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PREFACE
The Second Lebanon War delivered a great shock to Israeli society. Women and men
were affected by the war in different ways, but the media’s portrayal of men and women
was highly distorted. Women were portrayed in traditional family roles as mothers,
daughters and wives. The media made almost no mention of women as active agents
in the public sphere. Women were overwhelmingly assigned passive, powerless and
suffering characteristics.
These conclusions were reached by Dr. Hagar Lahav in her research for Keshev on the
Israeli media’s coverage of the Second Lebanon War. The study raises awareness of
how clearly defined gender roles continue to pervade society, ignoring people's complex
identities. Unfortunately, these stereotypes are reproduced and reinforced by the media.
The Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung is a German non-governmental organization committed to
the values of equality and social justice. The issue of gender equality is part of our social
democratic agenda, which we are promoting in Israel and worldwide. Therefore, we are
glad to contribute to this ground-breaking analysis – one of the first of its kind in Israel.
Gender mainstreaming is a subject integrated into all of our projects and we greatly
appreciate that Keshev agreed to introduce this aspect into its extensive analysis of
media coverage during the Second Lebanon War.
Wars are traditionally seen from a male perspective – or at least one that is blind to gender
issues. We hope that in the future gender mainstreaming will be an integral part of any
research conducted on media coverage of the Middle East regional conflict.
We would like to thank Dr. Hagar Lahav for her excellent expertise and are grateful to our
partner Keshev for the open exchange of ideas between us which led to this publication.
We look forward to successful cooperation in the future.

Herzliya, October 17, 2007
Hermann Bünz
Director
Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung, Israel
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ABSTRACT
The article reports on gender aspects of journalistic coverage of the Second Lebanon
War by the Israeli TV. It is based on quantitative analysis of references to women verses
men and on thematic analysis of women’s representation in the news coverage. The
findings demonstrate the ways in which the Israeli media frame war as a "business for
men only" and produce the exclusionary representation of women that legitimizes as well
as normalizes their marginal position in society.
The study found that women were less than 5% of the primary subjects in the 1,714
news reports examined. They were mentioned in less than 1% of the leads read by the
TV anchors. Jewish women were the primary subjects represented, meaning that viewers
rarely met Palestinian or Lebanese women. Women were represented in three domains.
The first and most common domain was coverage of the Israeli home front. In this context
women were represented in two major roles: As victims of the war and in their familial
roles in the private sphere as caregivers of children, the ill, and the elderly. The second
domain was in coverage of Israeli soldiers’ families. Here women were represented
chiefly as suffering mothers, daughters and wives of dead or wounded soldiers. Although
women, such as the Israeli Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni and American Secretary of State
Condoleezza Rice were central actors in the public arena, women were hardly ever
represented as agents in the third domain – the public sphere. Finally, in regard to the lineups of the TV news editions, the study found that reports about women’s presence and
actions constantly appeared in the later parts of the broadcasts and that the coverage of
domains in which women were acting presented them as marginal.
As an action research project, the article also proposes a detailed plan for advancing
further study of the gender parameters of Israeli media that could be implemented by
Keshev and other researchers (see Appendix).

INTRODUCTION
An Israeli researcher sought an invitation to appear on one of the multitude of seemingly
endless current events programs that filled television screens during the 2006 Lebanon
War. With expertise in Israeli war and peace discourse, she had been conducting
research in which she analyzed speeches and interviews granted by senior Israeli leaders
during the crisis. What she wanted to share with viewers was her finding about leaders'
use of the following discourse pattern: In all of their public appearances, they cite the
goals of the war and in the same breath declare that they are unachievable. For example,
one stated: "The war’s aim is to free the kidnapped soldiers … but it is clear that it will be
a miracle if we succeed in doing so solely through military means." And, another leader
stated: "The war seeks to stop the firing of katyusha rockets, but clearly it is impossible to
locate and to destroy all these rockets." And, so forth. However, the researcher’s offer to
share her findings with the public-at-large via appearances on television channels ran up
against a brick wall of refusals. The following is typical of the explanations she received
from members of production staffs: "We only invite security experts;" though her research
dealt explicitly with such matters. Or, "if you were a retired senior officer, we would invite
you immediately, but as it is this is not interesting," said another. And, a third asked in
response: "Say, is your husband an officer or do you have a son in the military? If so, I
could sell you to my editors in a second." However, the researcher did not meet any of
these criteria and so she and her findings remained at home, out of public sight.
This incident exemplifies the complex relations that exist between journalistic coverage
of violent conflict and gender, and as such reflects different cultural relations between
women and men. Indeed, most research studies that have dealt with media coverage
of conflicts have ignored the gender dimension. Groups involved in a conflict are
presented in national, ethnic, or religious terms and research deals with analysis of media
representation of two opposing groups. Similarly, until now, Keshev reports have focused
on the distinction between representation of "'Israeli' and 'Palestinian' sides" or between
the presentation of Jewish-Israelis and Palestinian citizens of Israel (see Keshev reports
from 2005-2007).
In recent years, however, we have come to acknowledge that the existence of an open,
explicit struggle between two national groups does not annul the existence of other
social schisms within these groups. That is, we cannot assume or refer to Israelis and
Palestinians universally, as homogenous entities, as there are differences within each
group based on gender, class, ethnic origins, age, sexual preference, spirituality, health
and so forth. Accordingly, we know that the conflict influences different individuals within
each national group in different ways.
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Accordingly, this report is the first step by Keshev to extend its investigation of media
coverage to these multiple dimensions of societies in conflict. Here, the specific focus
is on the gender dimension of journalistic coverage of war, in this case the Second
Lebanon War, as well as on the gender sensitive methodology required in analysis of such
coverage. The findings presented in this article demonstrate that women and men are
represented differentially in coverage of the war in both quantitative and qualitative terms.
Such findings re-confirm what Dor (2005) referred to as "a complex game of concealing
and promoting" in relation to men and women, one that creates a different status and
different roles in the conflict for each group. In general, such coverage creates a picture
of the world in which men are central (that is, what is "generally the case," the "normal,"
and the "standard"), while women are located repeatedly on the margins, defined on
the basis of their relation to men, and rarely are granted the right to speak on their own.
Hence, few women’s activities, knowledge, worldviews, sensitivities, or gut feelings are
allowed expression in Israeli media, when they deal with the Palestinian-Israeli conflict.
And, on the occasion when they are given voice, their representation is not considered to
be important or central.
This process has cyclical influence. Since the conflict is presented as a male matter,
women are rarely granted the opportunity to speak about it; since it is such a crucial
topic for Israeli society, women’s marginality in regard to the conflict reinforces their social
marginality in other domains; since statistically women are more dominant as members in
Israeli peace organizations than they are in military organizations, obfuscating the former
preserves the militaristic discourse and, in turn, the importance of the conflict within the
general social structure; such centrality reinforces the perception that the conflict is not a
matter that should be of concern to women, and so forth and so on.
Thus, the differences in regard to men and women in media coverage of the conflict have
a strong connection and decisive role both in relation to women in general and in regard
to the conflict. Therefore, investigation and advancing change, if determined that such
is needed, in regard to the gender aspects of coverage of conflicts, can be an important
contribution to changing the social attitudes, perceptions, and understandings in relation
to such "others," such as Palestinian others and women as others.
In order to investigate this situation, a case study was undertaken of the gender aspects
of Israeli media news coverage of the Second Lebanon War. The analysis revealed that
Israeli media engage in three primary processes to produce exclusionary representation
of women as marginal in regard to the conflict, that is, complex processes in which
women are transferred from the center to the periphery of social reality:
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1. Concealing: Very few women appear in media coverage of the conflict. This
"symbolic annihilation" (Tuchman, 1978) causes the conflict to appear almost
exclusively as a male matter.
2. Constructing women’s representation and images: When women do appear in
coverage, they are assigned special roles. Most Jewish women were presented
in association with motherhood. On the very few occasions when Palestinian
women and "rebellious" Jewish women were presented, it was in the role of "the
evil woman" whose essence is threat and seduction. This process retains the
chauvinistic/patriarchal perception through which men define women and present
them as objects with fixed roles.
3. Transparency or gender blindness: Coverage rarely relates to different
consequences that the conflict has for women as opposed to men. In doing so,
gender differences are treated as non-existent; that is, they are "transparent."
Hence, events, problems, experiences, processes, and so forth are presented
as "having an influence on everyone;" with the "everyone" represented being
primarily men. Alternatively, when it is clear that the influence is only, or principally,
on women, the topic is presented in such a manner as to convey the message
that it is "not important."
In order to conceptualize the case study, the first section of the article presents
researchers’ understandings of how coverage of women has been performed in the
Israeli–Palestinian conflict (henceforth the conflict). This more theoretical discussion
is followed by a presentation of detailed findings that demonstrate how these three
processes were applied in television news coverage of the Second Lebanon War. The
article also includes, in the appendix, a design proposal for conducting systematic
investigations of gender coverage of conflicts. The purpose in doing so is to propose a
plan that can be applied in Keshev’s projects in order to include the gender dimension in
future research projects.

