suggests 
six characteristics to transform it from theory to practice (p. 33). 

 
Although some have welcomed the PJM as a system of “global media ethics” (Tehranian, 2002, p. 

58), others have raised questions around its applicability. For instance, Gilboa (2009) criticizes the model’s 
“simplicity,” “unrealistic approach” toward media effects, and inability to examine media coverage during 
different degrees and phases of conflicts (p. 110). Others have also critiqued the dualism of the PJM, arguing 
that a true diversity of views does not always fit into Galtung’s orientations (Nohrstedt & Ottosen, 2015; 
Tenenboim-Weinblatt, Hanitzsch, & Nagar, 2016). 
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Due to the lack of “sub-distinctions” in Galtung’s model, Tenenboim-Weinblatt and colleagues (2016) 
designed an “actor-event framework” that analyzes “news narratives” by examining the representations of the 
different levels of involvement by actors and the different degrees of events/conflicts (p. 155). Nohrstedt and 
Ottosen (2015) propose utilizing critical discourse analysis (CDA) as a complementary tool to the model. 
Furthermore, El-Nawawy and Powers (2008) argue that the PJM disregards the role of “collective identity” for 
groups in accepting or rejecting nonviolent responses to conflicts. 

 
In criticizing the impracticality of applying Galtung’s model in non-Western contexts, Hussain, 

Shahzad, and Ahmad (2022) propose a “classification framework” for PJ, which they base on analyzing 
journalists’ perceptions and media coverage of six different conflicts in Pakistan (p. 2). The framework 
determines that the different degrees of conflict and journalists’ perceptions of national security threats can 
help to predict the nature of media coverage (Hussain et al., 2022). 

 
Furthermore, after surveying more than 100 PJ journal articles, Doll and Moy (2022) suggest a 

“cross-dimensional” PJM, in which “impacting factors” affecting the “practice” and “content” of PJ are 
provided as a set of “considerations” ranging from macro (institutional) to micro (individual; p. 274). 

 
Other researchers suggest expanding the PJM by adding more orientations to it, such as gender 

awareness (Jacobson, 2010), racial/ethnic awareness (Benn, 2015), peace photography (Allan, 2011), 
human rights (Shaw, 2011), and normative values for peace media (Ersoy & Miller, 2020). 

 
Barriers Toward Putting the PJM Into Practice 

 
Opponents and advocates of PJ agree that media, economic, and political structures can hinder 

putting the model into practice (Hackett, 2006; Hanitzsch, 2007; Shinar, 2007; Tehranian, 2002). These 
barriers include government propaganda, advertisers, media ownership (Tehranian, 2002), conventional 
news values, and media routines (Hackett, 2006). Interestingly, at times these routines can also act in favor 
of the PJM (Hackett, 2011). For instance, the “regime of objectivity” which requires quoting two sides can 
still offer opportunities to anti-war or alternative voices (Hackett, 2011, p. 36). Furthermore, Hackett (2006) 
argues that certain media models such as the hierarchy of influences (Shoemaker & Reese, 2013) actually 
give agency to journalists, meaning that applying the PJM remains feasible. However, journalists might still 
be restricted by overarching political, institutional, and social-psychological structures (Ersoy, 2016; Kempf, 
2003; Şahin & Ross, 2012). 

 
For instance, although journalists from Nepal, who are considerably more diverse than those from 

Sri Lanka, are more likely to practice PJ, in both instances, journalists are restrained by media ownership, 
suppression, and a lack of professionalism and training (Selvarajah, 2021). Moreover, when looking at 
Kenya, it is clear that local and foreign journalists covering the 2017 election violence and the 2019 Dusit 
attack faced similar barriers and failed to truly understand PJ, meaning that journalist misconceptions of PJ 
should also be added to its list of restraints (Arregui, Thomas, & Kilby, 2022). 

 
A recent mixed-methods study concluded that journalists who received PJ training have changed their 

approach (J. Lynch & Tiripelli, 2022). However, since some PJ orientations (such as people) are “most readily 
applicable” than others, such transformation is “necessarily limited” (J. Lynch & Tiripelli, 2022, p. 224). 
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Although it might be assumed that the typical restraints on PJ are less effective on social media, 
recent studies have found that these platforms remain dominated by escalatory discourse, especially in 
countries torn apart by violence such as Nigeria (Aghadiegwu & Ogbonna, 2015; Auwal & Ersoy, 2022), 
Israel, and Palestine (LaTarte, 2019). For instance, Nigerian newspapers’ heavy reliance on the tweets of 
the frontrunners in the 2019 presidential election has led to reporting claims as facts and escalating the 
social divides in the country (Auwal & Ersoy, 2022). 

 
Epistemology of Peace Journalism 

 
Hussain and J. Lynch (2015, 2019) assert that the PJM has primarily been perceived by media 

scholars based on four approaches. Hanitzsch (2004) considers the PJM as a normative or idealist concept 
that relies on “naïve realism” to promote that reality can actually be represented in media as it is (p. 483). 
Conversely, J. Lynch (2007) suggests that “critical realism” (p. 6) forms the model’s epistemological 
foundation, meaning that although the world cannot be fully depicted as it is (truth), it can be assembled 
as agreed (social truth; Wright, 1996). Other scholars have adopted the critical approach, which argues that 
PJ can be practiced only if media conventions and structures are entirely reformed (Galtung, 2000; Peleg, 
2007; Tehranian, 2002), whereas some, like Lee (2010) and Lee, Maslog, and Kim (2006), have come to 
understand the model as a “post-positivism approach” in which PJ can be utilized as a criteria for analysis 
(Hussain & J. Lynch, 2015, p. 7). 

 
Due to the impracticalities arising from adopting “critical realism” and the “critical approach,” 

especially in areas engulfed by conflicts like Pakistan, Hussain and J. Lynch (2015) propose that “critical 
pragmatism” is a more feasible “philosophical mooring” for PJ (p. 8). Critical pragmatism does not allege 
that it can reach “absolute knowledge,” but it believes that “maximum possible knowledge” (even if fallible) 
can be gained through reliable means (Hussain & J. Lynch, 2015, p. 8). As such, it can be viewed as a 
compromising concept between post-positivist and critical approaches to PJM (Hussain & J. Lynch, 2015). 

 
Utilizing Pakistan as a case study, Hussain and J. Lynch (2015) designed a “critical pragmatic model” 

for PJ, which accounts for the changing roles of peace journalists depending on the conflict context (including 
its intensity) and the level of restrictions on journalists (including stemming from threats to their safety; p. 9). 

 
Hussain and J. Lynch (2019) later expand this by suggesting the adoption of six strategies that 

enable a focus on specific aspects to PJ that are dependent on the nature/extent of challenges/conflicts, as 
well as perceptions of challenges/conflicts held by journalists themselves. 

