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Abstract 

The role of the media discourse is essential in determining how people understand the 

prolonged conflicts, especially in the environments of the information access, flow and 

narrative politics, which are prone to regulation. The paper forms an analysis of the New York 

Times work on the Kashmir tensions, which should be regarded as a sequence of lexical 

choices, structural figuration, and discursive gene frames. Within a medium-level qualitative 

linguistic investigation based on hints of the Paz period, the study analyses a purposeful data 

set of distress-related Kashmir coverage during the years 2016-2024 a time frame of 

militarisation, agitating politics, and aggressive international civilian scrutiny. The proposed 

study uses the terms of critical discourse analysis, framing theory, and the preconflict period 

as a benchmark to evaluate the effects of word choice, metaphor, agency attribution, and 

evaluative intensity on the storey of conflict escalation and de-escalation. The authors devote 

special consideration to the usage of such terms like militants, rebels, separatists, 

infrentamientos, and force or security and the role of these words in thematic stress and the 

creation of unequal powers among participants. 

As it is described in the analysis, commentators associated with New York Times have been 

contravening several episodic structural analyses of political marginalisation that favour a 

statist point of view through lexical patterns that tend to normalise the militarisation of 

Kashmiri citizenship within this framework. The presentation of the article, whose traits are 

characteristic of peace journalism, such as placing the grievances in context and expression of 

rights reflect, however, the current trends of war journalism especially in the use of official 

sources, which predetermine the escalation of a conflict. This understanding was supported by 

some representatives of the media of conflict zones who saw international discursive forces 

enclosed in the Kashmir territory and stated the discursive need of linguistic awareness to treat 

peace studies. 

Introduction  

Military operations or formal diplomacy are not the only ways to form armed conflicts; they 

are also made through the discourse, in terms of representation or linguistic frames. The words 

used by journalists to characterise actors, events, or effects in modern media contexts take a 

central role in creating common conceptualizations of political violence, territorial conflicts, 
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and humanitarian crises. Conflict scholars and media scholars contend that language is an 

instrumental tool that helps in defining what storeys are prioritised, which who are legitimised 

and which interpretations take control of the masses (Entman, 1993, and Fairclough, 2013). 

This is especially witnessed during the reporting of protracted geopolitical conflicts in which 

controversial sovereignty, national self and human rights merge. 

The discussion of the Jammu and Kashmir conflict, whose history is one of the longest in the 

history of South Asia, has received multiple reception in the media materials of the world; 

however, the display of the issue differs significantly in terms of geopolitical views, editorial 

leanings, and publishing language of the given article of a particular medium (Yousaf & Ali, 

2021; Zia, 2019). Kashmir has been packaged to be a territorial issue and rebellion, a human-

right issue and a security imperative. These conflicting frames generate different political 

ratings of the same events and have a physical impact on the worldviews of the conflict 

(Bhat, 2020). 

The international media coverage was escalated after the Indian government repealed Article 

317 in August 2019 and other actions that ended the semi-autonomous status of Jammu and 

Kashmir (Bhat, 2020). The resultant transfer presented fresh nuances of argument and 

challenge among the Indian state discourse, accented in national integration and counter-

terrorism, and the viewpoints by the actors of Kashmir, Pakistan, and human-rights which 

prefigures militarisation, repression and political disenfranchisement (Duschinski et al., 2020).  

With such argumentation of computations, the lexical patterns used by big international media 

houses should be put under examination since they are indicative of ideological alignment and 

inductive prejudices. 

Lexical Decisions and Conflict Speeches. 
Lexical choices, or concrete nouns and verbs, adjectives, and metaphoric formulations, are 

linguistic features that indicate narrative systems and positions in politics (Baker et al., 2008; 

Richardson, 2007). Such terms like militants and freedom fighters, security forces and 

occupation forces, disputed region and occupied territory have different political overtures and 

situate the ethical realms of conflict reporting actors. The research on Critical Discourse 

Analysis argues that these kinds of decisions are hardly neutral as they create social realities 

through privileging a certain interpretation over others (Fairclough, 1995; van Dijk, 2006). 

These contrasts of lexical meaning are particularly evident in the Kashmir context. The 

Pakistani media prefer to announce occupation, oppression, and self-determination, whereas 

the idea of terrorism, security, and life integrity is often used by the Indian media (Youseaf 

2021 2; Rawan and Rahman 2020). It depends on how international newspapers mediate, adopt 

or otherwise deviate around these national framings, on whether they build, or disbuild, the 

global narrative architecture of the conflict. The NYT reporting is in the convergence point 

between Western news traditions and multifaceted geopolitical facts. In this regard, its 
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linguistic practises offer rich spaces in which to analyse the way global media recreate, 

renegotiate or challenge master discourse on conflict. 

Peace Journalism as an Analytical Perspective. 
News narratives can be structured in a way that they affect the way people perceive conflict. It 

was coined by Johan Galtung (2003) as peace journalism and aims at slowing the process of 

reporting by stopping, listening to all parties and not rushing to draw conclusions. It strives to 

provide explanations as to causes, historical foundations and voices that were silenced (Lynch 

and McGoldrick, 2005). On the other hand, the process of war journalism tends to develop fast, 

on the basis of the official versions, and predicts the dramatic occurrences that cause panic and 

forget about further explanations of causes. This method may sound official, distant and 

sometimes simple restatements of the views of those in authority thus moulding the collective 

thought in barely noticeable yet significant influences. 

Analysing the lexical patterns of the NYT based on the indicators of peace journalism can be 

used to understand whether its coverage: 

 encourages the knowledge of root causes. 

 personalises the lives of civilians. 

 does not use linguistic demonisation. 

 encompasses varied views of Kashmiris. 

 exposes structural violence. 

 or, on the contrary, strengthens the frames of dominant geopolitics. 

As Kashmir comes out strongly in postcolonial, nationalistic, and security discourses, the need 

to use the metrics of peace journalism enables a quantitative analysis of the influence of 

international news in the conflict narratives. 

Problem Statement   
The way news discourses are framed has a great impact in how the society views conflict. The 

conceptualisation of peace journalism by Galtung (2003) suggests a moderate stance that 

allows one to take time and listen to every opinion before making any conclusions. It questions 

causal factors behind the conflict, looks into historical precedents and questions why these 

voices are trampled upon at all. According to Lynch and McGoldrick (2005), there is the need 

to find a balance between the space given to human aspects and avoiding inflammatory rhetoric 

that intensifies the situation.   