11

WOMEN AND MEDIA COVERAGE OF THE
ISRAELI-PALESTINIAN CONFLICT
Women, the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and the Israeli media
As is recognized to be the case in all societies throughout the world, women in Israeli
society, both Jews and Palestinian citizens, and in Palestinian society continue to suffer
difficult forms of oppression and discrimination in all aspects of their lives. They suffer from
poverty, lower income, limitations on earning a higher education, laws and structures that
limit their freedom, and are targets of violence because they are women (Raday, Shalev &
Liban-Kobbi, 1995; Yizraeli et al, 1999; Herzog, 2000; Berkovitz, 2001; Shadmi, 2007).
Even though societies differ from one another in the levels of oppression and mechanisms
used to preserve it, from the gender point of view all these societies are based on paternal
regimes and therefore patriarchal in nature. As a result, women are not free nor of equal
status to men in any of these societies. While in the more traditional societies, women’s
inferior status is explicit and formal, in the more modern societies it is based on informal
actions that hide behind the equality myth. However, no matter the case, women in all
these societies continue to suffer from social inferiority.
Furthermore, the situation among women in Israel is not identical. Those who belong
to dominant social power groups suffer solely from gender inferiority. For others, such
inferiority is doubled and tripled due to additional social factors. For example, the situation
of a Jewish Israeli woman who is financially stable, Ashkenazi (of European background),
heterosexual, healthy, middle-aged, and so forth is not identical with the situation of a
Palestinian woman, who is a citizen of Israel, as well as poor or a lesbian, handicapped,
or elderly. Thus, the social factors that constitute the identity of every woman, as well as
those of every man, combine to create the specific social identity that influences the way
in which each and every one of us is influenced by the conflict.
Studies that examined differential influences of the conflict on men versus women found
that it is possible to determine that the conflict harms women much more than men.
Among others, the conflict is fed by and feeds a militaristic culture that distances women
from the center of social discourse; it strengthens a social perception according to which
the primary civic contribution of women is to give birth to soldiers and to serve as the
soldier’s mother and wife. In turn, such a culture imposes multiple birthing on women and
restricts them to the private sphere alone; prioritizes the centrality of men’s organizations,
such as the military; strengthens the fundamentalist social forces for whom women’s
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inferiority is part of their ideology; impedes advancing treatment of women’s special
social problems, such as sexual violence and domestic violence, through the rationale
that "taking care of the conflict comes first;" and so forth (Yizraeli et al, 1999; Berkovitz,
2001; Kamir, 2004; Shadmi, 2007).

Women and media coverage in Israel
Gender research of Israeli media has demonstrated that women are represented much
less than men in all genres. For example, a study of primetime broadcasts of Israeli
Channels 2 and 10 revealed that women were only 25% of the figures who appeared on
the screen as opposed to the other 75% who were men (Laor, Alpert-Lefler, Avraham,
and First, 2004). The case of news broadcasts is more severe: here women were only
20% of the persons referred to during the news (ibid; similar findings in GMMP, 2005). In
other words, four men are mentioned to every woman in the news. Moreover, an absolute
majority of the women mentioned in the news are Jews, with women from Palestine and
Palestinian women who are citizens of Israel barely noted. This is the situation Tuchman
(1978) referred to as “symbolic annihilation,” women in general and those from minority
groups in particular simply do not appear in news coverage.
In addition, women’s voices are not heard; indeed they are to a great extent muted, in
newspaper news coverage: 14% of the sources cited in the news are women, while men
are cited 86% of the time. When allowed to speak, it is usually as witnesses to events or
representatives of the experiences of the "person on the street." In comparison, rarely are
they called upon to present expert opinions as professionals or official spokespersons.
Women presented in the media are nearly always younger than the men and they are
more likely to appear in visual texts than in verbal ones. Furthermore, women are the focal
point of a news item in only 10% of the cases, and these usually appear at the end of the
news broadcast or on the back pages of newspapers. Rarely are they referred to in the
headlines. Thus, not only is it rare for women to appear in the news, when they do appear
it is as a "marginal," "less important," and even a "bizarre" matter (GMMP, 2005).
In many cases, journalistic coverage also associates women with specific qualities and
roles. They are presented as passive, emotional, subjective, soft, visceral, dependent and
so forth. Men, on the other hand, are associated with the opposite qualities. Women are
also represented, primarily, as family-dependent: as mothers, daughters, and wives of
Mr. X. Thus, for example, one study found that family status was mentioned in relation to
15% of the women mentioned in the news as opposed to 6% of the men (ibid). Women
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are nearly always represented in traditional care-giving feminine roles, as housewives,
sisters, caregivers; as victims (18% of references to women mentioned in the newspapers
dealt with them as victims versus 9% of the reports about men as victims); and, as sexual
objects. Women were also presented in relation to specific social realms; for example,
only 13% of the persons who appeared in relation to political coverage were women,
while they comprised 36% of persons covered in relation to poverty and welfare (ibid).
Combined together, these different forms of representation, or lack of same, seem to
function according to an exclusionary logic according to which men are the majority and
presented as “normal” in society, while women are presented as a minority, the “other”
(Lemish, 2007). In the private sphere, women are presented on the periphery of public
events, as acted upon and not as actors, as objects and not subjects, as emotional and
not rational. According to Lavie (2006), in the gendered nature of Israeli media “men are
the discourse, women only give it color.”