 
It Is All About Selection 

 
J. Lynch (2007) argues that the main dispute within PJ is not about “truthfulness” or “reporting facts,” 

but rather how and why certain facts are “selected” in the media coverage of an event while other facts are 
simultaneously excluded (p. 3). This “selectivity,” as referred to by J. Lynch and Galtung (2010), is a propaganda 
technique applied by media organizations (p. 53) to serve the political agenda of a privileged power (Herman & 
Chomsky, 2010). So too do Herman and Chomsky (2010) argue that if such choices are represented in a 
convincing way, and backed by “authority figures” without providing alternative interpretations, this can enable 
the public perception that selective information is in fact “established truth” (p. 122). 
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A limited number of studies have discussed the implications of excluding certain facts on how 
conflict is represented (Fahmy & Eakin, 2014; J. Lynch, 2006; J. Lynch & McGoldrick, 2005), so this study 
aims to fill this gap. It also explores whether the “variation of political environment” between Qatar and 
Bahrain from 2011 to 2021 led to a “variation” in media representation (selections) as predicted by 
Wolfsfeld’s (2013) politics-media-politics (PMP) framework (p. 15). 

 
Methodology: Framing Theory and Quantitative Content Analysis 

 
Lee and colleagues (2006) state that PJ is theoretically “supported by the framing theory” (p. 501). 

Entman (1993) defines framing as “to select some aspects of a perceived reality and make them more 
salient in a communicating text, in such a way as to promote a particular problem definition, causal 
interpretation, moral evaluation, and/or treatment recommendation for the item described” (p. 52). He also 
explains that frames can be determined based on the presence, as well as absence, of “certain keywords, 
stock phrases, stereotyped images, sources of information, and sentences that provide thematically 
reinforcing clusters of facts or judgments” (Entman, 1993, p. 52). Therefore, the inclusion of certain aspects 
of reality in media coverage is as crucial as the exclusion of them (Entman, 1993). 

 
Youngblood (2016) argues that PJ-oriented coverage “makes choices,” selects words, and carefully 

frames stories in a way that encourages constructive conversation within society (p. 9). Hence, “framing” 
as well as “word choice” are the main elements of PJ (Youngblood, 2016, p. 9). To conclude, both framing 
and PJ intersect in their emphasis on what J. Lynch and Galtung (2010) refer to as “selectivity” (p. 53). 

 
Because framing theory depends on “selection” and “salience” (Entman, 1993, p. 52), this study 

measures the extent to which PJ frames are present/absent in Al-Jazeera’s coverage based on which criteria 
(facts) are selected and the frequency (salience) of criteria mentions. For example, an AJA or AJE NS (unit 
of analysis) will be framed as peace- or conflict-oriented if it mentions facts (criteria) related to the historic 
background of the Bahraini regime’s allegations against protesters or Iran. 

 
Quantitative content analysis methods are utilized to measure the extent to which the PJM and ToV 

frames have been applied. Macnamara (2005) explains that quantitative analysis “collects data about media 
content such as topics or issues, volume of mentions, messages determined by key words in context (KWIC), 
circulation of the media, and frequency” (p. 4). 

 
The research body related to framing theory focuses on four areas: “frame building, frame usage, 

framing effects, and how people use frames to process meaning” (Potter, 2019, p. 143). This study 
concentrates specifically on “frame building” which is, according to Tewksbury and Scheufele (2009), 
influenced by: (1) news production routines, (2) political actors, and (3) cultural context. 

 
To examine the influence of political actors on Al-Jazeera’s framing, four research periods from 

2011 to 2021 have been selected (Table 1), covering fluctuations of escalating tension and reconciliation 
between Qatar and Bahrain. All NS directly related to Bahrain’s uprising during the four research periods 
were selected and analyzed for research questions (RQ) 1 and 3 (Table 1). Only NS related to the regime’s 
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allegations (terrorism and Iran’s role) were considered for RQ2 (Table 1). Articles related to other genres, 
sport, weather, or brief descriptions of videos were excluded. 

 
Table 1. Number of Selected News Stories (NS) From AJA and AJE in the Four Periods. 

Selected Period 2011 Uprising 2014 Crisis 
De-escalation 

Period 2017 Gulf Crisis 

 

(March 14, 
2011–June 1, 

2011) 

(March 5, 2014–
November 16, 

2014) 

(November 17, 
2014–June 4, 

2017) 

(June 5, 2017–
September 28, 

2021) 
AJA NS, RQ1 
and RQ3 

80 19 61 161 

AJA NS, RQ2 
(Terrorism) 

14 2 31 36 

AJA NS, RQ2 
(Iran’s agents) 

20 0 25 13 

AJE NS, RQ1 
and RQ3 

38 9 26 30 

AJE NS, RQ2 
(Terrorism) 

6 5 10 8 

AJE NS, RQ2 
(Iran’s agents) 

14 2 13 10 

 
Research Questions and Frames 

 
RQ1: ToV Frames 

 
In his ToV, Galtung (1990) categorizes violence in three ways: “direct, structural, and cultural” 

(p. 291). Galtung and Fischer (2013) view violence as “avoidable insults to basic human needs,” whereby 
“direct violence” is the negation of these needs through killing, torturing, arresting, and other forms of 
repression (p. 38). 

 
Conversely, structural violence is invisible and stems from political, social, or/and economic 

systems that deprive people from attaining their rights. It can include exploitation, marginalization, 
segmentation, and fragmentation (Galtung & Fischer, 2013). 

 
Galtung (1990) also coined the concept of “cultural violence,” in which an ideology, language, art, 

and/or science can be used to justify and legitimize structural and direct violence (p. 291). These cultural 
aspects can take several forms such as nationalism, racism, sexism, imperialism, and prejudice (Galtung & 
Fischer, 2013). 

 
Youngblood (2016) argues that Galtung’s ToV is a “valuable tool” to assess and examine media 

coverage (p. 54). Therefore, RQ1 is as follows: 
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RQ1: To what extent did AJA and AJE apply the ToV frames in their coverage of Bahrain’s uprising in the 
periods from 2011 to 2021? 

 
Based on Galtung’s (1990) ToV and the context of Bahrain’s conflict, Table 2 designs the criteria 

for the direct, structural, and cultural frames. 
 

Table 2. Criteria of ToV Frames in the Bahraini Conflict. 

Direct Violence Frame Structural Violence Frame Cultural Violence Frame 
Killing/torturing/arresting/ 
exiling protesters. 
Or physical and verbal abuse. 

Discriminating against Shias. 
Or depriving protesters from 
employment/government 
services/medical treatment. 