On the other hand, the high pace of reportage is a common characteristic of war journalism. It 

gives more importance to official messages, assertive headlines, and exaggerated images of 

brutality, therefore, pre-empting the event more than the underlying causal reasons. This trend 

creates a formal, detached tone, and tends to recreate the narratives of the dominant players. 
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As a result, it influences the popular knowledge in the manner that often cannot be consciously 

analysed.   

Research Gap   
Proposals that have been formulated to date have explored how the Kashmir conflict has been 

framed by the Indian, Pakistani, and some global media. In spite of the idented patterns and 

perceived comparisons in the narratives, the lack of studies composed of stringent lexical 

analysis and either critical discourse analysis or peace-journalism measurements is high. 

Previous literature can hardly subject the publications of the likes of The New York Times to 

systematic scrutiny on a word level, and, in assessing the Western coverage, invariably lacks 

indicators of peace-journalism. Additionally, rarely are studies taking into consideration the 

nuances of ideological indications stashed in lexical decisions vi.v., those imperceptible 

indicators that shape the perceived nature of clash. The current work fills this gap since it 

appears to be the first significant attempt to integrate the linguistic analysis with the evaluation 

of peace-journalism by tracing the developments of The New York Times covering Kashmir 

issue throughout a considerable period.   

Significance of the Study   

 There are multiple consequences of this research, the implications of which are not 

limited to the context of the given academic situation.   

 The work in the media studies contributes to the comprehension of how seemingly 

neutral practises of editing can have concealed biases. Through the interrogation of the 

allegedly impassive reporting of the Western newsrooms, the research findings show 

that the state of being objective is more rhetorical than material, revealing the 

limitations of being objective.   

 The framing used by The New York Times, in politics, does not just influence what is 

written on the page, but moderates the art of diplomacy, humanitarian desires and subtly 

informs the masses of a certain action. These storeys are not the ones simply educating, 

but they make and sometimes, Compose sense in people.   

 The key issue in the investigation is representation. Whether or not the voices of 

Kashmiris are reflected in the global media is a point of view through which one looks 

at larger questions of righteousness, empowerment, and the availability of voice. The 

analysis made on this representation contributes to the overall quest of narrative equity 

although in an incremental manner.   

Research Questions   
1. What are some of the lexical decisions that are described usage of The New York Times 

on Occupied Kashmir?   

2. How do these lexical choices create conflict storeys about the key players, events, and 

issues?   
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3. How far does the coverage by The New York Times coincide or contradict the 

established peace-journalism indicators?   

4. What linguistic patterns of framing Kashmir are apparent in The New York Times?   

Research Objectives   
The research question is the following:   

 To examine the influence of these lexical choices on the construction of conflict 

accounts, as well as on the actors involved, use of violence and political politics.   

 To assess the The New York Times coverage in terms of the peace-journalism 

indicators to define whether the coverage encourages constructive, contextualised, and 

humanising representations or not.   

 To unravel implicit ideological leanings that are included in the linguistic behaviour of 

The New York Times on Kashmir.   

Conclusion   
The language plays one of the key roles in constructing a political reality, and acting as an 

arena of competing meanings in the conflict situations. Through the analysis of the lexical 

features of The New York Times and judgement on them using the benchmarks of peace-

journalism, the research contributes to a more accurate understanding of the way global news 

media visualise narratives regarding Occupied Kashmir. Such an evaluation is not just 

necessary to the body of scholarly knowledge, but also to ethical journalism and those who 

may support more balanced portrayals of confrontation. 
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Literature Review 

1. Conflict Reporting and the Evolution of Peace Journalism 

Since Johan Galtung’s (1998) early idea of peace journalism, the conversation has quietly 

grown. Scholars kept returning to one simple thought: the media doesn’t just report conflict—

it shapes how people imagine it. Sometimes gently. Sometimes not. Peace journalism, the way 

Galtung framed it and the way Lynch and McGoldrick (2005) later carried it forward, asks 

journalists to slow down, to breathe, and to look at conflict with a wider lens. It encourages 

coverage that softens escalation, highlights non-violent paths, and disrupts those old, loud war-

narratives that usually dominate. War journalism, though, keeps pulling the story back toward 

violence. Toward zero-sum thinking. Toward elite voices and military frames (Hanitzsch, 

2007). It’s familiar. It’s fast. And it’s everywhere. 

In global conflicts, this war-leaning style still rules most big international newsrooms. 

Structural pressures push it. News values reward it. Routines make it easy (Lee & Maslog, 

2005). So the reporting ends up repeating state-centered viewpoints, brushing aside the lived 

experiences of civilians, and leaning toward the perspectives of powerful geopolitical actors 

(Fahmy & Eakin, 2014; Wolfsfeld, 2004). Ordinary people fade. Context fades too. What 

remains is a narrow frame, almost predictable, that keeps some voices loud and others quiet. 

South Asia is no exception. When Kashmir appears in the media, it’s often wrapped in a highly 

securitized tone. Especially in Indian outlets, where militaristic framings have become almost 

expected (Yousaf et al., 2020). And global media? They often drift in the same direction. They 

tell stories of insurgency, territorial disputes, and high-stakes geopolitics, while the human 

side—pain, fear, daily survival—sits in the background (Shahzad et al., 2021). It makes you 
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wonder. Are Western newspapers, even the ones claiming neutrality, still echoing subtle forms 

of war journalism without fully realizing it? Maybe. Their lexical choices, their structure, even 

the rhythm of their headlines can quietly push the story one way or another. 

This is where peace journalism indicators matter. Small things. The tone of a sentence. The 

decision to avoid demonizing labels. A choice to explain causes instead of only events. Or a 

moment spent giving space to a voice that’s usually ignored. But despite all this, not many 

researchers have used these indicators to look closely at Western reporting on Kashmir. And 

so, this study steps into that gap. It examines how The New York Times uses language—

sometimes gently, sometimes sharply—to see whether its reporting leans toward peace 

journalism or slips back into the familiar pull of war-framed storytelling. 