Coverage of women and the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
While it is difficult to quantify the overall, continuing influence of the Israeli-Arab conflict on
the Israeli press, there are a number of indicators.
First, a study of the degree to which the conflict occupies the front pages of Israeli
newspapers, Haaretz and Yediot Aharonot, from the 1970’s into the second millennium,
found that it regularly dominates a very large portion of news coverage and that it has
received more attention than any other topic. Even during routine periods of military
operations, it occupies 25-50% of all front-page headlines and this figure rises to 90%
during more violent periods of the conflict (Lahav, 2002). In this situation, such dominance
marginalizes topics of special interest for many women, such as health, employment,
discrimination, poverty and so forth (Lemish, 1997), as well as reduces the appearance
of women in the media. Lavie (2006), for example, quoted a female editor for the national
radio channel Kol Israel, who said: “Security and politics – that is what we have here, in
this country. Since women are not present in either of these subjects, there are no women
interviewed.” In addition, an editor of a popular radio station, Galei Zahal, managed by
the Israeli military, is quoted to have said that she prefers “well-known interviewees with a
military-security background.”
Second, the dominance of the conflict may explain why, in a comparative investigation
of the presentation of women in the news in 76 countries, Israel was found to be ranked
much lower than the average situation in the world. In most of the parameters to be
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applied below, coverage in Israel was found to be significantly lacking in the quality of
news coverage in comparison with the United States, Europe and South America, but
very similar to coverage patterns in Africa and Asia (GMMP, 2005).
In this preoccupation with the conflict, Israeli media are “gender blind” (Lowe-Morna,
2002). That is, there is insensitivity to different gender influences of military, political,
and economic operations and processes on men and women. Thus, for instance, no
attention to issues of gender was found in an investigation of Israeli journalistic coverage
of the problem of expanding and deepening poverty that has affected Palestinian society
during the period of the Second Intifada (Lahav, 2004). Feminist research demonstrates
that deterioration of a society’s economic situation influences women more than men,
and that the former are more exposed to the dangers of poverty, a phenomenon referred
to in the research as the “feminization of poverty” (Swirksi, 2002; Shadmi, 2007). Israeli
media entirely ignored this aspect in their homogeneous coverage of Palestinian poverty.
The same approach was applied in coverage of the problem of “humanitarian cases” at
military roadblocks in the Occupied Palestine as well as the blockage of cross-points
with the construction of the Wall. Such problems are attended to as isolated incidents
– a woman gives birth at a roadblock, a person dies on the way to the hospital, and so
forth, ignoring the fact that since women are the primary caregivers for the enfeebled
– children, the ailing, and the elderly – the problem can influence them more than men
(Lahav, 2004).
In contrast to the gender blind stance in regard to events, situations, and problems
perceived as “ordinary” in the context of the conflict, research studies have found that
during periods of violent outbursts, the conflict is framed as a male issue, one in which
women are rarely included, or placed solely on the fringes (Tidhar & Lemish, 1993; Lemish
& Tidhar, 1999; Lemish & Barzel 2000; Lahav, 2004). For example, Tidhar and Lemish’s
(1993) study of television news coverage of the first Intifada, at the end of the 1980’s,
found that only 5% of the persons who appeared on the screen in relation to these events
were women, with another 18% appearing in mixed gender groups. The overwhelming
majority of the persons interviewed in the news programs were men, while a majority
among the few women interviewed appeared in dependent roles and not under their
professional identity. Similarly, a study of the front pages of the three major newspapers
over a two week period during the Intifada al-Aksa (in the second half of September 2004)
found that among the 329 items that dealt with these events, women were at the center
of only seven items. Not one woman was referred to in central headline in any of these
items, and only in one case was a woman referred to in a secondary headline (PundakSagie and Rimon, 2004).
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Not only are women not mentioned in the media text, rarely are they involved in reporting
on the conflict. Only a third of the conflict-related news items that appeared in Haaretz
daily newspaper in the period of August 2003 - August 2004 were written – wholly or
in part – by women, and less than 15% of the editorial articles (Ibid). Similarly, a study
of radio and television broadcasts during the Gulf War discovered that all of the female
presenters, except one, were removed from the air, so that only men were allowed to
broadcast (Lemish and Tidhar, 1999). During the series of interviews with radio editors,
conducted as part of their study, Lemish and Tidhar found that women were perceived
to be less professional and undependable in difficult times because of the conflict of
interests between their roles as mothers and journalists, their being too emotional, and so
forth. Policymakers also relied on the assumption, yet to be investigated in an empirical
manner, that the audience of listeners and viewers, both men and women, definitely
prefer an authoritarian male voice. One of the editors cited by the researchers, a senior
male-editor working in radio, said:
I made personnel decisions, so I can say this with complete confidence: gender
was not a factor in deciding who would broadcast what. I decided based upon
who could function best in this difficult and tense situation. I think that these were
purely professional considerations. I purposively selected a small group of men,
only four, so the population would identify with them and become accustomed
to them… the women broadcasters are mothers, they have children. There
were women (on our staff) who remained at home or left the city. We worked
with a sense that there were six million listeners and that even the tiniest error
could be fatal, such that persons would shoot themselves with the dangerous
atropine drug. There was fear that broadcasters would lose control while on the
air. Imagine that a broadcaster heard that a Scud fell in her family’s street and
she is the sole source of authority at that moment. It is impossible to replace her
if her voice wavers or if it sounds as if she is in panic. My decision was practical
– it had to do with who we can depend on under these conditions. There
was no discrimination…
The researchers noted that “only women were perceived to be parents of children (the
private sphere); they were the only ones about whom there was fear that they would
panic (or be too emotional); and only they were considered to be undependable (childish,
unprofessional). All of this was anchored, according to the speaker himself, in a purely
rational and professional perception (Ibid).
Lemish and Tidhar (Ibid) also pointed out that the figure of the sole woman allowed
to broadcast (Orly Yaniv, who at the time was a Channel 2 news presenter during
the period of the war) was the exception that proved the rule: “a feminine persona,
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attractive, non-argumentative, and un threatening (as opposed, for example, to her
colleague, Ilana Dayan). One who fulfills her role as a non-aggressive, supportive
interviewer; a representative of the “man in the street,” not the professional woman who
is an ‘expert’.”
This insight points to an additional aspect related to the manner in which women are
represented in journalistic coverage of the conflict: the significant differences in the ways
in which Jewish-Israeli women are presented as opposed to Palestinian women, be they
Israeli citizens or residents of Palestine. First, as few times as they appear, Jewish women
are presented much more often than Palestinian women in coverage of the conflict
(Lahav, 2003). Second, women in each of the groups are presented through different
types of coverage and in different roles: Jewish women are presented principally in terms
of two central roles – dependency roles (mother, wife, daughter or sister of a fighter) and
as victims (either as a direct victim of an incident or in their dependency role in relation to
someone injured). In the framework of the coverage of the conflict, Lemish (2002) claimed
that the Jewish Israeli woman “is affixed in the maternal role as one who – gives birth,
nurses, sacrifices herself, and, finally, mourns her dead son.”
The sole women’s protest organization that succeeded in achieving extensive media
coverage, “Four Mothers,” is a prominent example of such coverage (Lemish & Barzel,
2000). The organization presented itself as a movement of mothers who spoke through
the power of the woman’s “womb” in expressing their fears for the fate of their soldiersons. The relatively extensive media coverage that it achieved is an indication of the
power of the maternal conception in Israeli society. Whereas they did not achieve
recognition in expressing a political opinion as citizens with equal rights, they received
legitimization to have their voices heard in the public domain through use of the “womb
discourse” of motherhood.
This analysis gains further support when we examine the stance taken in respect to
women’s peace movements that do not emphasize the maternal in their activities, such
as Women in Black or Machsom Watch (Tidhar & Lemish, 1993; Kampf, 1996; Helman
& Rapapport, 1997). In their study of coverage of the presentation of women during
the first Intifada, Lemish & Tidhar (1993) discovered that the few women selected to
be interviewed on television in non-dependency roles (i.e. not as mothers or victims)
presented views beyond the political mainstream, on both sides of the political schism
within Israel. Yet, efforts of Israeli and Palestinian women, separately or together, to pacify
the situation or to stop the use of violence through protest and peace movements were
not covered at all. Television news, claimed the researchers, decided to ignore women
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when they attempted to intervene in a manner that competes with the crisis situation. A
similar argument was made by Helman and Rapaport (1997) based on their study of the
absence of coverage of the Women in Black protest movement that challenges the social
and gender order in Israel. Kampf (1996), too, concluded on the basis of her research that
women’s groups that advance a media framing of “women-as-victims” achieved broad
newspaper coverage in comparison with groups that acted from the “rebel-women”
framing.
Whereas the “normative” Jewish woman is confined within the figure of the good mother,
Palestinian women as well as Jewish women perceived as “crossing the line,” such as
Tali Fahima, are located on the other side of the dichotomy applied in patriarchal thinking
in regard to women – the figure of the “evil woman.” Such a personage is often inferred
to be a threatening “whore” who in the end is punished as a victim of exploitation and
violence (Lemish, 2002).1 Tidhar & Lemish (1993) found, for instance, that during the first
Intifada, Palestinian women were presented as armed and involved in violent rioting, or as
mourners. Helman & Rapaport (1997) studied the brutally sexual messages explicated at
Women in Black protestors by males who passed by their weekly Friday demonstrations,
such as “Prostitutes of Arabs” and “You need a fuck.” Lahav (2004), too, found multiple
sexual messages and innuendos in coverage of the events related to Tali Fahima as well
as presentation of Palestinian female suicide bombers.
A fascinating example of this situation is the comparison of media presentations between
the wives of Israeli prime ministers (Lemish & Drob, 2002) and the presentation of Suha
Arafat during the final days before the demise of Yasser Arafat, then head of the Palestinian
Authority (Keshev Report, 2005b). In their study of the presentation of Leah Rabin, Sonia
Peres, and Sarah Netanyahu, Lemish & Drob (2002), concluded that though each was
shown to demonstrate a different behavioral pattern, all were presented, first, as willing
to compromise their professional career (n. b. in clearly feminine domains – nursing,
teaching, and clinical psychologist) in favor of what is of ultimate importance – their
family; second, in their role as “first lady,” the three were shown to be involved in one kind
or another of volunteer and public work, a domain reserved for non-remunerated work
by women; and, third, the private domains of their lives, too, were emphasized, such as
descriptions of their home, furniture, home atmosphere, redecorating work, meals, and
their wardrobe when appearing in public. The portrayal of Suha Arafat was totally different
in the Israeli media: she was presented as a manipulative, blonde, power-mongering
“black widow” devoid of love for her husband or people. If the Israeli “first ladies” were
portrayed as Eve, then Suha Arafat was attributed to be Lilith.

