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ABSTRACT 
 

 The Israel-Palestine issue since its birth in 1948 has given forth a huge number of 

injuries and casualties but its prolonged history has mostly witnessed a silent world. 

Contrastively, the 2021 riots have received an impulsive backlash from the nations all over 
the world, recognizing Palestinian misery and calling for a cease at Israel’s armed forces’ 

brutal actions. This research focuses on Pakistan’s narratology presented at the 

international level to scrutinize the hedging and lucidity evident in its language. 

Furthermore the causative factors restricting the transparency of expressions were also 

analyzed. For the analysis, the interview of Pakistan’s foreign minister Shah Mehmood 

Qureshi aired at CNN was selected to cross-evaluate perspectives of Pakistan and the 

international media. Precision in statements and arguments were assessed using Paul Grice 

maxims of conversation; whereas, the intensions behind the utterances and their effect on 

the interlocutors were assessed via the Speech Act Theory by John Austin (particularly 

using five types of Illocutionary acts and Perlocutionary acts). Findings suggest that the 

exchanges between the representative of Pakistan and the international media lacked 
accuracy and precision with the absence of required facts and figures. Moreover the socio-

economic ties leading to international dependencies proved to be one of the greatest factors 

curtailing non-diplomatic narratologies. Additionally, the accusation imposed on the 

foreign minister to be anti-Semitic in his remarks by the host Bianna Golodryga was found 

to be incorrect as the criticism over the issue could be marked as anti-Zionism and not 

Anti-Semitism. Overall, though the issue has been criticized internationally yet the web of 

international relations restricts direct condemnation of agencies.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

 The ongoing Israel-Palestine conflict has given forth approximate deaths of 5600 

Palestinians and 250 Israelis (2008-2020) with injuries of 115,000 Palestinians and 5600 

Israelis (2008-2020) (McCarthy, 2021) (Figure 1). The price for the ownership of the land 
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could be estimated to be paid by the respective innocent citizens. The Israel-Hamas rockets 

could be assessed to victimize their own people indirectly who are losing their homes and 

family members. The world, leaving aside the political agendas of Israeli government and 

Hamas (the ruling group of Gaza) interfered for the much needed cease-fire nine times in 

the history with the help of United Nations, the European Union and Qatar. (Bengali, 
2021). The new incidences of barbarous riots generated in May (Ramadan) 2021 where the 

silence practiced by the international media and the urge for help by Palestinians against 

the massacred of innocent lives, torture and evictions projected by Palestinian citizen 

journalists over social media have made the world screamed out. Although Pakistan 

possesses a relatively weaker narrative in the international world due to its socio-economic 

and political instabilities, the responsibility of exercising the active membership of the 

Muslim World, strengthened by the support of international citizens (via protests) has made 

Pakistan, in companionship of Turkey and Sudan, to raise the issue (in favor of Palestine) 

in front of the United Nations to discuss and implement solutions on 20th May, 2021. 

However Pakistan’s foreign minister’s interview with CNN (an after-event) was more 

highlighted as it was a dialogue between Pakistan and the international media providing 

grounds for counter questioning. Pakistan’s transparency in revealing its (support) side and 
criticism against the hostility practitioners was needed to be analyzed, as a measure of the 

country’s freedom and restriction in speech with respect to its position in the international 

world. Grice maxims and the Speech act theory enabled the researcher to scrutinize the 

ambiguity, effectiveness and accuracy of the language used.  

 

 
 

Figure 1: Statistics for Israeli and Palestinian Deaths and Injuries 

as per the Conflicts in the History 
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 Previous researches conducted on Israel Palestine conflict in terms of language analysis 

showcase various studies on the language of international newspapers, evaluating the 

balance in their projection of narratologies of both the nations (Amer, 2017; Zaher, 2009; 

Qawariq, 2016; Tantish, 2012; Kandil, 2009), and a few on analysis of speeches of Israeli 

and Palestinian political leaders (Rababah & Hamdan, 2019; Tawfiq & Hassouna, 2015). 
Researches in terms of analyzing the conflict in the light of Pakistan’s perspective or role 

mainly revolves around assessing if Pakistan has any benefit in recognizing Israel or not 

(Javed, 2014; Bashir et al., 2020; Yegar, 2007). As the issue is recognized on global level 

and organizations like UN, European union and other countries have played their part in 

making the dispute settling for ceasefire, still the existing researches do not cater the point 

of view of other countries in favouring or condemning any one state at the stake of their 

international political ties as the modern world has created a web of interdependencies 

between nations. This research will focus on Paksitan’ s perspective on the matter and how 

the country has vocalised it on international platform in terms of hedging or lucidity evident 

in its language. This research will also analyse Pakistan’s statements in the light of its 

foreign policy and political-economic ties with international communities. Moreover it will 

tend to find out the completeness of required information/ arguments with regard to 
statistics, logic and reality.  
 

 The research aimed to determine the precision of statements provided by Pakistan in 

support of Palestine and will try to relate the linguistics obscureness with the pulling forces 

on Pakistan, preventing it to openly criticize Israeli hostility and its allies in making Israel 

financially and militarily concrete. For this purpose the researcher has tried to evaluate 

Pakistan’s and other international ties to look for the extent of nations’ dependencies and 

consequences of their Research Questions:  
 

violation. The researcher also wanted to clear out the difference between anti-Semitism 

and anti-Zionism in order to clarify the (anti-Semitic) accusations on Pakistan’s Foreign 

Minister Shah Mehmood Qureshi by CNN Journalist Bianna Golodryga.  
1. To what extent the statements and arguments made by Pakistan’s Foreign Minister 

reflect precision and accuracy?  

2. Was the argument of anti-Semitism justified? 
 

 In order to analyze Pakistan’s stance in the support of Palestine at the international 

platform, the researcher has delimited herself to Shah Mehmood Qureshi’s interview at 

CNN which was hyped up globally. Moreover to analyze its language communicative 

maxims by Paul Grice and Speech act theory by John Austin were selected.  

 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW 
 

2.1 Israel- Palestine Riots (2021) 

 The Israel Palestine conflict has his history with the announcement of Israel in 1948 as 
an independent Jewish state by the United Nations, which bordered the land for the two 

nations, leaving Jerusalem as a free territory. The condemnation of the UN decision by 

Palestine as “unjust” has made it suffer quite lot consequences in the form of blood 

shedding disputes and wars. The recent series of incidences took place in the holy month 

of Ramadan (May 10, 2021) when air attacks were launched on Gaza (by Israel) as a 

reaction to hundreds of rockets fired into Israel by Hamas (the governing group of Gaza) 
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(Humaid, 2021) (Pietromarchi et al., 2021). Initially the fire was lit by the agony caused 

by eviction of Palestinian families from their homes to make vacancies for Israeli settlers 

in Sheikh Jarrah neighbourhood (an Israeli court order for dozens of families of East 

Jerrusalem) (Hasonah & Omera 2021). The conditions resulted in protests. The situation 

entered its worst phase when in order to cease Palestinian protestors, Israeli police attacked 
Masjid Al Aqsa (located in the 1967 occupied, East Jerusalem) with tear gas, rubber bullets 

and stun grenades reciprocated by stones, bottles and fireworks from the other side (AFP, 

2021). Hamas provided ultimatum to withdraw Israeli forces from the area which was not 

only annulled by Isarel but led to firing rockets towards Jerusalem. The overall results 

showcased injuring of 1710+ protestors with 230 Palestinians killings (including 65 

children and 39 women) in comparison to injuring of 6 Israeli officers during the protest 

and 12 killings of Isareli citizens (including two children) by the Hamas attacks. (Humaid, 

2021) (Pietromarchi et al., 2021). After 11 days of continued conflict ceasefire was 

announced as per the efforts of United Nations, Egypt and Qatar; however, no guarentees 

were attached to it as claimed by Palestinian foreign minister, Riyad-ul-Maliki talking to 

AlJazeera on 22nd May. His insecurities are proving to be correct as different social media 

pages about Palestine are reporting airstrikes in Gaza, voilaing the ceasefire. Contrary to 
it, Isareli military has given a statement that the breakdown of the ceasefire was a response 

to firebombs sent to southern Israel by Hamas. These (responsive) attacks were claimed to 

be followed by an Israeli nationalist march in East Jerusalem on 15th June with banners 

teasing the Palestinians, raising fresh tensions amonst the two nations. (Farrell & Ayyub, 

2021) (Newman, 2021).  