Dichotomy between Self 
(Sunni) and Others (Shia). 
Or prejudice that Shias are 
Iran’s fifth column. 
Or downgrading Shias to 
“rejectionists,” “Safavids,” 
and “that group.” 

 
RQ2: Peace/Conflict Frame 

 
Because some studies have analyzed only select aspects of the PJ orientations (J. Lynch, 2006, 

2008), RQ2 focuses specifically on the first of these orientations: peace/conflict. According to Galtung’s 
(1998) PJM, applying this orientation requires a deep knowledge of the context of conflict formation. J. 
Lynch and McGoldrick (2005) argue that when media coverage excludes the “context” of (direct) violence, 
audiences assume that the conflict must be triggered by unreasonable causes such as “ancient hatreds,” 
“religious fanaticism,” or “tribal anarchy” (p. 108). 

 
This study examines whether Al-Jazeera reported allegations of terrorism or Iranian interference 

made by the Al Khalifa regime at face value or whether it included the critical context and reasons behind 
these claims. RQ2 focuses on two allegations: (1) that protesters are involved in “terrorism attacks” and (2) 
that protesters are “Iran’s agents.” Therefore, RQ2 is as follows: 

 
RQ2: To what extent did AJA and AJE apply the peace/conflict frame in their coverage of the allegations 

of “terrorism” and “Iran’s agents” in the periods from 2011 to 2021? 
 

Table 3 details the criteria of the pro-Bahraini regime frame, pro-protesters frame, war frame, and 
peace/conflict frame. 

 
Table 3. Criteria of Frames for Pro-Bahraini Regime, Pro-protesters, War, and Peace/Conflict in 

the Channels’ Coverage of “Terrorism” and “Iran’s Agents” Allegations. 
Pro-Bahraini 
Regime Frame 

Pro-protesters 
Frame War Frame Peace/Conflict Frame 

Including only the 
regime’s accounts. 

Denying the 
allegations without 

providing any context. 

Including the regime’s 
and protesters’ 

accounts (two sides), 

Including alternative 
accounts, and /or providing 
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without providing any 
context. 

causes and roots of the 
allegations. 

 
RQ3: Delegitimizing Frames of Bahraini Regime and Protesters 

 
Propaganda is placed as the third orientation of WJ (Galtung, 1998). In propaganda-oriented 

coverage, an ally to the media ownership body (Qatar) is legitimized while the enemy of that owner is 
delegitimized (Herman & Chomsky, 2010). This study thus aims to explore whether the deterioration of 
Bahraini-Qatari ties in 2014 and 2017 led to an increase in the delegitimization of the Bahraini regime by 
Al-Jazeera. Therefore, RQ3 is as follows: 
 
RQ3: To what extent did AJA and AJE delegitimize the Bahraini regime and protesters in the periods from 

2011 to 2021? 
 

Tables 4 and 5 detail the criteria for the delegitimizing frames of protesters and the regime. 
 

Table 4. Criteria of Delegitimizing Frames of Protesters. 

Clashes Frame Sectarianism Frame 

 Referring to protests as “clashes.”  Describing protests as sectarian. 

 
Table 5. Criteria of Delegitimizing Frames of the Regime. 

Excessive Force Frame Torture Frame Violations Frame 
 Mentioning the regime’s 
excessive use of force as 
a “fact.” 

 Mentioning the 
regime’s use of torture 

as a “fact.” 

 Mentioning the regime’s 
human rights violations as a 

“fact.” 
 

Quantitative Findings 
 

RQ1: Domination of Direct Violence Frame 
 

The quantitative analysis1 found that AJA and AJE coverage displayed far higher percentages of 
the direct violence frame when compared with the structural and cultural violence frames during all research 
periods (Figures 2 and 3). For both channels, the direct violence frame recorded its highest level (more than 
90%) after the 2017 Gulf crisis. Moreover, the structural and cultural violence frames recorded higher 
percentages in AJE’s coverage (ranging from 10.5% to 33.3%) when compared with AJA’s (from 0% to 
9.3%) in all research periods (Figures 2 and 3). 

 

 
1 The frequencies and percentages of the examined frames and analytical criteria can be accessed at: 
https://www.dropbox.com/s/ufdk47aqulqjg9v/0-Quantitative%20results.docx?dl=0. 
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Figure 2. Percentages of ToV frames in AJA. 

 

 
Figure 3. Percentages of ToV frames in AJE. 

 
RQ2: Allegation Coverage: Drop in Pro-Bahraini Regime Frame After 2017 Crisis 

 
RQ2.1: “Terrorism” Allegations 
 

Both channels’ coverage of “terrorism” allegations were dominated by the pro-Bahraini regime 
frame (more than 42%) in all research periods, except for AJE during the 2011 uprising (Figures 4 and 5). 
However, the frame’s overall percentage decreased by nearly a half in each channel during the 2017 Gulf 
crisis. This was accompanied by an increase in the application of the peace/conflict frame in AJA (50%) and 
AJE (12.5%) in the same period (Figures 4 and 5). 
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Figure 4. Percentages of terrorism allegations frames in AJA. 

 

 
Figure 5. Percentages of terrorism allegations frames in AJE. 

 
RQ2.2: “Iran’s Agents” Allegations 
 

The percentages of the pro-regime frame significantly decreased in AJA’s and AJE’s coverage of 
“Iran’s agents” allegations during the 2017 Gulf crisis (Figures 6 and 7). In the same period, the war frame 
increased in the NS of both channels. Neither included the peace/conflict frame in their coverage across all 
research periods (0%), with the one exception of AJE’s coverage during the 2011 uprising (42.9%; Figures 
6 and 7). 
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Figure 6. Percentages of “Iran’s agents” allegations frames in AJA. 

 

 
Figure 7. Percentages of “Iran’s agents” allegations frames in AJE. 

 
RQ3: Increasing Delegitimization of the Bahraini Regime After the 2017 Crisis 

 
RQ3.1: Delegitimizing Frames of Protesters 
 

Delegitimizing frames of the Bahraini protesters decreased during the 2017 Gulf crisis under 
both channels. For instance, more than 19% of AJA and AJE NS framed the protesters as “sectarian” in 
the de-escalation period, whereas only approximately 3% of NS by both channels represented them as 
such during the 2017 crisis. Likewise, the clashes frame dropped in AJA and AJE during the same period 
(Figures 8 and 9). 
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Figure 8. Percentages of delegitimizing frames of the protesters in AJA. 

 

 
Figure 9. Percentages of delegitimizing frames of the protesters in AJE. 