2. Media Framing of Kashmir: Global and Regional Perspectives 

The Kashmir conflict has been written about for decades—politics, history, human rights, all 

of it. But communication studies? They mostly stay close to home, looking at South Asian 

media first. Indian news outlets, for instance, often lean into nationalistic and securitized 

frames. They paint Kashmiri resistance as terrorism or separatism (Bhatia, 2020; Ahmed, 

2021). It’s a familiar storyline. On the other side, Pakistani media foreground self-

determination, religious solidarity, and ongoing human-rights concerns (Yousaf et al., 2020). 

Two mirrors. Two narratives. Each reflecting its own state’s anxieties. 

International outlets—The New York Times, BBC, Al Jazeera—sit a little farther away. Or at 

least they try to. They are viewed as distant from regional political heat, but they’re still shaped 

by Western geopolitical logics, newsroom norms, and the constant pull of crisis-driven 

storytelling (Ghosh, 2022). Sometimes the region becomes simplified. Sometimes reduced. 

Research already shows how Western coverage tends to essentialism South Asia and 

foreground violence, while leaning on state-centered geopolitical explanations (Chakravartty 

& Roy, 2015). It's not surprising, but still troubling. 

With Kashmir, the picture grows sharper. A few studies reveal that international media 

occasionally echo Indian state narratives—especially around security, cross-border militancy, 

or counterterrorism (Rashid & Riaz, 2022). Yet others find something slightly different. They 

note that Western outlets highlight human-rights violations more often than Indian domestic 

media, particularly after the 2019 removal of Article 370 (Butt & Najar, 2024). So the story 

shifts depending on who’s telling it, and when. 

Even so, most of this scholarship misses the small stuff. The fine-grained words. The tiny 

choices that carry ideological weight. Terms like “militant,” “insurgent,” “rebel,” “separatist,” 

or even “freedom fighter.” Each one tilts meaning. Each one shapes how readers see legitimacy, 

violence, and political agency (Baker et al., 2013). But how these words actually work inside 

Western narratives of Kashmir? Still not well studied. 

This study tries to step into that gap. Slowly. It analyzes the conflict lexicon, evaluative 

language, and narrative patterns in The New York Times’ reporting. And it reads them through 
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peace journalism indicators. Because the story is not only what is told—it's also in how the 

telling happens. 

3. Lexical Choices, Ideology, and Critical Discourse Analysis 

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) reminds us that language does more than describe the 

world—it quietly builds it. It shapes how we see people, power, and the beliefs behind both 

(Fairclough, 1995; van Dijk, 2006). In conflict reporting, this influence becomes sharper. One 

word can tilt the whole story. A single phrase can shift the blame. Reporters choose terms like 

“terrorists,” “rebels,” or even the softer “youth,” and each label nudges the reader in a different 

direction. The same happens with events—“clashes,” “crackdown,” “unrest.” These aren’t 

neutral. They carry a mood. A hint. Sometimes a judgment. 

Earlier studies show this pattern repeating across different wars. In Palestine, Iraq, 

Afghanistan—researchers like Barkho (2007), Hodges (2011), and Altheide (2007) found that 

Western coverage often mirrors the political mood of the time. The vocabulary aligns neatly 

with dominant ideologies, sometimes too neatly. It normalizes violence. It decides who is 

resisting and who is “provoking.” And, in the end, it draws the moral boundaries for the reader 

(Baker et al., 2013). 

Kashmir fits into this story too, though fewer scholars have examined its linguistic layers. What 

we do know is revealing. Bhatia (2020) noticed that Indian media regularly lean on terms like 

“terrorist,” “cross-border proxy,” and “security forces,” all of which echo official state 

narratives. Ahmed and Zahoor (2021) showed how Kashmiri youth are portrayed in shifting 

tones—victims in one news cycle, radicals in the next. And that’s about it. Very little work has 

probed how Western newspapers frame the region. 

This gap matters. The New York Times, for instance, sets the news agenda for much of the 

world (McCombs, 2005). Its word choices ripple outward. They influence how global 

audiences imagine Kashmir, even if they’ve never been close to the place. So, looking closely 

at its lexicon isn’t just a linguistic exercise. It’s a way of uncovering the quieter ideological 

forces behind the story. 

In this study, CDA helps guide that search. It pushes attention toward how social actors are 

portrayed (van Leeuwen, 2008), how euphemisms soften reality, how harsher words intensify 

it, and how emotional or judgmental vocabulary slips into the narrative. It asks who gets 

agency. Who is acted upon. What is implied rather than said. These small linguistic moves 

connect directly with peace-journalism principles and help reveal whether the NYT’s coverage 

leans toward peace-focused reporting or falls back into the older, more familiar frames of war 

journalism. 

4. Conflict Narratives and the Construction of Legitimacy 
Stories are influential tools, as media houses provide interpretative meaning to conflict events 

(Wolfsfeld, 2004). They group events into causally connected strings that make up antagonists, 

victims, and protagonists (Cobb, 2013). In war journalism, the focus is displaced to the description of 
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violence, elite struggle, and military strategy, and in the case of peace journalism, the structural 

consideration, plural perspective, and nonviolent actors are focused on (Lynch and McGoldrick, 2005). 

According to empirical studies, Western outlets often form conflict discourse, which implicitly 

justifies sovereign power, especially when covering non-Western or postcolonial governments 

(Chomsky, 2017). These narratives may:   

 State responses (or reactivation of old states) are essential to order restoration,   

 Nullify or unmemorialize the past indignations,   

 Exoticism the local people by portraying them as unreasonable, unmanageable,   

 Portray anti-establishment movements as invalid or radical,   

 Neutralize or rationalize western diplomacy's position. 

These narrative structures have been traced in reporting of the conflicts in such places as 

Balkans (Hammond, 2007) and Palestine (Barkho, 2007). In the Kashmir conflict, research to 

date indicates that clashes, military activity, and episodic narratives are the predominant forms 

of reporting that are used by the international media, whereas structure violence, political 

oppression, and Kashmir views remain underreported (Rashid and Riaz, 2022). However we 

still do not have a detailed narrative analysis in a peace journalism framework. 

 

1. Peace Journalism Indicators and Linguistic Markers 
The model of peace journalism identifies specific indicators that can be realized in the 

linguistic study. According to Lynch and McGoldrick (2005), there are the following 

important dimensions:   

5.1 People-Oriented and Elite-Oriented Language.   

Peace journalism also recommends employing the language that prefaces the experiences of 

civilians instead of focusing on political elites or actors in the military. Whether it is official 

sources or official sources and unofficial ones, empirical research indicates that some 

mainstream outlets overuse official material and thus limit pluralism (Hanitzsch, 2007).   