 

2.1.1 Al-Aqsa, The Battle Field 

 Something to notice here was Al-Aqsa being the battle ground not for the first time, but 

history provided evidence of recurrence (AFP, 2015). The reasons associated were said to 

be intensional, built over the desire of the creation of the “Third temple” in place of masjid 

al-Aqsa, also affirmed by Khalil Toufakji, head of Maps and Survey Department at Orient 
House in Jerusalem  (AlJazeera, 2015), and predicted by many Islamic scholars like  

Dr. Israr Ahmad and Dr. Shahid Masood.  
 

 As the Israeli race (Bani Israel) had witnessed numerous Prophets amongst them, a 

Taboot (Taboot-e-Sakina) was also being passed on to these Prophets form the time of 

Hazrat Adam as a symbol of kinship by Allah Almighty, mentioned in the Quran (Baqarah: 

248). The taboot consisted of assets belonging to different prophets; however, when 

reached to Hazrat Dawood A.S, he planned to keep it secure in a castle. The construction 

of which extended from his life span and reached the era of Hazrat Suleman (the successor 

Prophet), therefore called Haikal-e-Sulemani or The first temple. It was used as the first 

qibla, faced to worship Allah Almighty. The temple was subjected to destruction quite 

many times in the history started from the people of Babylon (also caused the taboot to get 
missing) but then was reconstructed i.e. the Second Temple. The next time it was Romans 

who displaced the temple with a Christian church. Later in the time of Hazrat Umer Farooq 

(A.S), Jerusalem was conquered again in 637 CE but he couldn’t found the Haikal; thus, 

he end up praying somewhere close by it, where masjid Al-Aqsa was built. Jews believe 

that the land belongs to the Haikal and aims to reconstruct it. Both the mosque and the 

Haikal holds extreme importance for the Muslims and Jews respectively and none would 

sacrifice the land for the other. 
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2.1.2 The World’s Perspective 

 The riots of 2021 were broadcasted via Palestinian activists and people through social 

media into the external world. The pictures, videos, interviews and written posts of the 

sufferers clearly presented massacre and unhumanly treatment received by Palestinian 

people from Israeli armed forces. Social media played the role in gaining attention of 
international media towards this unjust. The hype was further strengthened by the protests 

conducted by many nations against Israel, such as, Britain (London, Manchater, 

Birmingham), Jordan, Turkey, Syria, South Africa (Cape Town), U.S. (Washington, 

Chicago, Illinois, New York), Sweden (Stockholm, Gothenburg etc.), Italy (Rome), France 

(Paris), New Zealand (Auckland, Dunedin, Nelson etc.), Ireland, India (Jammu and 

Kashmir), Belgium, Canada, Germany (Berlin), Indonsia, Kuwait, South Korea and 

Pakistan (Lahore, Karachi, Chaman). Pakistan’s Foreign minister Shah Mehmood Qureshi 

in collaboration with Turkey and Sudan not only reached out to UN but his interview on 

CNN received a lot of hype. The statements, words, arguments and reasons given painted 

a picture of Pakistan’ liberty and constriction in speech as per its international ties.  

 

2.2 The Foreign Policy of Pakistan 

 As per the Ministry of Foreign Affairs (Government of Pakistan), Pakistan’s foreign 

policy is based on the guiding principles shared by Quaid-e-Azam (Muhammad Ali Jinnah) 

in February 1948 (in USA). The framework described is based on compassion, support and 

friendship for every nation of the world without the interference of religion or ethnicity. 

Pakistan was planned to serve as a peace propagator, functioning to be the voice of 

submissive communities and an ultimate strength for the Muslim world. Moreover, the 

policy endorses diplomatic strategic relations with the leading powers of the world to create 

roads of economic cooperation and trade exchange. However, respecting the territorial 

integrity of other nations is an important norm in addition to freedom of taking measures 

to safeguard the interests of its own people.  
 

 Exploring the power dynamics of the world, rankings for the best countries of 2021, 
based on various traits, was generated via BAV group (section of Global marketing 

communication company VMLY&R) and University of Pennsylvania, published by US 

News. One of the traits out of 10 others was “power” which was declared to be led by 

United States and China with 1st and 2nd ranking respectively. This has created two 

(opposite) blocks for the nations of the world to be a part of. Pakistan’s experience with 

the two nations in the past few years directs its block quite well.  

 

2.2.1 Pakistan-US Relations 

 Since 2018, tensions were sensed between the two nations despite the ally-relationship 

usually broadcasted in the world. Several causative factors of these tensions were evident 

in the form of actions or tweets of US President, Donald Trump. The president accused 
Pakistan for “lies and deceit”, claiming to lend 33 billion US dollars in the past 15 years to 

a country which “fooled” them by providing shelter to terrorists of Afghanistan (Siddiqui, 

2018). Trump had assured to make Pakistan accountable for its actions which started off 

by declaring the suspension of 225 million dollars of US military aid (Iqbal, 2018). The 

narrative received back clash from Pakistan as well as internationally (especially by China) 

(Dawn, 2018). The termination of entire US security assistance to Pakistan was further 

announced by their Foreign Office (Siddiqui, 2018). The heated situation took its turn in 
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the form of a warning by the chief of military media Major General Asif Ghafoor, about 

the possibility of weakening security conditions in Afghanistan (American-Taliban 

disputes) where Pakistan was serving as a resolver (Dawn, 2018). Later, Pakistan (on 

suggestion of US) was grey listed by the Financial Action Task Force in order for it to be 

guilty of letting terrorist funding organizations operate within its areas. In addition to this, 
US released a phone call between US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo and PM Khan on 

the importance of strategizing against “terrorists’ activities” within Pakistan which was 

responded as to be factually incorrect (Majid, 2018). US even tried to restrict Pakistan’s 

request for IMF loan under the suggestion of reviewing Pakistan’s debt with China (Iqbal, 

2018). The entire practice of US antagonism was criticized by PM Khan claiming that ‘now 

Pakistan will do what is best for its people’. The statement pointed towards Pakistan’s 

efforts in resolving US-Taliban issues as US continued to blame Pakistan for its 

involvement with “Osama Bin Laden and Afghanistan” at international forums. However 

Pakistan on US call did helped in negotiations with six Taliban members in Doha for the 

settlement of Afghan war (Iqbal, 2018) The help was thanked in the form of blacklisting 

Pakistan for voilating the rights of religious freedom and mistreating minorities (AFP, 

2018). The list of events described above can be considered sufficient to predict the 
friendship status despite of the diplmatic statements from US labelling Pakistan as its 

important ally for trade and terrorism encounter (Iqbal, 2018).  

 

2.2.2 Pakistan-China Relationship 

 The two countries shared diplomatic relations since 1950 but it gained strength through 

the launch of China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) in 2013, constituting numerous 

development projects. China since then had proved its loyalty to Pakistan at various stages. 

The country was at the lead to support Pakistan against the US’s claim for it being 

incompatible in fighting terrorism. In addition, as a response to Pakistan’s proposal of 

increasing import (primarily eatables), the country has stretched the deal from $1.2 billion 

to $ 2.2 billion in 2018, 2019 and later to $3.2 billion in 2020 (APP, 2018). Although at 
the time of voting for Pakistan against FATF grey listing, China chose to opt out as the 

requirement was of minimum three supporting members which was reduced to two (China 

and Turkey) after Saudi Arabia stepped back (Iqbal, 2018); however, its Foreign Ministry 

spokesman LU Kang, later supported Pakistan against the US stance on terror funding. 