 
RQ3.2: Delegitimizing Frames of the Bahraini Regime 
 

Both channels increased their application of delegitimizing frames of the Bahraini regime after the 
2017 Gulf crisis (Figures 10 and 11). For example, more than one-third of AJA coverage depicted the 
regime’s conduct of “excessive force,” “torture,” and “human rights violations” as factual practices during 
the 2017 crisis (Figure 10). In AJE NS, the “excessive force” frame did not seem to be affected by any 
specific period (Figure 11). However, representing “torture” and the regime’s “violations” as facts increased 
considerably in AJE’s coverage, from less than 4% during the de-escalation period to nearly 30% during the 
2017 crisis (Figure 11).  
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Figure 10. Percentages of delegitimizing frames of the regime in AJA 

 

 
Figure 11. Percentages of delegitimizing frames of the regime in AJE 

 
Discussion and Conclusion 

 
Implications of Excluding Structural and Cultural Violence Frames 

 
Intense focus on the regime’s direct violence by both channels emphasized the notion that the 

key actor of the conflict is where the violence is (Galtung, 2003). PJ-oriented coverage focuses instead 
on the consequences arising from visible and non-visible violence. For instance, both direct and structural 
violence can result in “collective trauma” by depriving people of their needs (Galtung & Fischer, 2013, p. 
42). This might drive the deprived (e.g., protesters) to react by using “direct violence,” which 
subsequently breeds more violence (Galtung & Fischer, 2013, p. 42). Such implications were never 
mentioned in the channels’ coverage. 
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Also, excluding the fact that protesters have been discriminated against (structural violence) and 
that the regime has been treating them as Iran’s fifth column (cultural violence) has helped in promoting 
the regime’s sectarian propaganda, especially in the de-escalation period. 

 
Some studies found that the inclusion of the PJ approach in NS is challenging, due to the nature of 

the genre (Guta, 2019; Lee, 2010). However, AJE’s relative application of the structural and cultural violence 
frames is further evidence that PJ is “feasible” (J. Lynch, 2013, p. 15). 

 
Influence of the “Political Environment” on PJ 

 
The majority of AJA’s and AJE’s NS during the de-escalation period acted as “mere conduits” 

(Shoemaker & Reese, 2013, p. 195) to the Ministry of Interior’s (MOI) allegations of protesters’ involvement 
in “terrorism.” None of the NS published by either channel in that period included alternative accounts. For 
instance, the coverage could have quoted credible organizations such as Amnesty International (AI, 2017), 
which repeatedly criticized the regime for charging peaceful protesters with terrorist acts after extracting 
confessions under torture. 

 
Herman and Chomsky (2010) interpret that official sources (like the MOI) flood media outlets with 

“facts” that they have created to push “unwanted stories” to the back pages (p. 106). Once these officials 
observe how their “facts” are being reported, they can design other “facts” that are more likely to continue 
to be reported (J. Lynch & McGoldrick, 2005, p. 374). J. Lynch and McGoldrick (2005) call this process a 
“feedback loop” in which journalists influence the sort of “facts” that are provided for them to cover in the 
future (p. 371). 

 
Interestingly, AJA and AJE started to include more background and critical accounts that challenged 

the regime’s allegations after the 2017 crisis. Both channels, especially AJA, started broadcasting 
documentaries that refuted the narratives of “terrorism” and “Iran’s agents.” 

 
For instance, the documentary film Playing with Fire represented the Bahraini regime (rather 

than the protesters) as being involved in terrorism and intervening in Iran’s affairs (Al-Jazeera Arabic, 
2019). The film, which was aired by AJA and AJE, showed two leaked testimonies from al Qaeda members 
who revealed that they were recruited by the Bahraini regime in 2003 to assassinate Shia political figures 
(Al-Jazeera Arabic, 2019). 

 
The channels’ shift from framing the protesters as “terrorists” before the 2017 Gulf crisis to 

framing the regime as the “terrorist” after the conflict can be attributed to what Wolfsfeld (2013) calls 
“politics first” (p. 3). Based on this concept, media coverage can be better assessed when considering the 
political environment surrounding it. This also aligns with the PMP model, which suggests that a “variation” 
in a particular political environment can lead to a “variation” in media coverage (Wolfsfeld, 2013, p. 2). 

 
The results also show that the peace/conflict frame increased in the coverage of “terrorism” 

allegations by the channels during the 2017 Gulf crisis. This finding supports previous studies, which 
concluded that PJ orientations can increase in certain conflict periods, particularly if peace is part of the 
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political agenda (Kempf, 2003; Lee, 2010). It is also consistent with studies, which found that the political 
environment in a state can affect the inclusion and exclusion of PJ frames in its media coverage (Fahmy & 
Eakin, 2014; Lee et al., 2006; J. Lynch, 2008). 

 
Although the results of this study partially agree with the literature cited earlier, they also 

demonstrate that having the right political environment is not enough to increase the percentage of PJ. For 
instance, whereas the 2017 crisis allowed more space to the application of the peace/conflict frame in the 
coverage of “terrorism” allegations, neither channel applied the frame while reporting on the claims of “Iran’s 
agents.” Therefore, being free of the political “external constraints” in Tiripelli’s (2016) words might not 
necessarily result in a higher practice of PJ (p. 134). 

 
Tiripelli’s case study (2016) found that the journalists covering the Israeli-Palestinian conflict were 

not critical toward media routines and the consequences of their reporting style. As such, training journalists 
must remain an essential factor in enhancing the application of PJ (Blasi, 2004). 

 
Simplification of Violent Crackdowns as “Clashes” 

 
Associating protesters with “sectarianism” and “clashes” recorded significant percentages in both 

channels in the periods before the 2017 Gulf crisis. AJA and AJE reported on “clashes” between the protesters 
and security forces as if both sides were equal, without addressing what J. Lynch and Galtung (2010) call 
the structural imbalance between them. 

 
For instance, AJA framed the Duraz raid in which the National Security Forces (NSF) violently quelled 

a sit-in protest, killing five protesters and a child (AI, 2017), as a “confrontation” between the police and 
“outlaws” (Al-Jazeera Arabic, 2017, para. 3). Comparatively, AI (2017) told an entirely different story, stating 
that when authorities revoked the citizenship of prominent Shia spiritual leader Sheikh Isa Qassim in June 2016, 
mass demonstrations took place outside his home in the village of Duraz. In response, the NSF blockaded the 
village for 11 months and used “excessive and arbitrary force,” including firing tear gas at the Duraz 
Intermediate Boys School and Qassim’s house (AI, 2017, p. 33). This context was not included in the AJA 
coverage, which depended only on one source, the MOI. Conveying statements made by the authorities at face 
value is better left to the “ministries of dis-information,” as put by Galtung (2003, p. 178). 

 
In the Duraz raid story, Al-Jazeera Arabic’s (2017) use of the lexical choices (“the killing,” “the 

arrest,” and “there have been five deaths”) is an example of the channel’s application of the discourse 
analysis concept: “nominalization” (para. 1). Machin and Mayr (2012) define “nominalization” as when a 
text uses nouns (the killing of protesters), instead of verbs (police killed protesters), to cover agency and 
responsibility, hide the affected, remove sense of time, and create ambiguity (p. 137). 