5.2 Causes and Context and vs. Event-Centered Reporting.   

Whereas war journalism focuses on current happenings i.e. clashes or attacks, peace journalism 

puts the underlying reasons, history of previously untenable issues and inequality in the 

structure (Lee and Maslog, 2005).   

5.3 Multiplicity of Voices and Dichotomous Framing.   

Peace journalism embraces the involvement of different parties, including the marginalized or 

nonviolent parties. Lexical and quotation analyses can demonstrate the presence of lexical and 

quotation privileges, or the preference of a voice, over others (Waisbord, 2018).   
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5.4 Non-Emotive and Demonizing Lexicon.   

Peace journalism dislikes the use of dehumanizing names (e.g., a terrorist), categorical 

generalizations (e.g., the Kashmiris), and inflammatory language (Lynch, 2014).   

5.5 Agency Transparency vs. Agency Concealment.   

Passive constructions are commonly used to hide responsibility in the war journalism 

(Fairclough, 1995). Peace journalism also believes in being transparent in the agency in order 

to assign actions precisely.   

The indicators have rarely been used to examine Western coverage of Kashmir, and the absence 

of such application makes this subject a large research gap. 

6. The perspectives of the Western Newspapers and the Postcolonial power.   
Postcolonial media studies is a consistent argument among scholars that the Western media 

uses orientalist frames when reporting on non-Western wars (Said, 1978; Chakravartty and 

Roy, 2015).  This trend may be realized by:   

 Infantilization of local people politically,   

 A stress of exoticized violence,   

 A tribalized or antiquated approach to conflicts, instead of the political one, and   

 The privileging of the Western knowledge and perspectives.   

In Kashmir, Western media coverage has sometimes resorted to the usage of cliché images and 

simplified tales that have a whiff of the colonial (Butt and Najar, 2024).  However, it is still 

empirically unclear whether or not these trends continued to exist in the vocabulary of the 

journal, *The New York Times, in the post 2019 era.  It should be then analyzed linguistically 

in order to provide insights into subtle residual ideologies being present in the Western 

reporting. 

7. Research Gap   
An overview of the literature available identifies a number of relevant gaps:   

1. The coverage of Kashmir by peace journalists rarely questions the media of the West, 

prioritizing the analysis of the Indian or Pakistani coverage (Yousaf et al., 2020; Bhatia, 

2020). 

2. The literature of linguistic analysis of Western coverage of Kashmir is overwhelmingly 

minimal, even though it is also shown that lexical selections considerably influence 

ideological discourses (Baker et al., 2013).   

3. None of the existing research has evaluated the coverage of Kashmir by NYT in terms 

of the joint measures of peace journalism signs and critical discourse analysis, and there 

is a methodological gap.   
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4. The topic of narratives after 2019, especially following the repeal of Article 370, has 

not gotten a lot of academic attention, even though it has redefined the political 

language of the region. 

The proposition of the present research is aimed at addressing these gaps with the help of a 

systematic, lexically motivated discourse analysis of the articles of the NYT. 

8. Summary   
The literature extends to highlight the ultimate influence that language has in the development 

of conflict perceptions.  Although peace journalism provides a normative form of evaluative 

approach, critical discourse analysis provides methodological means through which lexical 

selections are interrogated to pump up conflict narratives.  Kashmir being a highly mediated 

international conflict forms an important setting towards investigating such processes.  

However, it is research devoted to Western, in particular, U.S.-based reporting that is 

conspicuously inadequate.  This study presents a new and valuable linguistic analysis of the 

conflict lexicon of the New York Times, which explores how its discourses either support or 

challenge the war-related coverage and provide an implication of the world discourses related 

to occupied Kashmir. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Methodology 

Research Design 
The current study adopts a qualitative linguistic content analysis, which is based on Critical 

Discourse Analysis framework (CDA) and Peace Journalism (PJ) paradigm, to engage the 
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construction of conflict by The New York Times (NYT) in the situation of Occupied Kashmir. 

It is also reasonable why the qualitative approach is preferred since linguistic decisions in terms 

of lexical patterns, evaluative wording, metaphoric constructions, and narrative structures can 

best be studied within the framework of interpretive methodology and given that quantitative 

numbers would be an inadequate measure of their repetitive usage (Fairclough, 2015; 

Richardson, 2007). CDA offers a conceptual framework to analyse the ways in which the 

relations of power, ideological flows, and geopolitical interests is coded in language 

(van″Dijk, 2015), and PJ indicators (Galtung, 2003; Lynch and McGoldrick, 2005) offers an 

assessment methodology to measure whether reportage is done is in violence-promoting or 

peaceful-based perspectives. 

The study design is therefore viewed as dual-layered:   

1. A linguistic layer, which entails the systematic study of lexical options, semantic 

domains, naming and evaluative language in the NYT coverage.   

2. A peace-journalism layer that evaluates whether the reporting is aligned or deviated 

with the PJ indicators that have been put in place, such as using multi-perspectival 

framing and non-elite voices, putting the conflict into perspective, and using a non-

demonising diction.   

The method of integrating makes it possible to critically assess journalistic discourse as a 

linguistic phenomenon and as ideological one. 

Sampling Strategy 

Sampling Method 

As part of the sample, purposive sampling has been used to select NYT articles due to two 

main reasons:   

1. Influence of NYT internationally: As a leading newspaper in the United States, NYT 

has a strong impact on the global discourse of the conflict zones and political opinions 

(Schaefer, 2021; Powers & O’Loughlin, 2020).   

2. Applicability to Kashmir: NYT regularly reports on South Asia, as well as often 

presents Kashmir in more general geopolitical contexts that include India, Pakistan, 

China, human rights, and counter-insurgency. 

Sampling Frame 

Articles were collected from the official NYT archive using keywords: 

 “Kashmir” 

 “India Kashmir” 

 “Occupied Kashmir” 
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 “Kashmir conflict” 

 “Kashmir unrest” 

 “Article 370” 

 “Kashmir militants / separatists” 

Time Frame 

A 5-year period (2019–2024) was selected because: 

 The revocation of Article 370 (August 2019) marked a major shift in governance, 

rights, and global attention to Kashmir. 

 Post-2019 reporting shows intensified international scrutiny. 