Unlike other super powers of the world, China had opted for investment projects in 

Pakistan rather than granting interest based loans. Moreover, the domain-range of CPEC 

was decided to get further stretched by adding projects related to social and regional sector 

development (in addition to energy and infrastructure based programs) (Kiani, 2018). 

China being the member of IMF also strenghthened Pakistan’s request for lone which was 

tried to get annuled by the US (Syed, 2018). Apart from all the investments, the country 

even announced to aid Pakistan for the settlement of economic difficulties. Pakistan-China 

Free Trade Agreement (FTA) phase 2 is another magnetic element in the bonding of two 
countries, which introduces tax-free trade policies, mechanisms for making the respective 

domestic markets prosper and facilitating balance of payments between each other (Wong, 

2020). In order to make trading routes easier, Pakistan-China bus service has also provided 

road connections between the two countries. 
 

 Despite of the polarity evident within Pakistan’s relation with the two countries (US 

and China), PM Khan in an interview to Washington Journalist Lally Weymouth stated the 
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desire to maintain cordial relationship with both the countries (Dawn, 2018). However the 

maintainence of equilibrium in relations may be a need for Pakistan but its experience may 

undoubtedly place Pakistan in the Chinese block of the world (as for the current time). In 

order to understand Pakistan’s diplomatic requirements in its international narratologies 

we must evaluate the dynamics of alliances within the prominent countries (involved 
directly or indirectly in Israel-Palestine issue). 

 

Understanding Nation’s-ties 
 

2.2.3 US-China 

 US and China, holding the stake of power in the world, shares a competitve relationship 

in terms of efficiency i.e. to overtake the other at the world market. As reported by BBC 

(Marcus, 2021), the efforts of negotiation made in the Biden period through the Security 

of State Antony Blinken and National Security Advisor Jake Sullivan with China’s top 

diplomats was deduced to be ineffective to build roads of coordination between the two 

powers. Additionally, Sullivan and Kurt Cambell (Mr Biden’s adviser for Asia) in one of 

their writings for Foreign affair Magazine called off the interactional efforts with China.  
“The era of engagement with China has come to an unceremonious close (Sullivan & 

Campbell, 2019)”. 

 

2.2.4 US-Israel-Pakistan 

 Despite having the image of a protagnist in worldwide matters of human rights and 

security, US is the biggest ally of Israel and is the reason of its strength. As per BBC 

(Horton, 2021), US aid for Israel for the years 2017 to 2028 is 38 billion dollars. The figure 

has seen to get raised over the years (Figure 2.2.4). It is a form of military aid utilitized by 

Israel to produce the most advanced millitary forces of the world by purchasing fifty F-35 

combat aircrafts (ideal for missile attacks, worth $100 million each), eight KC-46A 

Pegasus aircrafts (proficient of refuelling fighter planes in the air) and spending the rest on 

army training. It is the second highest US aid provided to any country after Afganistan.  
 

 
Figure: 2.2.4 
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 Pakistan having strong economic dependency over US; however, isnt at the page in 

terms of its biggest ally (Israel). The denial of Israel’s recognition was rooted to the time 

of All India Muslim League (mid 20th century) based on the unity of Muslim Ummah, 

strenghtened by the Quaid’s stance over UN acceptance of Palestinian partition as “unjust 

and cruel” with an aim to help Palestinian Arabs against the situations (interview to Robert 
Simson, 19 December 1947). Pakistan, since then never had any sort of socio-economic 

relations with the country nor accepted its existence. However the scale was perceived to 

be shifted after the acceptance of Israel by UAE and Bahrain respectively on 13th August 

and 11th September, 2020. Adding KSA-US bonding into the picture, assumptions were 

made regarding the pressure buildup over Paksitan whose motto was to safeguard the 

Arabs’ rights. Thus, Arabs themselves supporting Israel could make Pakistan’s perception 

out of question. Although the assumption of pressurization was dogged by PM Khan stating 

“there are things we cannot say. We have good relations with them”, but the assumption 

about acceptance of Israel was ruled out in an interview on Dunya News (19th August, 

2020) “Whatever any country does, our stance is very clear. And its clarity belongs to 

Quaid…, we cannot accept Israel as long as Palestinians are not given their rights and their 
is no just settlement”. 

 

2.2.4 US-KSA-Pakistan 

 As per the article of U.S. Department of State “U.S. Relations with SaudiArabia”, the 

two countries’ alliance has been continued for seven good decades which has been 

diversified in its domains and grown to be stronger. The domains are characterised as 

educational, trade, security, economic development and of technical assistance (especially 

in terms of oil reservoirs). The solidity of the relation can be examplified as KSA being 

US’s biggest foreign millitary sales cutomer (worth 100 billion dollars) invested for 

security assistance in the country’s Ministry of Defence, The National Guard and Ministry 

of Interior; around 37000 Saudi students studying in US; whereas exporting more than one 

million barrels of crude oil per day to US (Lee, 2021).  
 

 Although a wavy relationship was seen practiced by Pakistan and US, but it has strong 

ties with Saudi Arabia also regarded as a sacred country because of Makkah and Madina. 

In addition to this, the country had always aided Pakistan in financial crises and both shares 

trade and military relations as well. One recent example could be the grand of 6.2 billion 

dollars as a financial relief package to PM Khan in 2018 and 20 billion dollars investments 

in Gawader, in mining and energy sectors, in 2019 (Asseri, 2021); whereas 1000 Pakistani 

troops were deployed in KSA for the country’s internal security (Syed, 2018). 
 

 The intertwinned relationships between the globalized world has created a web making 

it difficult for countries to choose sides and strickly following any block. The above 

relations when analysed in terms of Pakistan gives a slight idea about the country’s need 
of diplomacy often reflected in its stances. Pakistani nation and its leaders have came 

forward in support of Palestine on international platforms, in the recent times of genocide 

practiced by Israel. However there are a lot of strings pulling it backward and hedging its 

statements. In short, it cannot call a war against Israel due to US, cannot critize US because 

of its relations with KSA, similarly cannot completely abandon US for China due to 

economic dependencies (on US); whereas keeping up with both China and US is another 

tricky task as per the countries’ interrelations.  
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2.3 Zionism 

 Zionism has a long history to pursuade Jews to return to Palestine which was considered 

to be the ancient homeland for Jews. The “movement” has an agenda of ‘the creation of a 

separate independent Jewish state in the historical region of Palestine, which will be led by 

public law’. It has its roots in the 16th and 17th century with many leaders tend to propagate 
the idea amongst the Jews but the real ignitor was Theodor Herzl (Austrian Journalist), 

who gave it a political route under the cover of anti-semitism. He proposed the idea that 

if external pressures forced Jews to form a nation, their accumulation over one land is a 

must to adopt a normal way of life. Earlier the movement only undertake the Jews of Russia 

who were the first emigrants (90,000) to Palestine soon after World War1 in 1914. Later 

their number increased to 108,000 in 1925 and 238,000 in 1933 which was continued to 

raise via illegal immigrantion to Palestine after WW2. Another interesting fact to ponder 

on is the ideolgy of Israeli Jews believing the Jews living outside the state as living in the 

condition of “exile” and thinking that they can lead a contented life only in Israel (though 

the idelogy is annulled by non-Israeli Jews) (Britannica, 2019). 