 
Moreover, excluding protesters’ accounts and associating them with “presuppositions” like “outlaws” 

and “confrontation” can imply that these representations are factual, whereas in reality they “may be contestable 
and ideological” (Machin & Mayr, 2012, p. 133). These choices are not neutral; editors/reporters select them 
based on how they wish to represent certain social actors (Machin & Mayr, 2012, p. 133). 
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Media Representation of Peaceful Struggle 
 

The concern with misrepresenting protesters as “terrorists” and “Iran’s agents” who regularly 
“clash” with the police is that this distortion can justify “violent responses.” J. Lynch and McGoldrick (2005) 
argue that “the way a problem is seen, or diagnosed, conditions what we are prepared to see as an 
appropriate remedy” (p. 62). 

 
The study observes that the channels’ NS rarely framed the protests as “peaceful” during all 

research periods. Al-Khawaja (2014) argues that neglecting peaceful struggle while giving consistent media 
coverage to violent acts discourages the use of nonviolent methods of conflict resolution. This might drive 
protesters or “less advantaged sources” to initiate “events” that—in Shoemaker and Reese’s (2013) words—
can fit the criteria and bureaucratic routines of news outlets (p. 183). J. Lynch and Galtung (2010) say that 
covering non-violent struggle can empower protesters’ commitment to adopting more peaceful methods, 
whereas neglecting them can drive protest movements to turn to violence. Galtung (2000) states, 

 
You [protesters] have a voice but they don’t have an ear and whatever you say is twisted 
into unrecognition, and if you experience that over a period of let us say fifty years you 
may become tired and you may get the feeling that it doesn't matter the slightest, and 
you may just as well get violent because that seems to be the only language they 
understand. (p. 162) 
 
PJ-oriented coverage would be aware that journalists are part of the conflicts they cover, and hence 

the involved parties might possibly manipulate them to deliver their propaganda (J. Lynch & McGoldrick, 
2005). The lack of such awareness in Al-Jazeera’s coverage has thus aided in promoting the Al Khalifa 
regime’s propaganda. Davies (2014) argues that the promotions of regime allegations related to 
sectarianism and Iran’s intervention were among the main reasons behind the failure of the nonviolent 
struggle in Bahrain. 

AJA and AJE: Similarities and Differences 
 

Like AJA, AJE was more critical of the Bahraini regime during the 2017 Gulf crisis than during other 
conflict periods. However, the increases in AJE’s application of the direct violence frame and delegitimizing 
frames of the Bahraini regime during the 2017 conflict were not as dramatic as in AJA’s NS. AJE also recorded 
significant percentages of the structural and cultural violence frames (which were not affected by a certain 
period), whereas the same frames were rarely mentioned by AJA. Hence, unlike other studies that found no 
major differences between AJA and AJE (Al-Nahed, 2015; Fahmy & Al-Emad, 2011; Kraidy, 2008), this 
article argues that the different degrees of applying the ToV frames by both channels have significantly 
affected their representation of Bahrain’s uprising. 

 
The differences between AJA and AJE can be possibly explained by the five levels/filters of 

Shoemaker and Reese’s (2013) hierarchy of influences model. Although both channels are governed by the 
same organizational level (ownership), they differ on the individual level (journalists), extra-media level 
(competitors/audiences), routine level (reporting standards), and ideology level (nationalities of journalists 
and audiences; Shoemaker & Reese, 2013). 
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Limitations and Future Studies 
 

Because this study focused only on Al-Jazeera’s online NS, additional research projects could 
examine other genres such as online features, live shows, news reports, bulletins, and documentary films. 
Furthermore, the differences and similarities between AJA and AJE could be dissected in more depth by 
utilizing discourse analysis methods instead of depending only on quantitative content analysis. 

 
More research can be conducted to test the effect of the feedback loop (J. Lynch & McGoldrick, 

2005) on both the Al Khalifa regime and pro-democracy protesters. It would also be intriguing to explore 
whether increased reporting on peaceful struggles in Bahrain can enhance the use of nonviolent methods 
on the ground. Moreover, future research could examine the influence of PJ in de-escalating the sectarian 
perception of Bahrain’s uprising among Arab audiences. 

 
 

References 
 

Abdul-Nabi, Z. (2015). Based on the peace journalism model: Analysis of Al-Jazeera’s coverage of 
Bahrain’s uprising and Syria’s chemical attack. Global Media and Communication, 11(3), 271–
302. doi:10.1177/1742766515606300 

 
Abdul-Nabi, Z. (2017). Al-Jazeera’s relationship with Qatar before and after Arab Spring: Effective public 

diplomacy or blatant propaganda. Arab Media & Society, 24, 1–21. Retrieved from 
https://www.arabmediasociety.com/al-jazeeras-relationship-with-qatar-before-and-after-arab-
spring-effective-public-diplomacy-or-blatant-propaganda/ 

 
Abdul-Nabi, Z. (2022). Al-Jazeera’s “double standards” in the Arab Spring: A peace journalism analysis 

(2011–2021). Cham, Switzerland: Palgrave Macmillan. 
 
Aghadiegwu, U. C., & Ogbonna, U. A. (2015). The rise of hate and peace journalism in the Nigerian 

democratization process: The place of the new media. Communication Panorama African and 
Global Perspectives, 1(1), 1–16. Retrieved from 
http://rex.commpan.com/index.php/cpagp/article/view/21 

 
AI (Amnesty International). (2017). No one can protect you: Bahrain’s year of crushing dissent [Report]. 

Retrieved from https://www.amnestyusa.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/Embargoed-7-Sept-
No-one-can-protect-you-Bahrains-year-of-crushing-dissent.pdf 

 
Ajaoud, S., & Elmasry, M. H. (2020). When news is the crisis: Al Jazeera and Al Arabiya framing of the 

2017 Gulf conflict. Global Media and Communication, 16(2), 227–242. 
doi:10.1177/1742766520921880 

 
 



International Journal of Communication 17(2023) Al-Jazeera’s Coverage of Bahrain’s Uprising  4747 

Al-Jazeera Arabic. (2017, May 24). نیرحبلاب ةینمأ ةیلمعب 286 لاقتعإو ةسمخ لتقم  [The killing of five people and arresting 
of 286 in Bahrain security operations]. Retrieved from 
https://www.aljazeera.net/news/arabic/2017/5/24/%D9%85%D9%82%D8%AA%D9%84-
%D8%AE%D9%85%D8%B3%D8%A9-
%D9%88%D8%A7%D8%B9%D8%AA%D9%82%D8%A7%D9%84-286-
%D8%A8%D8%B9%D9%85%D9%84%D9%8A%D8%A9-
%D8%A3%D9%85%D9%86%D9%8A%D8%A9 

 
Al-Jazeera Arabic. (2019, July 14). مظعأ يفخ امو رانلاب نوبعلالا [Playing with fire and what is hidden is greater] 

[Video file]. [YouTube]. Retrieved from https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BptzscpcCBQ 
 
Al Khalifa, H. I. S. (2011, April 19). Stability is prerequisite for progress. The Washington Times. Retrieved 

from http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/apr/19/stability-is-prerequisite-for-progress/ 
 
Al-Khawaja, M. (2014). Crackdown: The harsh realities of nonviolent protests in the Bahraini civil conflict. 