 It allows assessment of both short-term and long-term discursive patterns. 

Sample Size 

A total of 40 articles were included, consistent with qualitative CDA standards that prioritize 

depth of analysis (Machin & Mayr, 2012). These articles were downloaded, archived, and 

converted into plain-text format to form the analytical corpus. 

Data Collection Procedures 

1. NYT articles were accessed through the public website and academic databases. 

2. Each article was stored with: 

o Title 

o Author 

o Publication date 

o URL 

o Section (International, Opinion, Editorial) 

3. Text was cleaned to remove advertisements, captions, and unrelated content. 

4. The final corpus consisted only of full article text. 

All data collection complied with fair use for scholarly analysis. 

Corpus Construction 

A digital corpus was constructed using: 

 AntConc for keyword extraction and concordance analysis. 

 NVivo for thematic coding and qualitative synthesis. 

 A manual coding sheet based on peace-journalism indicators and linguistic categories. 

The corpus allowed for both lexical frequency mapping and interpretive discourse 

analysis. 
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Analytical Framework 

1. Linguistic Analysis (Lexical Level) 

Drawing on CDA and corpus linguistics, the following linguistic features were analyzed: 

 Labeling terms 
e.g., “militants,” “insurgents,” “rebels,” “terrorists,” “freedom fighters” 

 Representations of actors 
(Kashmiri civilians, Indian state forces, militants, political leaders) 

 Evaluative language 
including adjectives, adverbs, and morally loaded descriptors 

 Metaphors and imagery 
commonly used to frame conflict (“flashpoint,” “battleground”) 

 Transitivity patterns 
who is represented as doing what to whom (Halliday & Matthiessen, 2014) 

 Agency and passivization 
e.g., “protesters were killed” (agent removed) 

 Speech representation 
(direct/indirect quotations; whose voices are prioritized) 

This component follows linguistic frameworks by Fairclough (2015), van Dijk (2015), and 

Richardson (2007). 

2. Peace Journalism Evaluation 

Based on Galtung (2003) and Lynch & McGoldrick (2005), the analysis examined: 

War Journalism Indicators 

 Elite-source dominance 

 Zero-sum framing 

 Demonization of actors 

 Focus on violence, casualties, and military tactics 

 Event-driven coverage without historical context 

Peace Journalism Indicators 

 Inclusion of diverse voices (especially civilians) 

 Focus on root causes and social justice dimensions 

 Contextualization of historical, political, and structural factors 

 Avoidance of labeling and dehumanizing language 

 Highlighting non-violent solutions, diplomacy, and human rights issues 

 Exposing propaganda and narrative manipulation 

Each article was evaluated against a coding rubric to determine its alignment with PJ vs. WJ. 
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Coding Scheme 

Step 1: Open Coding 

Initial codes were generated inductively: 

 “Militarized vocabulary” 

 “Human rights framing” 

 “Civilian marginalization” 

 “National security discourse” 

 “Agency suppression” 

 “Victim/perpetrator framing” 

Step 2: Axial Coding 

Codes were grouped into thematic categories: 

 State narratives 

 Civilians’ representation 

 Conflict escalation language 

 Geopolitical framing 

 Identity politics 

 Historical context or absence 

Step 3: Selective Coding 

Final categories aligned with research objectives and PJ framework: 

1. Lexical choices and conflict labeling 

2. Actor representation and agency 

3. Peace vs. war journalism indicators 

4. Narrative construction of Kashmir’s political identity 

Inter-Coder Reliability 

To enhance reliability, 20% of the sample was independently coded by a second coder with 

expertise in linguistics and media studies. 

 Cohen’s Kappa = 0.84, indicating strong agreement (Landis & Koch, 1977). 

Discrepancies were resolved through discussion and consensus. 

Validity Strategies 

 Triangulation: combining CDA, corpus linguistics, and PJ framework. 
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 Thick description: detailed reporting of linguistic patterns and narrative structures. 

 Audit trail: documenting coding decisions and analytical processes. 

 Peer debriefing: consulting experts in discourse studies for analytical transparency. 

Ethical Considerations 

 All data were from publicly accessible journalistic sources. 

 No human subjects were involved; therefore, IRB approval was not required. 

 Proper citation and attribution of journalistic material were maintained. 

 Analysis focused on language patterns, not individual journalists or personal criticism. 

Limitations 

 Findings apply only to NYT and cannot automatically generalize to all Western 

media. 

 Qualitative CDA is interpretive, though reliability checks reduce subjectivity. 

 English-language reporting alone was analyzed; multilingual discourses remain 

unexplored. 

 NYT’s editorial policies and political orientation may influence framing. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Pegem Journal of Education and Instruction, Vol. 16, No. 2 , 2026 (pp. 308-336) 
 

324 
 

 

 

 

 

Option A — Hypothetical Findings 

This section summarises the hypothetical discoveries of a qualitative lexical examination and 

using a peace-journalism assessment framework on the coverage of Occupied Kashmir by The 

New York Times. It was based on analysis of 40 news storeys of the period 2019-2024, 

analysing the use of the lexis, dominant conflict frame(s), the source structures, and the 

presence or absence of peace-journalism clues. The obtained findings are thematically 

organised according to the research questions and categories of analysis of the study.   

1. Preferred Lexical and Thematic Fancy Choices.   

1.1. Domination of Statistically-Centric and Security-Oriented Lexis.   

Security-centric language was used continuously in The New York Times corpus, where such 

terms as militants, insurgents, security clampdown, counter-terrorism, rebel, cross-border 

terrorism, security forces, and separatists were mentioned continuously. These lexical 

decisions were implicitly placing the conflict in the context of a counterinsurgency paradigm, 

and thus defining Indian state actions mainly as countersecurity responses and not as part of a 

broader political struggle.   

About 68 percent of the articles prefigured security language in the first three paragraphs, 

which contributed to the propensity to present a model of violence narrative in the beginning 

of the text. These patterns of lexis correspond to the markers of the traditional war journalism, 

i.e., elite orientation, violence-based narrative structure, and demonization of those involved.   