 

2.4 Anti-Semitism 

 Anti semitism is a “belief” that refers to unjust and aggressive behaviour towards Jews 

solely because of their religion or race. The belief was associated majorly with Christians 

and has Europe as its budding ground. The Christians recognise them as the fresh 

decendents of Jews with their religion as the upgraded version of Judaism (the name of the 

religion of Jews). They believed that the divine period of Jews has ended, tagging their 

existence to be meaningless; moreover, the rejection of Christainity by the Jews followed 

by the blame of persecution of Jesus Christ has resulted in immense hatred towards them 

from the sides of Christians. Europe has witnessed many anti-semitic campigns but the 

most horrific case of Jewish holocaust (mass scale slaughter) was witnessed in 1933 when 

the Nazis came into power in Germany and murdred six million Jews. (Berenbaum, 2021). 

 
2.5 Anti-Zionism vs Anti-Semitism 

 The recent ongoing Israel Palestine dispute, started on 10th May 2021, has often been 

projected by the international media under the shed of anti-semitism, thus understanding 

the difference between the two (anti-semitism and anti-zionism) will help to clear up 

perspectives. With the discussion above, anti-zionism would be a campaign against the 

plan of the creation of Jewish homeland within Palestine whereas anti-semitism would be 

a campign solely against the religion Judaism and its followers, Jews. However the point 

to ponder here is the minority sector existing within Israel i.e. the average population of 

Christians in Israel is 177,000 (2% of the entire population) (Halon, 2019), population of 

Muslims is 1.56 million (17.8%) (Lazarovich, 2018), Druze population is 122,400 (almost 

2%) (Nisan, 2010) and some small propotion of Bahai community also exists. This infers 

that Israel doesnot constitute a homogeneous nation therefore a voice against the existance 
of Isreal or its hostility towards Paletinians cannot be marked as anti-semitism (because it 

is against every Israeli possessing any religion) but actually as anti-zionism.  
 

 Similarly Palestine comprises of 99% Muslim community, 1% Christian community 

(approximately 47000 in West bank and 3000 in Gaza Strip (Abed, 2020)) and small 

number of other communities e.g. 400 Samaritians living in West Bank (Council of 



Analysis of Pakistan’s Narratology in Israel-Palestine Conflict (2021)… 78 

minority rights group international, 2018). Thus, support for Palestine doesnot consitute 

merely supporting the Muslim community but every religious group living there.  

 

2.6 Paul Grice Cooperative Principle and Maxims of Conversation 

 Paul Grice proposed that communication needs to be cooperative in order to be 
successful. Yule (1996) explained “Cooperation in communication” as a condition when 

people are not trying to confuse, trick or withhold relevant information from each other. 

Grice (1989) suggested an idea which will enable the communication to achieve maximum 

efficiency named “the co-operative principle” and divided it into four categories called the 

“maxims of conversation” i.e. maxim (rule) of Quality, Quantity, Manner, Relevance/ 

Relation.  
 

I. Maxim of Quality:  

• Do not say what you believe to be false. 

• Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence.  
 

 For example, an exchange between two University students: “Where is the toilet?”  

➢ “It is downstairs.” The student told what he believed to be true, thus the maxim 

is not flouted). 

➢ If the student knew it was upstairs and purposely tells a lie then the maxim is 

flouted. 

➢ If the student has made a wild guess i.e. he was not sure but still made a 
statement, the maxim is flouted.  

 

II. Maxim of Quantity:  

• Make your contribution as informative as required according to the current purpose 
of communication. 

• Avoid making your contribution more informative than required.  
 

 For example, a girl to her mother: “Where is my pink dress?” 

➢ “It is in your room”. Less information is provided, thus the maxim is flouted. 

➢ “It is in your room, second drawer of the cupboard”. Accurate information is 

provided, thus the maxim is not flouted.  

➢ “Take the first left, go straight, you will find your room, open the door, to the 

right you will find a cupboard, open it, and the second drawer has your dress”. 

As more information is provided, thus the maxim is flouted.  
 

III. Maxim of Manner:  

• Avoid ambiguity 

• Avoid obscurity of expression ( difficult and complex expressions) 

• Be brief ( short and composed) 

• Be orderly (utterances should not be haphazardly told. It should be according to the 

sequence of event) 
 

 For example, two brothers talking: “Have you bought a sandwich for me?” 

➢ “It was expensive”. An ambiguous statement flouted the maxim.  

➢ “I ran short of money so I could not buy it”. Simple language and brief answer 

do not flout the maxim. 
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➢ “I went to the mall, took a taxi, ate it and bought it”. The sequence of event is 

misplaced making the maxim flouted. 

➢ “It was exorbitant”. Use of difficult vocabulary in accordance to the listener, 

flouted the maxim.  
 

IV. Maxim of Relevance/Relation:  

• Be relevant 
 

 For example, Mother to his son: “When will you prepare for the exam?” 

➢ “I am going for a movie tonight”. Irrelevant answer flouted the maxim. 
➢ “I have already started; it would be complete by the next week”. Relevant 

information does not flout the maxim.  

 

2.7 Speech Act Theory 

 The theory was originally given by John Langshaw Austin, an Oxford Philosopher and 

later developed by John Searle. Austin (1975) proposed the idea that language is not only 

confined to describe things or to inform. But it is often used to perform actions. Such 

actions performed through utterances are called Speech Acts. These include apologizing, 

requesting, promising, ordering, inviting, questioning, degrading, expressing (hate/love) 

feelings and much more. 
 

 For example, “Anyone who cheats will get a zero in the test” ➔ (Action: Warning) 
“I will not clean the room”. ➔ (Action: Negating)  

“You are fired”. ➔ (Action: Terminating) 
 

 These acts of communication are classified into three categories. 

I. Illocutionary acts 

II. Locutionary acts 

III. Perlocutionary acts 
 

Illocutionary Acts:  

 The speaker always has an intension of speaking which is projected through the 

utterance. Illocutionary acts are the actions performed by utterances as per the intension of 

the speaker. Searle (2002) classified illocutionary acts as of five types. 
 

a. Directive: The speaker instructs someone to do something. This instruction can be 

an advice, a request, a command or an invite. Examples include, Give me your pen; 

Don’t be late; Please come to my birthday party.  
 

b. Comissive:  The speaker commits him with a future course of action. It may include 
the use of verb like guarantee, promise, swear, refuse, threat etc. or modal verbs 

like will, shall, can etc. 
 

c. Assertive: A speaker asserts (put stress on) a proposition to be true. He may use 

verbs like affirm, belief, conclude, report or can simply state his belief. For 

example, the sky is blue; I cannot trust him as his most statements aren’t true.  
 

d. Declarative: The speaker declares anything which changes the external status of an 

object, situation/context merely through that utterance. For example, pope says,  

“I declare you husband and wife”; principal says. “Tomorrow is a holiday”.  
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e. Expressive: The speaker expresses feelings or attitude about any state of affairs. 

His utterances will reflect a thanks, congratulation, apology, praise etc. For 

example, “I am sorry for being late”; “You have done such an amazing work”.  
 

Locutionary Acts:  

 It is an act of producing meaningful linguistic expressions.  
 

Perlocutionary Acts:  

 It is the effect produced on the listener when they listen to a locutionary act i.e. an 

utterance. These effects can be persuasion, convincement, irritation, boredom, ignorance etc.  
 

 For example, the scenario suggests, a teacher has a noisy classroom. She intends to 

make the students quiet and attentive. She screams “Students!” This makes the class go 

quiet and attentive towards her. Her utterance that reflected her intension was an 

illocutionary act. The utterance produced was a Locutionary act whereas the effect i.e. the 
students being silence was the Perlocutionary act. 
 

3. METHODOLOGY 
 

3.1 Research Type 

 This research is of qualitative nature. Qualitative researches enable detailed analysis of 

the data to figure out explanations and rationale behind behaviors and ideologies, thus 

helping in answering “why and “how” questions  (Silverman, 2016). Similarly to 
understand Pakistan’s narratology in Israel –Palestine issue, the language choices needs to 

be analyzed along with the reasons for such arguments (why) and how they could have 

been improved.  
 