Journal of International Affairs, 68(1), 189–200. Retrieved from 
http://www.jstor.org/stable/24461712 

 
Allan, S. (2011). Documenting war, visualizing peace: Towards peace photography. In I. S. Shaw, J. 

Lynch, & R. A. Hackett (Eds.), Expanding peace journalism: Comparative and critical approaches 
(pp. 147–167). Sydney, Australia: Sydney University Press. 

 
Al-Nahed, S. (2015). Covering Libya: A framing analysis of Al Jazeera and BBC coverage of the 2011 

Libyan uprising and NATO intervention. Middle East Critique, 24(3), 251–267. 
doi:10.1080/19436149.2015.1050784 

 
Al-Najjar, A. (2009). How Arab is Al-Jazeera English? Comparative study of Al-Jazeera Arabic and Al-

Jazeera English news channels. Global Media Journal, 8(14), 1–35. Retrieved from 
https://www.proquest.com/docview/212995035?pq-origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true 

 
Al-Rasheed, M. (2011). Sectarianism as counter-revolution: Saudi responses to the Arab Spring. Studies 

in Ethnicity and Nationalism, 11(3), 513–526. doi:10.1111/j.1754-9469.2011.01129.x 
 
Arregui, C., Thomas, R., & Kilby, A. (2022). Peace journalism in theory and practice: Kenyan and foreign 

correspondent perspectives. Journalism Practice, 16(7), 1383–1402. 
doi:10.1080/17512786.2020.1856707 

 
Aslam, R. (2016). Building peace through journalism in the social/alternate media. Media and 

Communication, 4(1), 63–79. doi:10.17645/mac.v4i1.371 
 
Auwal, A. M., & Ersoy, M. (2022). Peace journalism strategy for covering online political discourses in a 

multipolar society and the new public sphere. Information Development, 38(1), 6–22. 
doi:10.1177/0266666920967056 



4748  Abdul-Nabi International Journal of Communication 17(2023) 

Barkho, L. (2019). Editorial politics and practices. In H. B. Sadig (Ed.), Al Jazeera in the Gulf and in the 
world (pp. 67–98). Singapore: Palgrave Macmillan. 

 
Bassiouni, M. C., Rodley, N., Al-Awadhi, B., Kirsch, P., & Arsanjani, M. H. (2011). Report of the Bahrain 

Independent Commission of Inquiry. Retrieved from https://www.bici.org.bh/ 
 
Benn, J. (2015). From passive to active: The spectrum of peace journalism. Conflict & Communication, 

14(2), 1–9. Retrieved from https://regener-online.de/journalcco/2015_2/pdf/benn2015.pdf 
 
Black, I. (2011, February 16). WikiLeaks cables show no evidence of Iran’s hand in Bahrain unrest. The 

Guardian. Retrieved from https://www.theguardian.com/world/2011/feb/15/wikileaks-no-
evidence-iran-bahrain 

 
Blasi, B. (2004). Peace journalism and the news production process. Conflict & Communication Online, 

3(1/2), 1–12. Retrieved from https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/32001305/blaesi-libre.pdf 
 
Davidson, C. M. (2013). After the Sheikhs: The coming collapse of the Gulf monarchies. London, UK: C. 

Hurst & Company Limited. 
 
Davies, T. R. (2014). The failure of strategic nonviolent action in Bahrain, Egypt, Libya and Syria: ‘Political 

ju-jitsu’ in reverse. Global Change, Peace & Security, 26(3), 299–313. 
doi:10.1080/14781158.2014.924916 

 
Doll, M. E., & Moy, P. (2022). Mapping peace journalism: Toward a shared understanding of success. 

Journalism Studies, 23(2), 263–280. doi:10.1080/1461670X.2021.2017795 
 
El-Nawawy, M., & El-Masry, M. H. (2015). Revolution or crisis? Framing the 2011 Tahrir Square protests in 

two pan-Arab satellite news networks. Journal of Applied Journalism & Media Studies, 4(2), 239–
258. doi:10.1386/ajms.4.2.239_1 

 
El-Nawawy, M., & Powers, S. (2008). Mediating conflict: Al-Jazeera English and the possibility of a 

conciliatory media. Los Angeles, CA: Figueroa Press. 
 
Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm. Journal of Communication, 

43(4), 51–58. Retrieved from 
http://www.communicationcache.com/uploads/1/0/8/8/10887248/framing-
_toward_clarification_of_a_fractured_paradigm.pdf 

 
Ersoy, M. (2016). War-peace journalism in the Turkish press: Countries come to the brink of war. 

International Communication Gazette, 78(3), 247–266. doi:10.1177/1748048516630717 
 
Ersoy, M., & Miller L. M. (2020). Peace journalism strategy for creating a public value sphere. International 

Peacekeeping, 27(3), 395–416. doi:10.1080/13533312.2020.1740058 



International Journal of Communication 17(2023) Al-Jazeera’s Coverage of Bahrain’s Uprising  4749 

Fahmy, S., & Al-Emad, M. (2011). Al-Jazeera vs Al-Jazeera: A comparison of the network’s English and 
Arabic online coverage of the US/Al Qaeda conflict. The International Communication Gazette, 
73(3), 216–232. doi:10.1177/1748048510393656 

 
Fahmy, S., & Eakin, B. (2014). High drama on the high seas: Peace versus war journalism framing of an 

Israeli/Palestinian-related incident. International Communication Gazette, 76(1), 86–105. 
doi:10.1177/1748048513504046 

 
Fuller, G. E., & Francke, R. R. (1999). The Arab Shi’a: The forgotten Muslims. New York, NY: St. Martin’s 

Press. 
 
Galtung, J. (1986). On the role of the media in worldwide security and peace. In T. Varis (Ed.), Peace and 

communication (pp. 249–66). San Jose, Costa Rica: Universidad para La Paz. 
 