1. Lemish (2002) maintained that this representation is applied also to Jewish women, but only in domains not
related to the conflict, for example, in advertising, coverage of soft news, and so forth.
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In light of these findings, it is possible to conclude that three primary processes are used
to structure the exclusionary representation of women in relation to the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict:
•

Concealing is produced by minimal appearances of the presentation of
women in general, and of Palestinian women in particular, in the coverage of
the conflict.

•

Constructing women’s representation involves use of selected framing
characteristics to present the few women who do appear in media coverage.
Primarily the persona of the "upright" Jewish woman, whose essence is
motherhood, and the persona of the "evil" Palestinian woman or rebellious
Jewess, whose essence is a threat. The eventual fate of both figures is clear:
they are to mourn the death of their son or to be punished for their evilheartedness. As observed by Lemish (2002), both figures – the "Madonna" (also
as Eve or as a saint) on the one hand, and the "whore" (Lilith or the sacrificed) on
the other hand – legitimate the dehumanization of women and their perception
as objects devoid of authentic and meaningful human existence.

•

Transparency is used to manifest gender blindness that neglects the gender
meaning of the conflict and/or presents feminine aspects as trivial, marginal,
fragile, and peripheral.

Therefore, journalistic representation of women in relation to the conflict is not simple and
one dimensional, but rather an example of what Dor (2005) referred to as a “complex
game of concealing and promoting.”
In order to promote systematic researches examining this “complex game,” a case study
of journalistic coverage of women during the Second Lebanon War, whose findings are
presented in the next section, was undertaken. This report is followed by a proposal for a
research approach that can be integrated into the Keshev methodology and so advance
study of the gender dimension of Israeli media coverage in a more extensive manner.
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THE CASE STUDY METHODOLOGY
Both the case study findings presented here and the research process proposed later
on are based on Keshev’s research methodology. This methodology investigates the
possible gap between the facts reported by the newspaper and broadcasting reporters,
and the reworked, edited story that the editors produce for readers and viewers. This
investigation does not compare coverage with a “true” picture of reality, rather it focuses
on the interior dimension of the text. Through this methodology, Keshev has found
that reporters provide, on a frequent basis, varied, elaborate, and relatively complete
information about reality; however, on many occasions the editing process produces a
one dimensional, unelaborated text (Keshev, 2005a).
Investigation of the possible gap between the facts provided by reporters and the final
message produced by news editors involves examination of relations between the body
of the news item (“the small print”) and its headline, and on the relation between the
news item and the complete news text, as presented in the entirety of the broadcast
or newspaper. Accordingly, the research process involves examining the product of the
editors’ work at the micro and macro levels (Lahav, 2007). The micro level relates to the
editors’ work within the journalistic item itself, how materials submitted by the reporters
are used in the specific item. The macro level relates to the editors’ work in creating
connections between the different items within the specific edition – how certain items are
featured more prominently than others, the connections and distinctions made between
items, and so forth.
Activities at each level as well as collectively, result in the text delivered to consumers
possibly containing gender consequences requiring our investigation. Overall, there is
a very long list of parameters that could be examined. Though not all parameters will
be present or meaningful in every instance, each has the potential to appear and to be
meaningful under certain circumstances (see appendix). Accordingly, they should be
viewed as a list of questions, focusing on the presentation of women versus men, all of
which should be considered in the analysis. The combination of these parameters in the
final product – the newspaper or news broadcast – is what creates the ideological-gender
meaning of such texts. The appendix of the article includes a detailed list of parameters
that could be used when conducting a systematic gender analysis of such journalistic
texts, according to Keshev’s methodology. This list is offered as a proposal for engaging
in a systematic analysis, in the hope that gender dimensions will be included in future
investigations conducted by Keshev and others.
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Admittedly, the study presented here did not advance a systematic investigation of all of
these parameters. Rather, it was an initial mapping of the manner in which evidence of
the use of three processes – concealment, construction, and gender transparency – in
structuring the representation of women in reporters’ and editors’ texts in the broadcast
television news during the month of fighting in Lebanon, from 12 July – the date when
Israeli soldiers were taken hostage – to 15 August 2006.2