3.2 Data 

 For this research the data under examination was Pakistan’s Foreign Minister, Shah 

Mehmood Qureshi’s interview to CNN hosted by Ms. Bianna Golodryga, a senior global 

affairs analyst. The interview was selected to scrutinize Pakistan’s narratology against 

Israeli hostility at a platform belonging to one of Israel’s strongest ally, U.S. The interview 

therefore was conducted between two parties of opposite beliefs though the international 

media (CNN) always tries to project them as neutrals for the world. This interview was of 

crucial importance as it would provide a perfect insight to the transparency of Pakistan’s 

statements and objectivity of U.S’s media. Moreover this interview received a lot of eyes 

because the journalist accused Pakistan’s foreign minister to be anti-Semitic which 

required investigation to affirm or negate its validity. It was conducted on 20th May, 2021, 

the same day on which the United Nations Security Council had its hearing on the Israel-
Palestine issue, where Mr. Qureshi had also given a speech on the dispute. The interview 

has a total of 19 exchanges which were analyzed using Grice maxims and the speech act 

theory (mainly Illocutionary and Perlocutionary acts).  
 

3.3 Theoretical Framework 

 The maxims of communication provided by Paul Grice enabled the researcher to 

compare the statements or questions of host Bianna Golodryga (represented by R; R1, 

R2…) with the answers of Foreign Minister Shah Mehmood Qureshi (represented by M; 

M1, M2…) and the reaction of his answers back on the journalist. It helped in analyzing 
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the accuracy of statements and the hedging they possess especially at the part of Mr. 

Foreign Minister. Moreover the intensions behind the utterances made by both the 

interlocutors were assessed through five types of illocutionary acts (directive, comissive, 

assertive, declarative and expressive); whereas, the effect of these utterances on 

interlocutors, also serving as the initiating step for next responsive utterance, was expressed 
through perlocutionary acts. In addition to this, the statements were also examined in the 

light of foreign relations of Pakistan with other countries to analyze the constraints the 

country faces for being non-diplomatic; furthermore, analysis was supported through 

discussing the difference between anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism to accept or annul the 

implanted accusations on Mr. Qureshi by the journalist Ms. Bianna Golodryga. 
 

4. DISCUSSION 
 

R1: M1: 

 The exchange reflects the flouting of the “maxim of Quantity” as the minister’s 

contribution to the conversation contains more information than required. Rather than 

clearly affirming the ceasefire, he overstated it. Having “assertive illocution” the minister 

wanted to put it forward as a fact under the influence of “public pressure” and (social) 

media support, stated as “Israel is losing…losing the media war”.  
 

 Apparently ceasefire was the demand of peace for both nations but Mr. Qureshi tagged 

it as a loss to Israel because Israel was causing bombardment and imprisonments in order 
to vacant the Palestinian land for Israeli emigrants to stretch its boarders. Almost 65 

families from the surroundings of Sheikh Jarrah are still under the threat of eviction 

(Krauss, 2021). He intended to confirm that Israel’s backing by world’s super powers, 

“their connections”, will fall flat in front of the public power exhibited through protests, 

generating pressure for ceasefire.  

 

 
Figure 4.1(a): Land Occupation over the Years 
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R2: M2:  

 This exchange showcased the flouting of “maxims of Quantity and manner”. When the 

journalist queried about Israel’s connections, Mr. Qureshi under the influence of 

“declarative illocution” stated it as “deep pockets”. The answer given with a sarcastic smile 

was an indication that the journalist has a clear idea about what he was pointing at. 
 

 U.S’s support for Israel is a hard core fact known by even the commonest citizens of 

the world, thus, having an astounded (U.S.) journalist was quite ironic. The reason for him 

to keep his answer short and ambiguous lies within the direct strategic ties of Pakistan with 

U.S and indirect (U.S. ties) via KSA (see literature review 2.2.1, 2.2.5). The country 

depends on U.S. for economic aid and its role within the leading world’s organizations like 

IMF and UN prevents Pakistan’s minister from any direct accusation which may later prove 

to be hazardous for the country’s economy.  

 

R3: M3: 

 On the demand of further clarification for “deep pockets” by the interviewer,  

Mr. Qureshi miserly added “influential people… controlling media”. Again the answer 
provided comparative to the answer expected disobeyed the “maxims of quantity and 

manner”. His statement produced by “assertive illocution” was true but its incompleteness 

and emptiness in terms of facts and figures was making the conversation obscure. He 

neither called names nor stated the magnitude of their power. U.S was kept in veil and the 

aid of 3.8 billion dollars was not discussed (see literature review 2.2.4). He doesn’t clearly 

state how international media is playing its part in selling the narrative of Israel; moreover, 

most of the protests occurring in various locations within European cities were not covered 

by the mainstream media. Additionally, the misery and hostility was reached to world 

communities via citizen journalists of Palestine and not by any recognized media house 

based in countries possessing exceptional intelligence. An example of the influence of 

Israel and its allies on media agencies is the removal of Palestine from the Google and 

Apple (world) map.  
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Figure 4.1(b): Absence of Palestine  

from Apple Map 

Figure 4.1(c): Absence of Palestine  

from Google Map 
 

R4: M4:  

 The “perlocution” caused by foreign minister’s stance was evident from the journalist’s 
face and tone as she was immediately offended being one of the representatives of media 

and a Jew herself. Under the state of “expressive illocution”, she claimed the stance to be 

“anti-sematic”. However her interpretation was incorrect as criticizing Israel cannot be 

anti-Semitism but anti-Zionism (see literature review 2.5).  
 

 For the response, Mr. Qureshi chose to justify his previous arguments (M1, M2, and 

M3) to clear out the dig taken at him instead of differentiating between anti-Semitism and 

anti-Zionism. His differentiation would have given Pakistani youth and the world a correct 

perspective to see how the issue is not religious in its core (see literature review 2.5). 

Therefore the “maxim of relevance” was found to be flouted. He with an “assertive 

illocution” tried to elaborate on the authenticity of his words by stating the role of 

Palestinian citizen journalist in balancing the non-coverage of international media and the 
role of international public protesting in favor of Palestine, making Palestine lead with the 

majority’s support (Mr. Qureshi presented their stance as “put an end to this insanity”). 

The examples validated the statements that though Israel has deep powerful connections 

yet they are losing in terms of their narrative and activities to be acclaimed. In the light of 

the examples provided, the minister with a “directive illocution” used the name of General 

Assembly to advise the Security Council to play their part immediately and objectively for 

the preservation of human rights.  
 

R5: M5 & R6: M6: 

 The interviewer perspective was based on three aspects, i.e. Equality in terms of human 

rights for both the nations, Hamas role in catastrophic attacks in Israel and anti-Semitism 
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practiced by the world citizens (protesting for Palestine). Her narrative could reflect the 

discouraged attitude of international media towards the world-wide protests because of 

them being labelled as anti-Semitic which can be a reason for the protesting rallies to not 

gain enough media coverage.  
 

 Mr. Qureshi’s responses (M5 & M6) flouted the “maxims of quantity and manner”. He 
in M5 claimed not to “justify any rocket attacks or aerial bombardments” but the agent was 

not mentioned anywhere making the statement uncertain. He should have clearly called out 

Israel for its rate of air strikes, land attacks, citizen eviction, the advancement of military 

weapons the gap in the figures of dead and wounded in Palestine and Israel (see literature 

review 2.1, 2.2.4); in order to clear this reality in front of the “innocent” journalist, 

behaving absolutely unaware of the statistics, that there is no possibility of any sort of 

balance (caused by Israel itself). Moreover the clause of anti-Semitism was again not at all 

touched by the Foreign Minister.  
 