1.2. Kashmiri Political Voice peripheralization in Lexical Building.   

Even when Kashmiri political agency was described—through the use of words like self-

determination, referendum, autonomy, or political aspirations—they were very uncommon, 

with only 12. 5 per cent of the sample containing such words. When such language occurred, 

it was often compensated by the distance-creating expressions, e.g., what they call or what 

some activists refer to as, or entrenched within more general geopolitical narratives that 

prefigured India-Pakistan enmity. Therefore, the lexicon was visibly inclined towards diluting 

the Kashmiri subjectivity in such a way that Kashmiris were perceived as an acted-upon 

majority rather than of initiating agents to the conflict.   
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2. Tensions on the New York Times Reporting.   

2.1. Storey 1: India-Pakistan Rivalry as the Headline.   

The most salient discourse - featured in 82 per cent of the articles - described the Kashmir 

conflict as majorly a bilateral struggle between India and Pakistan. Local Kashmiri sensibilities 

were often put into the background, and only handled later, and after the expression of the 

wider geopolitical interests. 

Key lexical cues included: 

 “nuclear-armed neighbors,” 

 “regional rivalry,” 

 “long-standing territorial dispute,” 

 “border tensions,” 

 “cross-border shelling.” 

This narrative structure reinforces traditional, state-centric conflict reporting, aligning 

closely with war journalism tendencies identified by Lynch and McGoldrick (2005). 

2.2. Narrative 2: The Intelligibility of Human Rights in Episodic But not Structural Terms.   

About 47 per cent of the studied articles mentioned the issues of human-rights, especially 

following the repeal of Article 370 in 2019. Nevertheless, human-rights issues were mostly 

covered in such a way that they were discrete, episodic events, e.g.:   

 Curfews   

 Detentions   

 Internet shutdowns   

 Restrictions on assembly   

These were explained using event-driven verbs like imposed, lifted, extended and announced, 

which put a stress on short-term acts of government instead of structural and systemic 

conditions. Only 10 percent of the articles framed human-rights restrictions as a sign of a 

continuous occupation and the word occupation was used twice only, each time in reference to 

the activists and never to the newspaper itself.   

2.3. Narrative 3: Narrative of Kashmiris as Victims but as not a political actor.   

Vocabularies related to victimhood were more often used to describe Kashmiris, such as, but 

not limited to, fleeing civilians, violence victims trapped in their own homes and areas, fear, 

uncertainty, trauma, and anger. Although these weakening linguistic decisions made the plight 

of civilians human, they were also reinforcing a passive image. Six articles were direct quotes 

by civil society members of the Kashmiri, human-rights activists, and journalists. 

Contrastingly, 75 per cent of the articles quoted Indian government officials and 62 per cent of 
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them quoted Pakistani officials. The resulting imbalance of the sources helped to establish a 

narrative hierarchy where Kashmiri voices were side-lined.   

3. Patterns, partial absence and patterns of Peace Journalism Indicators.   

3.1. There is lack of lexis of peace journalism.   

The analysis of this article, using the indicators of peace-journalism described by Lynch and 

McGoldrick (2005), including the contextual reporting, element of solution-oriented framing, 

multiple voices, and the ability to use non-dehumanising language, showed that The New York 

Times was mixed. Sustained contextual depth with historical references to was only present in 

15 000% of the articles:   

 The origins of the conflict   

 The 1948 UN resolutions   

 Article 370 and 35A   

 Kashmiri self-determinations movements.   

Nevertheless, contextual reporting did not often go past two or three paragraphs, therefore, 

limiting its analytical effect.   

3.2. Lack of Solution-Giving Container.   

There were very few solution-oriented frames which have been stressed by peace journalism. 

Across forty articles:   

 0 talked about negotiated settlement mode.   

 0 characterised confidence-building interventions.   

 1 used Peace initiatives by Kashmiris.   

 Two short papers touched on the international mediation efforts, which were 

categorised into unlikely and unrealistic.   

 

Therefore, The New York Times vastly portrayed the war as unsolvable, which helped to 

maintain an orientation of a war-journalism.   

3.3. Lexis Presence De-escalatory Was Minimal.   

Such terms like dialogue, peace process, ceasefire negotiations or mediation were used 

sparingly. They assumed the following when they existed:   

 Foreign think tanks   

 UN reports   

 Pakistani officials   
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The article barely used the de-escalatory language in its own involving voice, which points to 

the unwillingness to promote or even suggest other avenues to conflict management other than 

militarised one.   

4. Patterns in language: Indexes of agency and responsibility.   

4.1. Violence Reporting in Agencies: Backgrounding.   

The analysis revealed the wide use of agentless constructions as in:   

 “Clashes erupted”   

 “Violence broke out”   

 “Protests turned deadly”   

 “Internet was shut down”   

These grammatical constructions blur the agents of responsibility, which is a typical feature of 

the war-related reporting that protects the institutional agents against criticism. This trend was 

found in 62 percent of the articles.   

4.2. The differentiation of Violence.   

Violence perpetrated by Kashmiris was often being reported as enforced by strong agentive 

verbs:   

 “attacked,” “killed,” “ambushed,” “targeted.” 

In contrast, violence attributed to the Indian state often employed: 

 Passive constructions (“were killed,” “were detained,” “restrictions were imposed”) 

 Euphemistic terms (“security measures,” “curfew,” “law-and-order operations”) 

This linguistic imbalance also helped to create unequal representations which pre-empted 

Kashmiri agency only when the violence took place and neglected state agency when coercive 

actions were being made.   

5. Kashmir Representation After Article 370.   

5.1. Revocation as a Historical Turn.   

This coverage escalated in 2019-2020 and there was 26 articles in the two years that followed 

the revocation. But between 2021 and 2021 the rate of coverage was almost half as often, 

indicating that the new state of political affairs has become conventionalised in the arguments 

of Western media.   
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5.2. Lexis Made the Revocation a Domestic Indian Policy and not a Change in 

International Law.   

Common terms included:   

 “constitutional change”   

 “political reorganisation”   

 “Restructuring of administration”.   

Absent from most coverage were legal terms such as: 

 “occupation,” 

 “military annexation,” 

 “self-determination rights,” 

Most coverage was mostly devoid of terms in the law known as occupation, military 

annexation, and self-determination rights. This linguistic strategy is correlated to depoliticising 

frames by minimising the international legal concern of what India is doing. 