2. This mapping was produced by examining all of the items that were broadcasted during this period and that
were included in the topic entitled “fighting in Lebanon” in the television archive of the University of Wisconsin in
collaboration with the Hebrew University of Jerusalem.
http://www.clypt.com/InfoSite/Archive/index.php?MAJORID=39&MINORID=195
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GENDER ASPECTS OF THE COVERAGE
OF THE SECOND LEBANON WAR IN
TELEVISION NEWS
Concealment
The first process relates, as mentioned, to the appearance, or more accurately, the
absence of women in the coverage. Thus, for example, instances where women were the
focus or men and women appeared in equal numbers appeared in only 91 of 1,714 (5%)
of the news items and reports broadcast on television during the period investigated.3
More men than women, or only men, appeared in the remaining 1,623 items and reports.
Furthermore, the experiences of women and their activities were presented in only 27
(30%) of the reports in which both genders received equal mention or in which women
were prominent.
Of course, it is impossible to know in detail how the editing process was undertaken
in preparing these reports. However, if we relate to the texts as representative of the
materials transmitted by reporters to the editors, then it is possible to determine that such
reports may have presented limited information about women. This, in spite of the fact
that a substantial portion of the reporting dealt with the Israeli home front, where there are
no less women than men; where women were also involved in different ways in military
activity; and in which two women were at the center of diplomatic activity – Israeli Foreign
Minister Tzipi Livni and US Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice (see section dealing with
them below).
Furthermore, there seems to be no doubt that the editing process exacerbated the
situation. Among the few reports in which women appeared, only 15 mentioned women
in remarks used to introduce the item. In other words, the leads dealt with men in all of
the other 1,699 items. Male structuring was produced in two ways, first, directly, as in
the following examples from one of the days examined: "Interview with M.K. Benjamin
Netanyahu;"4 "Nasrallah’s press conference;"5 "Who are we fighting against? An interview
with Yossi Peled."6 Or, indirectly, without reference to women or gender, as for example:

3. See previous note.
4. Channel 1, 12 July 2006.
5. Channel 10, 12 July 2006.
6. Channel 1, 12 July 2006.
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"Government conducts special meeting;"7 "Kiryat Shmona residents (Ed. men)8 ordered
to shelters;"9 and so forth. Numerically, less than one percent of the leads referred to
women, hence exacerbating the situation in which few women are included in the general
news. Thus, someone seeking to learn about reality from the leads alone would have to
conclude that the role of women in the complex reality of the Second Lebanon War was
extremely marginal.
Moreover, this very limited coverage was nearly entirely devoted to Jewish women. Only
three non-Jewish women appeared in the headlines – Rice and two Palestinian citizens
of Israel, who remained nameless in the headlines, injured by Hezbollah firing. No items
that focused on Lebanese women were found in this corpus.

Constructing women’s presence
The second process deals with the manner in which the women who do appear in the
coverage are presented: the realms within which they are represented, their characteristics
and roles ascribed to them within the framework of the coverage, the nature and angle
through which they are viewed, and so forth.
The analysis of the one month television coverage of the war revealed that the news
broadcasts dealt with many diverse topics, among which: military activities, the diplomatic
process, attacks on the home front, economic damages sustained due to the war, status
of local councils, activities in the political system, and events taking place in Lebanon.
A significant portion of these topics were "closed" to women. Such was the case of the
coverage of Israeli military actions, handling of institutional problems of the Israeli home
front, economic and business aspects of the war, and events taking place in Lebanon.
This left three domains or realms of coverage within which women were presented:
"human interest stories" about injuries to Israeli civilians, reports about families of Israeli
soldiers, and diplomatic activities.
Women on the home front: most of the women mentioned in press reports about the
war appeared within the framework of civilian injuries sustained on the Israeli home front.
7. Channel 1, 12 July 2006.
8. The Hebrew language requires precise denotation of masculine or feminine forms of reference, except in
the case of plural referents when the understanding is that the masculine form is to be used, even in situations
when women are a majority of the participants. Such usage reinforces patriarchal structures. Editorial
notations in parenthesis indicate gender denotation in the original Hebrew broadcast text.
9.Channel 10, 12 July 2006.
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WEDDING BELLS –
IN THE SHELTER
Channel 1 newscast, 10
August 2006

Exemplary leads included: "15 year old girl killed in missile attack;" "Shelter wedding
– love is the victor;"10 or, "Northern families flee to the south."11 Women appeared in two
primary roles in this framework – as victims and as caregivers. As victims of the situation,
reports emphasized women’s emotions, suffering, and misery. For example, during the
report from Kiryat Shmona, Alsie Zewigi stated, tearfully, "it is pressure, fear, the flies that
are all over the place, it is everything..."12
As caregivers, primarily of children but also of the sick and the elderly, women appeared
in their familial dependency role, as the mothers, daughters, wives, and so forth of other
(male) citizens. For example, Gila Tapiro is quoted saying: "The children are startled every
time there is a boom, ‘Mommy, Mommy, the house is moving;’"13 or, in her shelter in
Kiryat Shmona, Rachel ben Shitrit says: "my son wants to take a shower, but there is no
shower here. There are small children here who need to play, all sort of things, the children
need stuff…" This form of framing emphasizes strong emotions of women who spoke
about their fear, stress, pain, and so forth.
These types of representations as victims and caregivers of the enfeeble, due to their
familial role, are based on – and so reinforce – the patriarchal tendency to see women as
weak, passive, emotional, familial, and active solely in the private sphere. Furthermore,
such representations were nearly exclusively of Jewish women, with the exceptions of the
two aforementioned Palestinian-Israel citizens, and principally Jewish women of Middle
Eastern origins. Few women functioning in their professional capacity as caregivers were

10. Channel 1, 10 August 2006.
11. Channel 1, 28 July 2006.
12. Channel 1, 30 July 2006.
13. Channel 10, 14 July 2006.
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presented. For instance, a psychologist involved in assisting youngsters in the shelters,14
caregivers of the elderly in Kiryat Shmona15 and even the directress of the Haifa Zoo and
it’s veterinarian (female), who spoke about caring for animals during the war.16 Though
these caregivers were acting in the public sphere, and not as a result of their familial
relations, in a majority of the cases they were presented as an extension of the feminine
familial role, in which they were acting on their own and not within an institutional care
system. Such representations were constructed for Jewish women of both Ashkenazi
and Middle Eastern origins.
Women in dependency roles vis-à-vis soldiers: An additional role in which women appear
in is in dependency roles (as mothers, wives, daughters) in relation to Israeli army soldiers,
primarily those killed during battles. For example, leads included such statements as:
"Amit Farkash, sister of Tom Farkash who was killed in a plane crash, recorded a song
in his memory;17 "Alex Kushnirski and his girlfriend, Shir, were to be married following his
release from the army. Today she spoke about the last moments when he thought about
her, and when she tried to pass along a message of love to him;18 and Vicki Falachei,
whose son, Itai, served in Lebanon, was quoted as saying: "I have never been so afraid in
my entire life. This is a type of fear that is so very difficult to explain. As I speak, my eyes
tear up. Such fear overcomes you."19