 In M6, Mr. Qureshi stretched the details a little further and voiced “the lack of interest 

in negotiations, land occupation, genocide, war crime and ethnic cleansing”; however, the 

name “Israel” was absent referring to an indirect critique. As the activities stated were of 
extremist nature; thus, they could not be taken lightly and demands accountability from the 

performer. He through an “expressive and directive illocution” proposed that two-state 

solution is the only remedy for the current crises. (He) Adding to it was the requirement of 

fulfilling the resolutions made with the United Nations Security Council. Although he 

pointed out the practice of breaking these resolutions yet he was not straight forward in his 

claim (flouting the maxim of manner). Israel holds a record of violating around 65 UN 

resolutions [as proved by Rocci Moses (2016), a PhD scholar in Current Events in the 

World politics and the Middle East, in his post writing for Quora (link in reference)] with 

the backing of U.S., expert in vetoing resolutions against Israel (Newton, 2021). Mr. 

foreign minister kept his statements quite diplomatic while proposing negotiations and 

ceasefire in order for “Israel and Palestine to live side by side in peace” but didn’t shed 
light on the irreversible loss of life already been done, the return of ancestral home to 

evicted Palestinians or the use of banned weapons (phosphorous shells, butterfly bullets/ 

dum-dums) on Palestinians citizens.  
 

R7: M7: 

 The journalist was still stuck on anti-Semitism and its condemnation although if the 

above arguments by Mr. Qureshi were satiated with the necessary facts described with 
clarity, she would have received powerful counter-narrative. He (in this exchange) 

responded with a denial to justify his (labelled anti-Semitic) arguments, flouting the 

“maxim of quantity”. Instead of avoiding the question, reasons should have been provided 

why these arguments are valid and it is Israel’s activities worth condemnation and not the 

stance coming against them that too falls under anti-Zionism and not anti-Semitism.  
 

R8: M8 & R9: M9:  
 The refusal acquired by the journalist has made her extremely enraged (perlocution). 

Under the influence of this agony she with an “expressive illocution”, marked the entire 

conversation offensive towards herself, media and the Jews community.  
 

 Mr. foreign minister with an “assertive illocution” tried to leverage his perspective by 

generalizing it to the world level. Later (M9), he with a “directive illocution” advised her 
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that if she claims that the perspective towards media is incorrect (R9) then the media 

agencies need to prove it by providing a balanced coverage.  
 

R10: M10: 

 The journalist in order to avoid the blame and challenge refused to be accountable of 

something untrue (declarative illocution). The “maxim of quantity” has been flouted as she 

didn’t provide any figures or supporting details to prove that the accusations were false or 

the media is objective in its narrative and highlights the conditions/ view point of both 

nations. Her designation as a senior global affair analyst makes her proficient in terms of 

facts and statistics which were required to validate her stance.  
 

 With an “expressive illocution” Mr. Qureshi confirmed that he is consistent on his ideas 

and was a wisher of peace, only possible through dialogues. Adhering to diplomacy, the 
foreign minister tried to present Pakistan as a resolver and peace propagator by claiming 

that “Israelis and Palestinians, everybody has a right to live!” He was not ready to take 

sides or openly denounce Israel which can be understood as essential for Pakistan to 

maintain its international relations (see literature review 2.2.4).Although, to hint his side, 

Mr. Qureshi provided statistics of (230) citizen killings,(more than 50000) displacements, 

bombardments and infrastructure destruction (50 schools, hospitals, Red Cross, AP office, 

media outlets), but not a single time mentioned who were the agents and who were the 

recipients; thus, flouting the “maxim of manner” by generating ambiguity in terms of 

agency.  
 

R11: M11: 
 Ms. Bianna in her response (R11) flouted the “maxim of quantity”. On the suggestion 
of having an “independent investigation” to check for Hamas’s presence at the bombarded 
sites by the foreign minister, the journalist signaled towards the reception of some 
information by Israel to U.S. but did not elaborated the kind of information provided or its 
necessary details to prove that the Israeli narrative is justified. Furthermore she brought up 
the argument that the consideration of “Israeli casualties” as well is the demand of being 
an “objective and honest broker”. However the journalist didn’t provide any statistics in 
this statement as well. Although if she had provided her whole argument would have 
collapsed as the numeric margin between the Palestinian and Israeli casualties is huge and 
so is the suffrage of Palestinians (see literature review 2.1).  
 

 Mr. Qureshi response started with an “expressive illocution” (I am objective) and then 
shifted to “comissive illocution” (I would want to be objective). He in order to prove his 
argument and to maintain the image of Pakistan as a peace propagator expressed that 
“Every human life is important to me”.  
 

R12: M12: 
 The journalist was pleased to get the minister agreed upon her argument that 
“Palestinian lives and Israeli lives are equally important” which is a fact at humanitarian 
ground. But she herself being a senior newswoman associated with one of the most 
authentic and considerately reliable media house, CNN, was not ready to acknowledge 
facts, measure statistics and to understand that the situation here demands justice and not 
equality. Equality in any case is not possible as it requires the Israelis to go through the 
same kind of displacement, massacre and bombardments, leading to another kind of 
hostility, absolutely worth condemnation.  
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R13: M13 
 This interview took place the same day (20th May, 2021) when Foreign minister Shah 
Mehmood Qureshi along with representatives from Turkey and Sudan raised the conflict 
of Israel and Palestine before the United Nations Security Council in the form of a speech. 
This interview was actually an after-event of his speech. The hype over the issue could be 
sensed worldwide. Assessing the whole scenario, the only matter under discussion at that 
very time (on the world scale and in the interview) was Israel- Palestine issue. In such a 
unidirectional plot, diverting the conversation towards the Uyghur Muslims was seemed to 
be irrelevant; thus, “flouting the maxim of relevance”. The journalist just to take a dig at 
Mr. Qureshi and to prove a point that Pakistan can never be an objective broker raised the 
concern over Uygur Muslims and the silence coming from Pakistan over it. Firstly one 
needs to understand that in world politics, countries support only those activities which are 
beneficial for their worldly status be it U.S or Pakistan. Analyzing the U.S. perspective so 
far, it could be said that they were not concerned about the (Uyghur) Muslims being 
tortured because if they get bothered by these incidences in the name of human rights 
violation then they would have been anxious over the hostility towards the Palestinian 
Muslims as well. Why is it that U.S. is raising voice internationally over the antagonism 
practiced on the Muslims of Uyghur but remains a fence-sitter or even worse, aid-provider 
to the antagonist party towards Palestinian community (comprised majorly of Muslims 
along with minority groups)? The reason is China (see literature review 2.2.3) and a chance 
to defame it for being a human rights violator. Seems like nothing in this world is conducted 
on humanitarian grounds, everything is political.  
 

 Mr. Foreign minister in his response flouted the “maxim of manner”. He was not at all 

straight forward in disclosing Pakistan’s narrative or plan towards the Uyghur Muslims. In 

fact he didn’t even use the name of “Uyghur Muslims” once in his answer. Instead he under 

“assertive illocution” simply stated the reason of being silence over the matter, stating 
“China is a very good friend of Pakistan …We don’t say everything in public”. This matter 

of Uyghur Muslims is extremely critical for Pakistan. At one side Pakistan is expected to 

play its part as the member of the Muslim world while on the other side its economic ties 

with China are intense (see literature review 2.2.2).Although on the righteous note a stand 

is required towards the Uyghur Muslims but to do so Pakistan has to walk over iron nails.  
 

R14: M14:  
 Bianna Golodryga under “assertive illocution” once again attempted to downgrade the 

foreign minister and his country by stating, “I know China provides a lot of aid…you can’t 

just turn blind eye towards human rights abuses in one country…” She was merely trying 

to disparage the minister because he accused the media to be partial to Israel leading to her 

annoyance, in addition to, considering his claims a verbal attack to the Jew community 

being herself a part of it.  
 