Galtung, J. (1990). Cultural violence. Journal of Peace Research, 27(3), 291–305. Retrieved from 

https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/0022343390027003005?casa_token=C5pgsDamK
A8AAAAA:Ay-O0gx2jsAU3Q1ASFpanYGcUKoTwO-cAH3-1zH97vqO-B9WEvup6Jcm6xriF7EprqEv-
OS-xNkMHA 

 
Galtung, J. (1998). High road, low road: Charting the course for peace journalism. Track Two, 7(4), 7–10. 

Retrieved from https://journals.co.za/doi/pdf/10.10520/EJC111753 
 
Galtung, J. (2000). The task of peace journalism. Ethical Perspectives, 7(2), 162–167. 

doi:10.2143/EP.7.2.503802 
 
Galtung, J. (2003). Peace journalism. Media Asia, 30(3), 177–180. 

doi:10.1080/01296612.2003.11726720 
 
Galtung, J. (2015). Peace journalism and reporting on the United States. Brown Journal of World Affairs, 

22(1), 321–333. Retrieved from 
https://heinonline.org/HOL/P?h=hein.journals/brownjwa22&i=325 

 
Galtung, J., & Fischer, D. (2013). Johan Galtung: Pioneer of peace research. Berlin, Germany: Springer. 
 
Gengler, J. (2015). Group conflict and political mobilization in Bahrain and the Arab Gulf: Rethinking the 

rentier state. Bloomington: Indiana University Press. 
 
Gilboa, E. (2009). Media and conflict resolution: A framework for analysis. Marquette Law Review, 93(9), 

87–110. Retrieved from 
https://heinonline.org/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/marqlr93&div=8&g_sent=1&casa_token=
WXeCBLAGx8EAAAAA:hS2sRRC5apcMwX-
7FxU5G0kaIKHZr6Ync0mAA3A9XZjQSH231HnfZQL8Pu5EQ_JoIfp9PSyI3A&collection=journals 

 



4750  Abdul-Nabi International Journal of Communication 17(2023) 

Guta, H. A. (2019). Al Jazeera: Non-violence and peace journalism. In H. B. Sadig (Ed.), Al Jazeera in the 
Gulf and in the world (pp. 191–220). Singapore: Palgrave Macmillan. 

 
Hackett, R. A. (2006). Is peace journalism possible? Three frameworks for assessing structure and agency 

in news media. Conflict & Communication, 5(2), 1–13. Retrieved from 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/228358743_Is_Peace_Journalism_Possible_Three_Fra
meworks_for_Assessing_Structure_and_Agency_in_News_Media#fullTextFileContent 

 
Hackett, R. A. (2011). New vistas for peace journalism: Alternative media and communication rights. In I. 

S. Shaw, J. Lynch, & R. A. Hackett (Eds.), Expanding peace journalism: Comparative and critical 
approaches (pp. 35–69). Sydney, Australia: Sydney University Press. 

 
Hanitzsch, T. (2004). Journalists as peacekeeping force? Peace journalism and mass communication 

theory. Journalism Studies, 5(4), 483–495. doi:10.1080/14616700412331296419 
 
Hanitzsch, T. (2007). Situating peace journalism in journalism studies: A critical appraisal. Conflict & 

Communication Online, 6(2), 1–9. Retrieved from https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Thomas-
Hanitzsch/publication/281755482_Situating_Peace_Journalism_in_Journalism_Studies_A_Critical
_Appraisal/links/57dfe46408ae1dcfea8662f3/Situating-Peace-Journalism-in-Journalism-Studies-
A-Critical-Appraisal.pdf 

 
Herman, E. S., & Chomsky, N. (2010). Manufacturing consent: The political economy of the mass media. 

London, UK: Random House Books. 
 
Hussain, S., & Lynch, J. (2015). Media and conflicts in Pakistan: Towards a theory and practice of peace 

journalism [Working Paper]. Sydney University. Retrieved from 
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Media+and+conflicts+in+Pakistan
%3A+Towards+a+theory+and+practice+of+peace+journalism&btnG= 

 
Hussain, S., & Lynch, J. (2019). Identifying peace-oriented media strategies for deadly conflicts in 

Pakistan. Information Development, 35(5), 703–713. doi:10.1177/0266666918784122 
 
Hussain, S., Shahzad, F., & Ahmad, S. (2022). A classification framework for analyzing the war and 

peacemaking potential of news media in Pakistan. Journal of Asian and African Studies. 
doi:10.1177/00219096211069648 

 
Jacobson, A. S. (2010). When peace journalism and feminist theory join forces: A Swedish case study. In 

R. Keeble, J. Tulloch, & F. Zollmann (Eds.), Peace journalism, war and conflict resolution (pp. 
105–119). New York, NY: Peter Lang Publishing. 

 
Kamrava, M. (2013). Qatar: Small state, big politics. New York, NY: Cornell University Press. 
 



International Journal of Communication 17(2023) Al-Jazeera’s Coverage of Bahrain’s Uprising  4751 

Kempf, W. (2003). Constructive conflict coverage: A social-psychological research and development 
program. Conflict & Communication Online, 2(2), 1–13. Retrieved from https://cco.regener-
online.de/2003_2/pdf_2003_2/kempf_engl.pdf 

 
Kharbach, M. (2020). Understanding the ideological construction of the Gulf crisis in Arab media 

discourse: A critical discourse analytic study of the headlines of Al Arabiya English and Al Jazeera 
English. Discourse & Communication, 14(5), 447–465. doi:10.1177/1750481320917576 

 
Khatib, L. (2013). Qatar’s foreign policy: The limits of pragmatism. International Affairs, 89(2), 417–431. 

doi:10.1111/1468-2346.12025 
 
Kraidy, M. M. (2008). Al Jazeera and Al Jazeera English: A comparative institutional analysis. In M. 

Kugelman (Ed.), Kuala Lumpur calling: Al-Jazeera English in Asia (pp. 23–30). Washington, DC: 
Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars. 

 
LaTarte, K. L. (2019). Peace journalism in 140 characters: A qualitative analysis of the use of Twitter by Israel 

and Palestine news sources during Operation Brother’s Keeper (Master’s thesis). Johns Hopkins 
University, Baltimore, MD. Retrieved from https://jscholarship.library.jhu.edu/handle/1774.2/62057 

 
Lee, S. T. (2010). Peace journalism: Principles and structural limitations in the news coverage of three 

conflicts. Mass Communication and Society, 13(4), 361–384. doi:10.1080/15205430903348829 
 
Lee, S. T., Maslog, C. C., & Kim, H. S. (2006). Framing analysis of a conflict: How newspapers in five 

Asian countries covered the Iraq war. Asian Journal of Communication, 16(1), 19–39. 
doi:10.1080/01292980500118516 

 
Loyn, D. (2007). Good journalism or peace journalism? Conflict & Communication Online, 6(2), 1–10. 