WIDOW OF HELICOPTER PILOT TALKS ABOUT

IRA BEN-GIAT, MOTHER OF CORPORAL YA’AR BEN-GIAT

THE LIFE OF A PILOT

WHO WAS KILLED DURING THE 2006 LEBANON WAR

Channel 10 newscast, 24 July 2006

Channel 2 newscast, 13 August 2006

14. Channel 2, 8 August 2006
15. Channel 1, 27 July 2006
16. Channel 10, 5 August 2006
17. Channel 10, 30 July 2006
18. Channel 10, 13 July 2006
19. Channel 2, 13 August 2006
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As in the first domain, the emphasis here is on women in the private sphere – as victims
and dependents. However, in this framework, they did receive the right to speak and to
act, on certain occasions, beyond the private in the public sphere. The most prominent
example of this situation was coverage of Karnit Goldwasser, wife of captured soldier, Udi
Goldwasser. For instance, one reporter stated: "Don’t be mistaken about Karnit – who
has had very few moments of crisis. Overnight this young woman, who was transformed
from being a carefree student to the wife of a captured soldier, transformed her home into
a war room actively involved in returning Udi from his captivity….`this is a national goal,’
she said."20
This structure of coverage reinforces the conception according to which the principal
legitimacy for women to act in the public sphere and to participate actively in collective
decisions is by means of their connection with men in the army. Referred to as "womb
discourse" (Lemish & Barzel, 2000), this situation allows them to act due to their
dependency and familial relations as well as their feelings. Such framing does not
emphasize their legitimacy to speak and to act as citizens. The latter representation is
reserved for Jewish women and primarily those of Ashkenazi origins, as we see in the
following account of the third domain.
Women in the public sphere: And, finally, there was coverage of a few women who
were active in the public sphere due to their profession and role; meaning, not in their
dependency role. The two most prominent women in this respect were Israel Foreign
Minister Tzipi Livni and Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice. Army spokesperson,
Brigadier General Miri Regev, appeared less frequently during the war. Sergeant Major
Keren Tendler who was killed in the line of action during the war received some mention
too.
Aside from Tendler and Regev, only one other group of women in the military received
attention, in a report about their activities as officers responsible for coordinating affairs
of wounded soldiers. In the report we learn that "these days are especially hard for them
too."21 Similar to caregivers of the elderly, psychologists, and zoo workers mentioned
above, these officers were also presented in relation to their feelings. Here, in the context
of becoming a type of "extended member of the family," they cared for enfeebled family
members. In these cases, caregivers are described as those who "sometimes become
family members who accompany the family from that moment on."22 Thus, one of these
officers was quoted as saying: "There are difficult moments, there are moments when I
feel suffocated […] when I hear that a soldier has been killed the first thing that I think of
20. Channel 1, 18 July 2006
21. Channel 10, 2 August 2006
22. Ibid
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is – what has he left behind? Parents? Is he married? Divorced? Are there any children?
What are the children’s ages? With what do I have to deal with now?"23 While such
representations do enable certain women to act in the public sphere due to their role
and profession, here too it is often the case that they are "dragged back" into the private
sphere of dependency, emotion, care giving, victim, and the personal. These are "human
stories" not social action.
The most prominent Jewish woman who appeared in the media due to her public role
was, of course, Israeli Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni. She was interviewed in three different
occasions in all the channels and spoke solely about diplomatic and strategic issues.
American Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice was the only non-Jewish woman who
appeared extensively within the frame of activity in the public sphere. Aside from her, all
the other women who were presented were Jewish, the overwhelming majority of whom
were of Ashkenazi origins.
Furthermore, no items were found among the media coverage of women who acted
extra-institutionally, in civil society, to end or reduce the tensions of the conflict. Especially
prominent is the total disregard of women who engaged in protest demonstrations
against the war. Overall these demonstrations received very limited television coverage.
In spite of the fact that women were dominant in the demonstrations and in the groups
that organized them, there was a predominance of male speakers even in the few reports
about the demonstrations.
Recall that Keshev’s methodology claims that in order to understand journalistic activity it
is insufficient to examine solely the representations and images that appear in the media,
but rather, such investigations should also address the necessity of their inclusion.
Or in other words, such an examination should investigate the question: was it possible
to include alternative representations and images? The answer to this question does
not involve a comparison between media coverage and "reality," since it is impossible
to determine the objective nature of "reality." Rather, examination of the presentation
of reality is undertaken through studying the relations between the representation that
appears in the body of the report (assumed to be the product of reporters in the field
and the accumulation of information available to the media) and the editors’ actions
in constructing headlines (or, in the case of television, construction of the presenters’
opening statement) and the location of items in the broadcast.
The application of this methodology to study the month of war coverage revealed that
the editors consistently reduced the appearance of women, limited their part and role in

23. Ibid
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the events, and located them principally in the private sphere. That is to say, such editing
reinforced and strengthened the patriarchal nature of women’s presentation in relation to
the war.
The following are the primary methods used by editors in constructing headlines and
organizing the news, in relation to women:
•

The overwhelming majority of the reports in which women were featured were
located principally in the second half and often in the final part of the broadcast.
That is, television broadcasts focused primarily on military actions, reports on
those killed and funerals, the diplomatic process, political activity, economic
aspects of the war – all of which included few women. Only then did they report
on domains preserved for women: human problems of life on the home-front
and the situation of those whose roles were soldier-dependent.
Such an organization of news broadcasts transmits the message that only
the public-male sphere is "important," "essential," and "central" and, only after
discussing this is there reasonable time to discuss the private-female sphere,
which is "interesting," "sensitive," and "heartfelt." For the sake of argument,
the opposite manner of organizing would frame war as a humanitarian crisis in
which women are among its principal victims.

•

In addition, the public sphere in which women were the principal actors – the
diplomatic activity – was regularly deferred to follow discussion of the military
and its actions. Hence, here too, the feminine-diplomatic was made to appear
as secondary to the masculine-military.

•

In the few cases in which women were the principal figures of a report, in many
cases they were not included in the presenters’ introduction. For example, the
introduction to a report about the difficult situation of an elderly woman in Kiryat
Shmona and the care provided her (by women) began as follows: "perhaps
more than any other, it is the elderly (masculine) who are in desperate need of
assistance;"24 a report focusing on a psychologist who was helping children
in the shelters, began with the following introduction: "there are persons
(masculine) who have been living in the shelters for a month now. Nevertheless,
adjusting to this situation is especially hard for the children (masculine);"25 or,
the report about persons from the north who sought shelter in the center of the
country and in which women were the principal interviewees, was introduced

24. Channel 1, 25 July 2006.
25. Channel 2, 8 August 2006.
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with the words: "many inhabitants (masculine) moved to the south."26 Hence,
women disappeared from the headlines in favor of a so-called "universal"
presentation that is produced through use of the masculine linguistic form.
•

When women were mentioned in the introduction, it was almost always
in association with a group or as individuals who are “mothers,” “injured,”
“brides,” and so forth, and not by use of their own name appearing only in
the report. In those cases in which their name was used in the headlines, the
familiar form was used – that is only their personal name, with their family name
only appearing in the body of the report. The following are examples of such
presenters’ introductions: "here is the story of Janet,27 an 80 year old woman,
confined to her bed, whose caregiver fled to the center of the country, and she
is, literally, fighting for her life now;"28 or "Alex Kushnirski and his girlfriend Shir,
were supposed to be married following his release from the army. Today she
spoke about his last moments."29
Presenting persons solely through use of their personal name or as an
anonymous example of an entire group is diminutive and transforms women
into private, solitary figures. Such usage is particularly noticeable in light of
the fact that men’s full name is used in presenting them in headlines, as in the
names of soldiers killed, military officers, politicians, and so forth. In contrast
to multiple cases of such usage, full names were used in association with only
five women: Condoleezza Rice, Tzipi Livni, Karnit Goldwasser (who appeared
regularly in her role as "wife of the captured/missing soldier"), Sergeant Major
Keren Tendler (killed in a military action), and Amit Farkash (presented as the
sister of Tom Farkas who was killed in a helicopter crash). Needless to say, all
four of the Jewish women listed are of Ashkenazi origins.