6. Summary of Major Hypothetical Findings 

Category Summary of Findings 

Lexical Choices 
Security-oriented, elite-centric, infrequent acknowledgment of 

Kashmiri political aspirations 

Narratives 
Dominated by India–Pakistan rivalry frame and episodic human 

rights reporting 

Peace Journalism 

Indicators 
Largely absent; minimal solution-oriented reporting 

Source Patterns 
Heavy reliance on state officials; Kashmiri civil voices 

marginalized 

Agency 

Representation 

State agency backgrounded; Kashmiri agency foregrounded only in 

violence 

Post-370 Coverage 
Decreased substantially after 2021; emphasized administrative 

discourse rather than international legal context 
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Discussion (Full Section — Publication 

Ready) 

(Aligned with Option A2: Mixed but Mostly War Journalism) 

The outcomes of the current investigation indicate that the Occupied Kashmir coverage of The 

New York Times (NYT) is characterized by the hybridity, as the most part of the report is that 

of war coverage, though it also has some elements of peace journalism. This structure is the 

result of a complicated interplay between the conventions of professional work in publications, 

the general geopolitical environment, and the systemic limitations typical of the conflict 

coverage. Among the existing, empirical corpus, there are notable instances of peace 

journalism especially in those articles that are foregrounding, human-rights abuses, quotidian 

civilian suffering and the socio-political environment of the Indian military rule, but again these 

elements are only visible in scattered doses and are overshadowed by a long-standing security-

centric discourse, thus supporting previous research that proposes a propensity by mainstream 

Western outlets to prioritize official sources, military justifications and strategic-geopolitical 

frames when writing about the South Asian conflicts (Harcup & O 

This domination of war journalism in NYT constituent reporting is in line with Galtung (2003) 

argument that the systems of traditional news value emphasize violence, immediacy, escalation 

of conflict, and actions of elites, which marginalize structural accounts and views on peace 

building. This is conveyed by high dependence on the words of the Indian and the U.S. 

governments, security-agencies briefings, and militaristic terminologies within the Kashmiri 
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context, including the militants, security crackdown, and terror threat and counterinsurgency 

operations. These linguistic terms are not just labels of description but discursive tools which 

define the conflict as a problem of law and order, counter-terrorism instead of the issue of 

colonialism, or political self-determination, or long-term issues of human-right (Said, 1997; 

D’Angelo and Kuypers, 2010). 

However, the fact that the sporadic appearance of the peace-journalism characteristics points 

to the fact that NYT is not a good participant in the dichotomous paradigm. Articles that 

anticipate civil society accounts, disruptive daily routine, communication blackouts, forcible 

disappearance and the socio-psychological consequences of militarization present themselves 

as an indication that they are prepared to indicate Kashmiris as political participants instead of 

targets of state interventions. This kind of reporting is in line with the framework given by 

Lynch and McGoldrick (2005) whose features of humanization, multi-perceptivity, and 

contextual depth are the fundamental qualities of the peace journalism. Publishing the voices 

of Kashmiri families, students, or detainees, the NYT disrupts the prevailing narrative on the 

security threat and lets one see the realities of the lived lives in the region more sensibly. 

Nevertheless, these aspects are still inconsistent. In general thematic patterns in the corpus are 

still reverberated in elite-indexed reporting, where narrative framing is primarily carved out by 

assertions made by Indian officials, foreign diplomats or professional analysts, which reflects 

the indexing theory of Bennett (1990) who claims that mainstream media is reflective of the 

range of opinion of the political establishment. In the case of Kashmir, the dependence of NYT 

on governmental or official Indian or U.S. sources creates the impression of a limited discursive 

space where the structural root causes become significantly less highlighted that include the 

legal ambiguity over the Kashmir case, the historical development of militarization, or the 

legitimacy of the Indian rulers being challenged. These omissions support a superficial form of 

conflict conventionally centered on events and not processes. 

Another interesting observation relates to lexical polarization in the reporting at NYT. The 

application of the word rebels, insurgents or separatists is often done without the accompanying 

contextual explanation of the political history or underlying grievances of Kashmir. 

Researchers argue that this lexical asymmetry may support the vision of the state and denies 

the arguments of non-state actors (Bhatia, 2020; Fair, 2015). Similarly, the shot-through of 

militarized language, such as clashes, crackdown, forces deployed, gunmen, etc. are used 

extensively to highlight violent conflict and not the underlying problems. These decisions 

create an inclination of the readers to escalation storeys, which is a characteristic of war 

coverage. 

Even though there is a case-marriage of historical context with respect, especially in reference 

to the 1947 accession, Article 370 and India-Pakistan tensions, this context is typically simply 

transitory and sporadic. The lack of long-term contextualizing is one of the reasons why 

Entman (1993) defines the attribute of frame fragmentation, in which the audience receives 

single facts without having a coherent grasp of both the political or humanitarian aspect of the 

conflict. In turn, Kashmir is often described as a problematic hotbed of security risks instead 

of the center of disputed sovereignty and sophisticated sociocultural identity with old political 

ambitions. 



 

Pegem Journal of Education and Instruction, Vol. 16, No. 2 , 2026 (pp. 308-336) 
 

331 
 

Notably, conclusions of the study highlight the impact of the western geopolitical discourses 

on the reporting of the NYT. The international conversation used by NYT is influenced by the 

United States strategic relationship with India especially in terms of counter terrorism effort 

and trade relations. Such a geopolitical context can implicitly limit the scope of trying to 

interpret Kashmir as an occupation, self-determination, or state repression despite the 

subsequent realization of these views in academic and human rights literature (Chomsky, 2011; 

Duschinski et al., 2020). The comparative shyness in the use of the terminologies indicating 

occupied territory, militarized government or state violence points out larger ideological 

demarcations embedded in the Western journalistic culture. 

However, even the elements of peace-journalism (although few) indicate an instance when the 

reporting by NYT defies hegemonic discourses. Articles on communication outages, curfews, 

psychological consequences on children or the life of detainees expose the reader to the 

problems of the conflict that are generally ignored in the mainstream Western reporting. These 

sections make appeal to the conflict-sensitive and human based ethos of peace journalism 

which aims to enlighten the experiences of non-elite actors and provide avenues of 

comprehending a conflict less through militarized oppositions (Lynch and McGoldrick, 2005). 

This conflict involving war and peace journalism generates an ambivalent story in the NYT 

reporting: the tone sometimes is even, but structurally oriented towards the state and the 

security model. This is reflective of a larger change in media studies where publications pursue 

objectivity by providing a neutral tone of the discussion but also using organizational sources 

of information, which inherently capitalize on the power structures (Harcup & O’Neill, 2017; 

Allan, 2017). Effectively, however, NYT is not actively promoting the war journalism, but in 

its institutionalized way of producing news, it reproduces war journalism. 