 Stating with an “assertive illocution”, Mr. Qureshi, in his response hinted towards his 

grasp over the matter in an obscure manner (flouting the maxim of manner) stating with a 

“comissive illocution”, “We are not oblivious to our responsibilities”. It could easily be 

inferred that the minister was not ready to touch on the matter even by mistake at that 

platform.  
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R15: M15: 

 The journalist intertwined the matter of Uyghur Muslims with Gaza citizens and 

presented it in front of the Foreign minister as a necessary clause attached to the demand 

of peace and justice for Gaza Muslims. She then with “directive illocution” asked for a 

solution towards both the communities. She was trying to highlight Pakistan’s hypocrisy 
i.e. Raising voice for one community and shadowing the other. However she herself was 

not ready to accept the hypocrisy of U.S. who at one side projects themselves as the biggest 

guardian of human rights in front of the world, while on the other side funds such ferocity 

against a nation (see literature review 2.2.4). The journalist quite successfully dodged the 

situation from shacking U.S to Pakistan. Although both seemed busy shifting blames over 

each other in the conversation ahead but no one was ready to accept their part of prejudice.  
 

 Mr. Qureshi in his response flouted the maxim of relevance. He (under “assertive 

illocution”) tried to justify Pakistan’s image as a firm supporter of human rights by 

intertwining the issue of Gaza with Indian occupied Kashmir whose rights were supported 

wholeheartedly by Pakistan, although his answer was not in accordance to the above 

question. He tried to turn the guns again towards the journalist, a synecdoche for the 
international media community for ignorance towards the (Kashmiri) community inferring 

a biased coverage.  
 

R16: M16 

 The journalist frustrated in the blame game (perlocution) also offended being a Jew 

herself, wanted to make the foreign minister flare up at the international media platform to 

generate controversies. She addressed Mr. Shah Mehmood Qureshi with a lower rank 
“ambassador” which was demeaning for him. Being a senior political journalist at CNN, it 

would be peculiar to consider her non-statistical arguments and designation errors as mere 

carelessness. However the expected perlocution was not attained as Mr. Qureshi kept his 

calm and just corrected her.  
 

R17: M17:  

 The journalist, Bianna Golodryga, continued her attempt to devalue Pakistan as a non-
reliable negotiator on international scale by pointing fingers at its own weak socio-

economic conditions. She, under “assertive illocution”, questioned about the help required 

by Pakistan against the damage caused by the third wave of pandemic, targeting the 

country’s reliance on worldly aids, like she pointed out in R14 (China provides a lot of 

aid). The whole idea was to prove Pakistan inefficient to be a broker for anything, related 

to world affairs because it can be partial for its own profit and its economic dependency 

over IMF and other nations will make the country bow down to the lending countries under 

all (unjust) circumstances.  
 

 Mr. Qureshi first tried to justify that his country’s position is not weak by exemplifying 

the government’s satisfactory performance in the first two waves; however, later he (under 

assertive illocution) flouted the “maxim of relevance” by drawing a comparison between 
the pandemic conditions of Pakistan and India. Firstly, he was never asked about India; 

secondly, India and Pakistan’s geographic area and population differs from a huge gap i.e. 

3.28 million km2 (population: 1.3 billion) and 0.88 million km2 (population: 216.6 million) 

respectively. The figures depict that the spread rate and medical facilities in both the 

countries would vary massively and therefore comparing both the countries is worthless.  
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R18: M18: 

 The journalist throughout the interview was trying to portray an objective and neutral 

image of U.S and the media without providing the necessary statistics and arguments. She 

again tried to highlight her standpoint that “every loss of life is a tragedy” implying that 

despite the numbers, Israeli lives should be equally worried upon. Her perspective is just 

on humanitarian grounds but a nation who itself is practicing barbarity towards another 

nation that to a level of insanity with gibberish justifications over their actions may not 

deserve condolence i.e. 
 

  “If I don’t steal your home, someone else will steal it” (reply by an Israeli settler Jacob 

to Muna al-Kurd, a Palestinian women who accused him of stealing her house in Sheikh 

Jarrah neighborhood), AlJazeeera.  
 

 Moreover, looking at this statement in terms of Pakistan where she was trying to convey 

that Pakistan should handle its affair of human loss first was illogical. She might have 

forgotten that the deaths for which she was letting Pakistan down were medical deaths and 

not brutal murders; and that too because of a “pandemic” the whole world is suffering from, 

including Europe.  
 

 The Foreign minister again flouted the “maxim of relevance” by narrating the help 

offered by Pakistan to India to showcase that the country cares about human life regardless 

of victim’s area or ethnicity. The journalist was trying to link Pakistan’s protest against 

Palestinian deaths with its own death rate due to pandemic but Mr. Qureshi took it to a 

wrong league by comparing situations of India and Pakistan. He then answered the last part 
of R17 regarding “the help Pakistan needs” which was at this point an attack at Pakistan’s 

autonomy and sovereignty. The minister however ignored the taunting element and 

answered that “we needs help” in the form of vaccinations. At this point, the researcher felt 

that Pakistan has once again given its dignity at a platform where it was standing to 

condemn human rights violation by a nation (Israel) and its allies (particularly U.S.). This 

was not a suitable place to plead for help especially in front of people who are already 

accusing the country for its economic dependency over the world. 
 

R19: M19 

 The journalist with an “expressive and directive illocution” concluded the interview on 

the same point where she was stuck from the very beginning and also dragged it throughout 

the conversation i.e. “to avoid using anti-Semitic tropes”. In the whole interview Mr. 

Qureshi never corrected this stance to be anti-Zionistic or annulled it by stating that if a 

nation is smashing human rights, it should be condemned. For example, United States’ 

military campaign against Al-Qaeda and Afghan Taliban as a consequence of 9/11 attack, 

is justified in the name of humanity all around the world and no one criticizes it as 

“Islamophobic” just because the groups are Muslims by religion. The same applies to 

Israel; condemning Israel for its actions does not mean condemning Judaism.  
 

 The foreign minister first responded with an “expressive illocution” that he has never 

been anti-Semitic and then with “comissive illocution” that he will never be one. Although 

his response was in accordance to the question statement still the researcher feels a lot 

could be said to clarify the accusations at that very platform.  
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CONCLUSION 
 

 Overall the analysis reflects that Pakistan’s narrative in terms of Israel Palestine issue 

was still quite diplomatic despite raising the issue at international level. The statements 

coming from Pakistan’s side were hedged and flouted the maxims of conversation as 

agency was majorly missing in the arguments. The reason of obscureness was found to lie 
within the strategic ties of Pakistan with international communities like U.S, K.S.A, and 

China which acted as the restricting elements for the country’s liberation of speech. 

Pakistan’s economic dependencies curtailed any direct criticism on these (ally) countries’ 

actions against human rights (be it U.S or China). Moreover the accusation of anti-

Semitism was found to be incorrect by analyzing the situation through the lens of anti-

Zionism. However, Pakistan’s foreign minister did not clarify it which he should have, in 

order to condemn any sort of defame coming his or his country’s way. On the other hand, 

the claims of international media were also found to be insufficient in terms of facts and 

figures and were a reflection of their political ideologies. All in all, it could be said that 

world affairs are handled on political basis rather than humanitarian by every nation be it 

a super power or a third world country. Personal benefits come first.  
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APPENDIX: 

(INTERVIEW AT CNN) 

 

 UN general assembly gathered today to discuss this crisis. Pakistan’s Foreign minister 

Shah Mehmood Qureshi took to the podium to demand aid to be allowed into Gaza and 
called for an end to quote Israeli aggression.  
 

 “A Just solution for Palestine is imperative for the maintenance of regional and global 

peace and security. Clearly the onus for restoring peace rests on Israel…” speech in the 

UN. 
 

 R1: And the Pakistani foreign minister joins me now from New York. Mr. Minister! 

Thank you so much for joining us. It has been a very busy day from your end. Do you hear 

any talks about the possible ceasefire coming anytime soon? 
 