Retrieved from https://doaj.org/article/6f53ea77b7e44bad9a0ee7cdb3141a2d 
 
Lynch, J. (2006). What’s so great about peace journalism? Global Media Journal: Mediterranean Edition, 

1(1), 74–87. Retrieved from 
http://www.oldsite.transnational.org/SAJT/forum/meet/2006/Lynch_PJ_Iran_UKmedia.pdf 

 
Lynch, J. (2007). Peace journalism and its discontents. Conflict & Communication Online, 6(2), 1–13. 

Retrieved from https://cco.regener-online.de/2007_2/pdf/lynch.pdf 
 
Lynch, J. (2008). Debates in peace journalism. Sydney, Australia: Sydney University Press. 
 
Lynch, J. (2013). Is peace journalism feasible? Pointers for research and media development. Ethical 

Space: The International Journal of Communication Ethics, 10(2/3), 15–24. Retrieved from 
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/64978073/Ethical_Space_special_edition-libre.pdf 

 
Lynch, J. (2014). A global standard for reporting conflict. New York, NY: Routledge. 



4752  Abdul-Nabi International Journal of Communication 17(2023) 

Lynch, J., & Galtung, J. (2010). Reporting conflict: New directions in peace journalism. St. Lucia, 
Australia: University of Queensland Press. 

 
Lynch, J., & McGoldrick, A. (2005). Peace journalism. Stroud, UK: Hawthorn Press. 
 
Lynch, J., & Tiripelli, G. (2022). Overcoming the peace journalism paradox: A case study in journalist 

training as media development aid. Journal of Applied Journalism & Media Studies, 11(2), 211–
226. doi:10.1386/ajms_00091_1 

 
Lynch, M. (2013). The Arab uprising: The unfinished revolutions of the new Middle East. New York, NY: 

PublicAffairs. 
 
Lynch, M. (2016). The new Arab wars: Uprisings and anarchy in the Middle East. New York, NY: Public 

Affairs. 
 
Mabon, S. (2012). The battle for Bahrain: Iranian-Saudi rivalry. Middle East Policy, 19(2), 84–97. 

doi:10.1111/j.1475-4967.2012.00537.x 
 
Machin, D., & Mayr, A. (2012). How to do critical discourse analysis: A multimodal introduction. Los 

Angeles, CA: SAGE Publications. 
 
Macnamara, J. R. (2005). Media content analysis: Its uses, benefits and best practice methodology. Asia 

Pacific Public Relations Journal, 6(1), 1–34. Retrieved from 
https://opus.lib.uts.edu.au/bitstream/10453/10102/1/2007002122.pdf 

 
Maziad, M. (2018). Qatar in Egypt: The politics of Al Jazeera. Journalism, 22(4), 1067–1087. 

doi:10.1177/1464884918812221 
 
Miles, H. (2010). Al-Jazeera: How Arab TV news challenged the world. London, UK: Hachette. 
 
Nations Online Project. (2023). Map of the Persian Gulf, Middle East. One World—Nations Online. 

Retrieved from https://www.nationsonline.org/oneworld/map/Persian-Gulf-Map.htm 
 
Nohrstedt, S. A., & Ottosen, R. (2015). Peace journalism: A proposition for conceptual and methodological 

improvements. Global Media and Communication, 11(3), 219–235. 
doi:10.1177/1742766515606289 

 
Peleg, S. (2007). In defense of peace journalism: A rejoinder. Conflict & Communication Online, 6(2), 1–

9. Retrieved from https://regener-online.de/journalcco/2007_2/pdf/peleg.pdf 
 
Potter, W. J. (2019). Major theories of media effects. New York, NY: Peter Lang. 
 



International Journal of Communication 17(2023) Al-Jazeera’s Coverage of Bahrain’s Uprising  4753 

Şahin, S., & Ross, S. D. (2012). The uncertain application of peace journalism: The case of the Turkish 
Cypriot press. Conflict & Communication Online, 11(1),1–12. Retrieved from https://regener-
online.de/journalcco/2012_1/pdf/sahin-ross.pdf  

 
Selvarajah, S. (2021). Identifying obstacles to peace journalism in Sri Lanka and Nepal. Journalism 

Practice, 15(1), 136–152. doi:10.1080/17512786.2019.1695536 
 
Shaw, I. S. (2011). “Human rights journalism”: A critical conceptual framework of a complementary 

strand of peace journalism. In I. S. Shaw, J. Lynch, & R. A. Hackett (Eds.), Expanding peace 
journalism: Comparative and critical approaches (pp. 96–121). Sydney, Australia: Sydney 
University Press. 

 
Shinar, D. (2007). Peace journalism: The state of the art. Conflict & Communication Online, 6(1), 1–9. 

Retrieved from https://cco.regener-online.de/2007_1/pdf/shinar_2007.pdf 
 
Shoemaker, P. J., & Reese, S. D. (2013). Mediating the message in the 21st century: A media sociology 

perspective. New York, NY: Routledge. 
 
Tehranian, M. (2002). Peace journalism: Negotiating global media ethics. The Harvard International 

Journal of Press/Politics, 7(2), 58–83. doi:10.1177/1081180X0200700205 
 
Tenenboim-Weinblatt, K., Hanitzsch, T., & Nagar, R. (2016). Beyond peace journalism: Reclassifying 

conflict narratives in the Israeli news media. Journal of Peace Research, 53(2), 151–165. 
Retrieved from http://www.jstor.org/stable/43920006 

 
Tewksbury, D., & Scheufele, D. A. (2009). News framing theory and research. In J. Bryant & M. Oliver 

(Eds.), Media effects (pp. 33–49). New York, NY: Routledge. 
 
Tiripelli, G. (2016). Media and peace in the Middle East: The role of journalism in Israel-Palestine. London, 

UK: Palgrave Macmillan. 
 
Ulrichsen, K. C. (2014). Qatar and the Arab Spring. Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press. 
 
Ulrichsen, K. C. (2019). Perceptions and divisions in security and defense structures in Arab Gulf states. In 

S. Wright & A. Baabood (Eds.), Divided Gulf (pp. 19–36). Singapore: Palgrave Macmillan. 
 
Wolfsfeld, G. (2013). The politics-media-politics principle: Towards a more comprehensive approach to 

political communication. In APSA 2013 Annual Meeting Paper. American Political Science 
Association 2013 Annual Meeting, Chicago, Illinois. (pp. 1–33). Retrieved from 
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2301135 

 
Wright, N. T. (1996). The New Testament and the people of God. Minneapolis, MN: Augsburg Fortress. 
 



4754  Abdul-Nabi International Journal of Communication 17(2023) 

Youngblood, S. (2016). Peace journalism principles and practices: Responsibly reporting conflicts, 
reconciliation, and solutions. New York, NY: Routledge. 

 
 