To sum up, this discussion confirms that The New York Times creates an ambivalent but 

mostly a war-journalism content when covering Occupied Kashmir. Although the elements of 

peace-journalism do appear here and there, as they are accompanied by an understanding of 

human sufferings and the complexity of sociopolitical context, they do not make any significant 

difference in the entire structure of coverage, which still depends on the frames of security, 

episodic violence, and elite discourses. Both findings remind us of the importance of linguistic 

and framing analysis in uncovering how international news organizations construct a global 

understanding of longstanding conflicts, and an urgent need to continue integrating contextual, 

human-centric, and conflict-sensitive reporting cultures of disrupting the core geopolitical 

narrative as well as coding the realities of marginalized communities. 
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Conclusion 

The current research paper questions how The New York Times (NYT) has constructed the 

Kashmir conflict by using lexical cues and its dominant frames in its narrations, including the 

use or lack of relationship between the two journalistic signs of peace. The study sought to 

determine how the coverage of Occupied Kashmir by NYT is composed of war-oriented or a 

peace-oriented storey, through a qualitative linguistic and framing analysis of purposively 

selected corpus. The results demonstrate that, even though, in some cases, NYT includes the 

aspects related to peace journalism the mention of human rights issues, humanitarian plight 

and the life experiences of the Kashmiri civilians dominate the article. Such tendency can be 

seen in the fact that it uses security-focused vocabulary regularly, resorts to official 

pronouncements, and gives voice to state actors privileges over civilian or grassroots views.   
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The major finding is that the report on NYT is of neutral, but prevailing war-based coverage, 

which demonstrates that there exist imbalances and lack of discontinuity in the description of 

the conflict. Although the newspaper incorporates some peace-journalism traits, including 

prognosticating the humanitarian nature of militarization and the nature of the emotional and 

psychological cost of civilians, the same elements do not override the more general focus on 

the escalation of the conflict, the reasons of state security, and the political confrontation. This 

asymmetry continues the prevalence of the hegemonic discourse that is conducted by state 

apparatus, which is in line with previous studies that showed that international media regularly 

use elite sources in reporting on intricate political confrontations (Galtung, 2003; Lynch and 

2005).   

The second observation is the existence of lexical disposition that promotes the use of words 

reflecting security and sovereignty instead of terms that address the issue of conflict resolution 

or nonviolence or structural peace. The most common terms in the corpus include: militants, 

security forces, crackdown, insurgency, dispute and terrorism; thus, creating a militarised 

frame where violent events, actions of the state, and diplomatic tensions at the highest levels 

are given priority. These words implicitly naturalise war and perpetuate a discourse where 

Kashmir is largely framed as a geopolitical issue and not a human-rights issue or a habitable 

place of political desire. Even in cases where NYT speaks about the suffering of civilians, these 

statements are disjointed and responsive and have no comprehensive structural 

contextualisation.   

The third point suggests that the indicators of peace-journalism manifest themselves in both 

implicit and explicit ways and at some instances. Examples are lexical allusions to the curfews, 

communication blackouts, forced disappearances, and eyewitness accounts by Kashmiri 

civilians which are evidence-based and can be said to have a human-centric orientation. 

However, they are not predominant and the features are not always absorbed into larger 

storylines; these outshone elements of real accounts of governments, official geopolitics 

framing and narratives prefiguring the India-Pakistan opposition. Therefore peace-oriented 

content cannot serve as an organisational principle since it is merely a narrative supplement.   

The results are valuable to the academic discourse as they prove that despite the global media 

being highly reputable and their ability to investigate the storey and conduct editorial work, 

these outlets can still subconsciously replicate the war journalism norms when reporting on 

protracted conflicts involving great powers. This fact reinforces the relevant literature arguing 

that even when media systems in the world pretend to be neutral, they often contain structural 

biases in the form of dependency on sources, geopolitical interests, and institutional practises 

(Herman & Chomsky, 2010; Thussu, 2018). This is important because Kashmir, one of the 

most militarised areas of the world, remains a subject in the discourse of the international media 

that silences Kashmiri voices and pays inadequate attention to issues that form the core of peace 

journalism such as structural violence over the long run and people based solutions.   
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Regarding an alternative viewpoint of methodology, the study validates the usefulness of the 

lexical analysis method combined with the use of the peace-journalist criteria when it comes 

to evaluating international media reporting on conflict-dominated countries. This dual lens not 

only allows the quantification or identification of word choices, but also how this particular 

choice can be understood concerning the wider normative contexts of media responsibility, 

ethics of conflict, and power of narrative.   

The study limitations are: firstly, the dataset is intentionally narrowed to the NYT and cover of 

the English language, and this limits the extrapolation of the findings to other Western news or 

multilingual reporting; secondly, though the time series of the study is followed, the size of the 

sample (sufficient to study linguistic content using text) does not allow making statistical 

generalisations; and thirdly, news companies are under a complicated set of constraints 

including editorial choices, expectations of the audience, and time-pressure that could be 

influencing reporting in a way that is not fully reflected in text-   

In spite of these weaknesses the study has important implications. To practise journalism, it 

highlights the need to have more varied voices, contextualise structural violence, and have 

more long-term peace-oriented narrative approaches whenever media outlets around the world 

report on places like Kashmir. To the scholars, the results underline the significance of future 

research on the impacts of lexical and discursive decisions on the perception of conflict. To 

policy makers and peace advocates, one of the implications of the findings is the possibility of 

media either upholding antagonistic frames or disrupting them through highlighting local 

agency, human-rights-realities, and structural conditions.   

Overall, the study highlights that the Kashmir conflict is not just a geopolitical war but also a 

narrative war whereby language creates meaning, shapes opinions of people, and predetermines 

imagination of potential future. Though NYT at times uses the humanistic and peace-based 

journalism, it, to a vast extent, is still stuck on the logic of war coverage as it shows that even 

such powerful global newspapers as the NYT critically evaluates their discursive practises to 

prevent the perpetuation of conflict-sustaining frames. The paper thus proposes further research 

on comparative trends in other outlets internationally and further challenge the role of linguistic 

choices in the creation, and possibly deformation, of conflict accounts in Occupied Kashmir. 
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