 M1: I am convinced. The tide is turning. I am convinced, the public pressure… the 

pressure of public opinion is mounting and ceasefire is inevitable. Israel is losing out. 

They’re losing the media war despite their connections. They are losing the media war! 
The tide is done… 
 

 R2: What are their connections?  
 

 M2: (sarcastic laughter) DEEP POCKETS!  
 

 R3: What does that mean?  
 

 M3: Well! They are very influential people. I mean they control media… 
 

 R4: (arrogantly) I mean… I would call that an anti-Semitic remark!  
 

 M4: Well! You see the point is… uh... They have a lot of influence… uh… and they 

get a lot of coverage. Now what has balanced that is the citizen journalist who has been 

reporting... uh... sharing video clips and that has jolted people and that has woken up people 
and people who are sitting on the fence are today speaking up. Do you see how in different 

capitals of the world, in London, in Madrid, you know… in Michigan, in Chicago, every 

place! From Sydney to the European capitals, people have come out and saying ‘put an end 

to this insanity. They are calling for an immediate ceasefire’. Now the Security Council 

has failed in forging a joint statement… and coming out with a joint statement and forging 

a consensus. The General Assembly today is giving a clear message to the Security Council 

… It is is your prime responsibility to ensure peace and security. Please! Live up to the UN 

charter.  
 

 R5: But Mr. Ambassador! Can we not separate the fact that there are calls for 

peace and for equal human rights for both sides, for Palestinians and for Israelis 

without anti- Semitic talk and rhetoric and we are seeing an increase in anti-Semitism 

throughout the world. Many of these protests are showing signs and images of anti-

Semitism as well. Shouldn’t you be condemning that?  
 

 M5: I will not justify any rocket attacks and I cannot justify and I cannot condone the 

aerial bombardment that is taking place… (Interrupted) 
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 R6: But what about anti-Semitism? And what about Hamas’s role in stopping the 

rockets?  
 

 M6: I am saying when you do not engage! When there are no negotiations! When there 

is occupation! When there is genocide! When there is war crime! When there is ethnic 

cleansing!... then an extremist element takes advantage of that situation. Avoid it! How do 
you avoid it?! You avoid it by pursuing a two-state solution, by adhering to the security 

council resolutions, respecting them, implementing them, fulfilling the promises that have 

been made and have been often broken… So! I believe the answer is Israelis and 

Palestinians living side by side in peace and it could only be done through a two state 

solution, through negotiations, by cessation of facilities and ceasefire… is the first step in 

that direction. 
 

 R7: Does that include condemning anti-Semitism and condemning statements… 

(interrupted) 
 

 M7: I am not justifying any of that… (Interrupted)  
 

 R8: You began this conversation! I am so sorry there are so many things I want 

to talk to you about but I persona am offended as a journalist! You began this 

conversation by saying that Israel… suggesting that Israel has quote close friends and 

powerful friends in the media… That is an anti-Semitic trope!... 
 

 M8: No! No! What I am saying is the perception… look at the perception the world 

has… You cannot ignore that ma’am!  
 

 R9: But that’s a wrong perception!  
 

 M9: Could be wrong! But that’s the perception! Negate it… by giving a balanced 

coverage! Negate it! 
 

 R10: The onus is not on those who are being accused of things that aren’t true. It’s 

on people like you in powerful positions to say that’s wrong.  
 

 M10: Well what we are saying is what is wrong is wrong and I’m not shying away from 

that. What I’m saying is this insanity must come end. We must promote dialogue, we must 

sit and talk and we must promote peace. Israelis and Palestinians, everybody has a right to 

live! They have the right to protect their children. Look at what’s happening 230 innocent 

people have been killed. More than 50000 people have been displaced… You know 50 

schools have been bombed, hospitals have been targeted, Red Cross has been targeted, The 

AP office… you know… media outlets have been targeted and what you are saying is okay! 

if you think there was Hamas presence there why don’t you have an independent 

investigation.  
 

 R11: Well! I believe that Israel did provide in some information and shared 

intelligence with the U.S. but lets go back to the other side because there are obviously 

Israeli casualties as well and I keep bringing this up because if you are going to be an 

honest broker then you have to approach something like this objectively and that 

doesn’t mean seem to be the place where you’re coming from.  
 

 M11: Well! I am objective and I would want to be objective… Loss of life! I will not 

condone. Every life! Every human life is important to me. 



Rameen Tahir et al. 95 

 

 R12: and what about … you can agree… we can agree that Palestinians life and 

Israelis lives are equally important!  
 

 M12: They are important! Yes they are! 
 

 R13: So let me move on to another area and that is the Uyghurs and the Muslim 

community there and some two million Uyghurs… many in the U.S. and many in the 

countries around the world are calling their treatment… genocide! And I’m 

wondering why we are not hearing the same from your government?  
 

 M13: Well! My government has always with fractures… you know China is a very 

good friend of Pakistan. They have stood by us through thick and thin and we have means 

of communication and we use our diplomatic channels. We don’t use everything in public. 
 

 R14: But China being your friend aside and I know China provides a lot of aid… 

You can’t just turn a blind eye towards human rights abuses in one country when 

we’ve spent so so so it’s something being… Is there are discussions behind the scenes? 

Is your prime minister… (interrupted) 
 

 M14: Ma’am! There’s always a way of doing things and we are not oblivious of our 

responsibilities.  
 

 R15: So what needs to be done then to the Uyghur community around the world 

that is listening to you, spend a lot of time talk about human rights in Gaza, question 

about their same legitimacy to human rights as well!  
 

 M15: Well! We have been advocating for human rights whether they are in Gaza or in 

Indian Occupied Kashmir. Look at the atrocities that have been committed in Kashmir! 

Does the world talk about it? How many people have talked about it? … You know lets be 

fair! Let’s have a fair assessment of how much coverage has that got? 
 

 R16: Mr. Ambassador! I do want to turn to the pandemic and we’ll 

end….(interrupted) 
 

 M16: For your information! I’m not ambassador!  
 

 R17: I’m sorry! I’m sorry! Mr. Foreign Minister (smiles) … let me turn to the 

pandemic and ask about the latest wave that we have seen in your country. In 

Pakistan we have seen an increased number of cases there and deaths. What is being 

done and how alarming is that and what does your country need to help in this fight?  
 

 M17: (Bianna)! To begin with… Pakistan has managed under the leadership of Prime 

Minister Imran the first wave and the second wave reasonably well. We’re in the midst of 

our third wave. Now if we draw a comparison of the situation in Pakistan and next door… 

you look at the situation what our eastern neighbours are facing… there is a huge 
difference. There are over 4000 casualties on a daily basis… (interrupted)  
 

 R18: There’s no…there’s no winner. I’m not pitting you against India. I’m saying 

that every loss of life is a tragedy!  
 

 M18: Absolutely it’s a tragedy! And we are sympathetic and we offered help… you 

know! I offered help! We said listen! These are human lives, we are in the same region, we 
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are willing to help. They did not respond but our offer still stands. What we are doing is, 

we are doing our best to bring the positivity down and what we need right now is vaccine!... 

we have been gifted vaccine by China, we have bought vaccine but the vaccine that was 

promised to us through Kovacs did not come in time and what we need is… inoculations… 

to protect our people, the marginalised people, you know the paramedics, the doctors… 
you know the people on the frontline. So that process is going on, the numbers are 

increasing but we need help!  
 

 R19: Mr. Foreign Minister, Thank you so much for your time! I would just ask 

you personally to please avoid using anti-Semitic tropes that you used at the beginning 

of our conversation, I think they are very…. (interrupted) 
 

 M19: I have never been anti-Semitic and I never will be!  
 

 R20: okay! I leave it there… Thank you so much!  
 

  

 

………………………………………………………………… 

 

 

 