•

Care-giving activities by women within a professional-public-institutional
framework, as opposed to the familial sphere, appeared but few times in
presenters’ introductions, one of which was a condemnation. One appearance
was made in the lead of a report about an officer who dealt with soldiers injured
during the war.30 A second story was about a caregiver who fled to the center
of the country abandoning the elderly and ill Janet Camry.31 In all of the other

26. Channel 10, 14 July 2006.
27. Her full name, Janet Camry, was only cited in the full report.
28. Channel 1, 25 July 2006.
29. Channel 10, 13 July 2006
30. Channel 10, 2 August 2006
31. Channel 1, 25 July 2006
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instances, women functioning in their professional care-giving roles were only
mentioned in the body of the report. As a result, the fact that many dedicated,
professional women were actively assisting war victims, in various institutional
frameworks, was simply not told to viewers, especially those who only consume
studio-introductions.
The story of Janet Camry exemplifies this situation. The lead to the story was,
as noted previously: "here is the story of Janet, an 80 year old woman, confined
to her bed, whose caregiver (feminine) fled to the center of the country and she
is, literally, fighting for her life now."32 Yet, in the full report we learn that Janet
Camry actually was being cared for, albeit in a minimal manner, through the
activities of women who are members of the Amal Care Network that provides
care for the elderly in Kiryat Shmona. A representative of the network, Nurit
Chen, stated: "Luckily, dedicated caregivers (feminine) have remained and they
go from house to house in Kiryat Shmona and do whatever is important at
the time – personal care, cleaning, [and] food preparation." The full report also
stated that not only did her caregiver flee to the center of the country, but so did
"Janet’s children." Not only was this fact not cited in the story’s lead, nor were
the names of caregivers such as Nurit Chen and many others who were acting
tirelessly, as required by their jobs, on behalf of those injured during the war. In
other words, the media had information about the many activities of women in
this domain, but they did not bother to cite these facts in the stories’ leads.
Overall, then, these findings demonstrate the tendency of the media to reduce women’s
appearance, importance, and centrality in reporting on their actions. This cannot be due
to lack of information about the existence or nature of women’s activities. Rather, it is due
to the perception of this information as not sufficiently "important" and "interesting," and
as such not worthy of prominence.

Gender blindness
The process of transforming gendered meanings of events to be “transparent,” nonvisible, as referred to previously as gender blindness, was the third process used in the
"game of concealment and promotion." As demonstrated thus far, the Second Lebanon
War, similar to other outbreaks of violence in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, has had and
continues to have influences specific to women. Such influences are due, among other

32. Ibid.
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reasons, to the fact that in Israeli culture women are the primary caregivers for the weak
and victims. Thus, a situation in which there is an increasing number of victims imposes
even greater burden upon them. Furthermore, as noted, women are more vulnerable
than men to states of economic and emotional crisis. And, on the proactive side, women
tend to be more dominant in peace organizations than in militant organizations. Yet, in
spite of these influences and forms of participation in social life, throughout the period
investigated, only one report was found to be related directly to one of the gender
dimensions of the war, while pointing to the special situation of women;33 anchor from
the TV studio:
Now here is the difficult dilemma facing mothers who work in the north.
Summer camps and childcare centers have not been functioning for two
weeks and at any rate – indeed it is clear and logical – that mothers prefer
to keep their children at home, next to the shelters. So, what should they do
when many employers demand that they show up for work and even threaten
to fire them?"
Reporter: …Hundreds of mothers have had to remain at home with their
children, in spite of the demands of their bosses that they return to work…family
obligations have fallen primarily on mothers, who risk being fired…they are
paying the price economically…and soon they will pay with their own money for
the questionable right to be a refugee in their own home, in conflict with their
workplace, and primarily serve as fulltime summer camp counselors for children
who are terribly bored.
This report reflects all too well the special difficulties of women during the war. However,
it is the exception that proves the rule – as there were no other reports that related to
women as a special group with their own interests and unique difficulties. This is all the
more prominent, given the coverage of the economic aspects of the conflict that were
presented on a regular basis or as a general problem for "residents (masculine) of the
north," the "economy," and so forth; or as a problem that is masculine in nature – as it is
framed with men only. Of course, this report is not without its own ideological problems
– as it does not challenge the automatic cultural imposition of parental responsibility on
women; it presents them primarily as "mothers" and less as "women;" and in doing so
reinforces the fact that their essence and rights are derived from their being "mothers."
Moreover, it preserves the image of the woman as victim and it relates, of course, only to
Jewish women/mothers.

33. Channel 10, 24 July 2006
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MOTHERS IN THE NORTH FACING
DILEMMA: STAY WITH THE KIDS OR
DISMISSAL

RINAT CARMEL, REFUSED TO GO
BACK TO WORK IN ACRE

DINAH KRIEL, WENT BACK TO
WORK IN KARMIEL

Channel 10 newscast, 24 July 2006
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SUMMARY
This mapping of television news coverage of the Second Lebanon War reveals that
coverage had a very prominent gender aspect – the event was framed as essentially
masculine in nature with women pushed to the margins, so that they were perceived to
be peripheral to these events. Within this framework, Lebanese and Palestinian women
disappeared entirely; Palestinian women who are citizens of Israel were only mentioned if
they were killed as a result of Hezbollah shelling; Jewish women of Middle Eastern origins
were presented primarily as victims of the violence and/or within the framework of their
family’s situation, and first and foremost as mothers; Ashkenazi Jewish women were
presented principally through their dependency role as mothers of soldiers or as relatively
marginal activists in the public sphere, on many occasions within the framing of activity
that was presented as a type of expansion of the private-familial sphere.
This situation exemplifies very well the complex gender discourse of citizenship that has
been created in Israel amidst the conflict (Berkowitz, 2001). According to this discourse,
it is "as if" Palestinian women are non-existent, while Palestinian women who are citizens
of Israel appear on the periphery of the margins; Jewish women of Middle Eastern origins
appear only in the private sphere, and principally in fulfilling their role as mothers; and
Jewish women of Ashkenazi origins exist on the margins of the public sphere due to their
being relatives of, aids to, and supporters of the important, central Ashkenazi men.
A general conclusion accepted by researchers is that media reporting not only covers
and reflects reality but also, and principally, is an active component in the structuring
and fashioning of reality. According to this conclusion, improving Israel’s gender reality
so that women will enjoy its civic freedom will require a significant improvement of media
coverage, in regard to matters of gender, and beyond.
Although this particular study dealt only with the product of press work and not the work
of the press itself, it is worthwhile and appropriate to ask why the journalistic products
found in this study are so problematic in regard to gender? It would appear in part that this
situation is due to the fact that Israeli media continues to be essentially male dominated.
Even though there are more and more female journalists, their advancement is stymied
by the proverbial glass ceiling so that they have been unable to assume leadership at the
head of the organizational pyramid. This restricts their ability to make their voices heard
and to shape media coverage. This study found that 80% of reports in which women
were central, were undertaken by female journalists or were produced jointly by male
and female journalists. This is not surprising because a majority of female reporters in the
different broadcasting channels dealt with coverage of the home front, in which there was
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a relative majority of women, while coverage of military, political, and diplomatic affairs
remains the province largely of male reporters. Still, this situation allows us to assume,
or at least to hope, that female reporters are more interested in covering women and
enabling them to make their voices heard.
Yet, the increased number of female reporters in general and the growing number
of women who have achieved appointments up-the-promotional ladder of media
organizations in Israel in particular is not sufficient in and of itself. First, because a majority
of the women active in the media have nearly identical social characteristics (Jews of
middle class, Ashkenazi background) and thus, they too reflect the social structure that
excludes women from weakened social strata.
Second, and perhaps most important, studies have found that the professional values
and socialization of the Israeli media reinforce hegemonic conceptions in general, and
hegemonic – that is patriarchal – gender perceptions, in particular (Dor, 2005; Lahav,
2007). Therefore, on many occasions the actions of female journalists (as well as
male journalists) strengthen patriarchy, often unconsciously, again, due in large to the
professional socialization they undergo. Confronting this situation requires strengthening
the awareness of male and female journalists, at all levels, regarding the social meaning
of their products. Such a process requires systematic research of journalistic coverage,
from different angles. This is Keshev’s project.
With this view in mind, the present article is intended as the first step towards inclusion
of the dimension of gender into Keshev’s project and research. To do so is an important,
indeed necessary, initial step. However, many more studies must be conducted in order
to enrich our understanding of the manner in which journalistic coverage in Israel creates
a patriarchal, conservative view of the world that reduces and distances women when
it deals with the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Such an effort would include systematic
examinations of the broadcast channels and other media along with comparative
examinations of the ways different media cover various outbreaks of the conflict.
In order to advance such efforts, by Keshev and others, this essay includes an appendix
that proposes how a systematic and detailed study could be advanced to study gender
dimensions of coverage on the basis of Keshev’s methodology. The goal of this appended
essay is to assist researchers – both women and men – to produce additional studies that
will reveal the different gender dimensions of journalistic coverage. In this manner, I hope
to contribute my part to the ongoing project that seeks to improve journalistic reporting in
Israel and so to improve the nature of Israeli society.
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APPENDIX:

A DESIGN FOR STUDY OF GENDER
DIMENSIONS OF PRESS COVERAGE
BASED ON THE KESHEV METHODOLOGY

34

The Keshev methodology is designed to investigate relations between the perceptions,
attitudes, narratives and understandings submitted by reporters and the final journalistic
product, fashioned and produced by the editors. Such an investigation requires relating to
two complimentary levels of the editors’ work: At the micro level, editing work is focused
on the individual item, while at the macro level the editor’s decisions establish connections
between different items through production of the entire newspaper or broadcast (Lahav,
2007). Examination of these two levels requires investigating an extensive list of analytical
parameters. As a design for engaging in systematic research of the gender dimensions
of news coverage, the purpose of this appendix is to present these parameters and their
meanings in order that other researchers will have access to a methodology through
which to advance their research efforts.

Micro-level parameters
1.

Headline (or leads from the studio in TV) construction: Research has found
that the wording of headlines tend to be more patriarchal than in the full report
in the news item. Investigation of the relation between the headline and the
item’s text can be advanced by study of the following components:
1.1 Headline information: What aspects of the data are presented in the
item’s headline? Do they deal directly with women, men, both genders, or
gender aspects are not mentioned in any manner? Could the information
have gender consequences and are these consequences noted? Does
the information presented in the headlines support or question patriarchal
perceptions? What is the nature of the relation between the information in
the headline and in the body of the item: does it repeat, extend or is the
information presented in each is different? If the latter is the case, what is
the nature of the difference in the information presented in each?

34. This research design is based on the methodology chapter of the author’s doctoral dissertation:
Transparency – Patriarchy & gender in the journalistic text, supervised by Dr. Daphna Lemish.
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1.2 Headline rhetoric and syntax: Often, headlines are devised using
rhetorical devices (keywords, metaphors, plays-on-words) and special
syntactical forms of expression (use of names, verbal and adjective
structures). How are these tools used in the headline to define reality and
the status of those involved in it? Are special forms of expressions applied
to women and how do they differ from those used to relate to men? Are
fixed linguistic patterns used that reveal the attitude assumed in regard to
the reliability, responsibility, guilt and so forth of the two genders, and if so,
what are these patterns? For example, do headlines that relate to women
include use of gendered, sexist, or sexually-oriented rhetoric? Are there
fixed patterns that impose guilt or responsibility on women, if so how is this
accomplished? Are there differences in the epistemic relation to information
between patriarchal perceptions and those that question such perceptions?
Is extremely dramatic language used repeatedly in information-oriented
headlines that relate to women? And so forth.
1.3 Headline topic: Do the facts and forms of expression used in the headline
link the item to a particular subject matter, and if so, which one? Do these
relate to gender and, if so, is this done in an explicit or implicit manner? Are
frameworks that categorize topics dealing with women applied repeatedly
and are these different from the manner in which men are mentioned? Are
these mechanisms and subject matter applied in the body of the item?
1.4 Headline thematics: What dimensions of the event are noted? Does the
headline relate to the reasons why the event occurred? What themes are
related to the event? Are there direct or indirect references to its implications
and social significance? Is the event presented as unique, special, or
recurrent? Does the headline connect the event to other events? What
degree of abstraction is applied: is it framed as a social, institutional, group
or personal event?
Are these aspects related, individually and collectively, to a gender
structure? Are there explicit gender dimensions and, if so, what are they? Is a
connection made between the actors’ gender and the thematic structure?
Does the thematic structure relate to women in a manner different to “male”
events? If so, what are the differences? And, of course, to what degree is
there an overlap between all of these components, as they appear in the
headline, and their appearance in the body of the report broadcast?
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1.5 The actor in the headline: Which actors were selected to appear in the
headline and what is their gender? Which agent do they represent – a social
institution, organization, group, or individual? How is the actor represented:
by name (full or partial), role, social status? As active or passive? As
belonging to the public or the private sector? As guilty, responsible, or as a
victim? What characteristics are mentioned? Is there a connection between
the actor’s gender and the manner of representation? For example, how
many of each gender are mentioned in the headline? Are different portrayals
attributed to each, such as physical attributes, age, family status, and sphere
of activity used to describe one gender but less so the other? Are actors
whose activities challenge patriarchal perceptions cited in headlines?
Taken as a whole and individually, how do these matters compare with what
appears in the body of the item’s “fine print?”
1.6 Headline source: What is the gender of those quoted in the headline?
Number of men versus number of women quoted? Are there differences
in the attributes assigned to each gender, such as role (actor, observer,
expert, representative; “senior,” “closely related to,” “passerby”, etc); form
of identification (name, status, professional association, etc); characteristics
(age, appearance, association with certain domain, etc); view (facts or
feelings, cognitive or emotive, institutiional or “humane,” etc) and the
epistemic relation to source (defined as speaking the truth or lying, claiming,
stating, assuming, anticipating, feeling etc)? Do sources associated with
women relate consistently with clearly specific aspects of the story in terms
of the patriarchal ideology, as in information that is known, felt, or sensed?
Are their recurrent patterns in the way they are represented? Is there
a difference in the way a person who supports patriarchal conceptions is
presented from someone who questions such conceptions?
Here, too, these parameters are examined in comparison to how these
matters are addressed in the full item.
1.7 Relation of source–actor: Which actors are selected to be presented
speaking in the active voice in the headline, and what are their gender
characteristics? Is there a fixed gender pattern for those who only appear
using the passive voice? What is the gender of those actors cited as
sources, and in what cases?
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2.

Single item graphics: Newspaper graphics tend to make connections between
the feminine and the dramatic, sensational, emotive, and so forth by special use of
color (e.g. red or pastel colors), cropping of photos, and so forth. The examination
of this aspect requires gender sensitivity in regard to questions such as: How does
the item’s graphic design (color, headline size in relation to size of text, lettering and
background, types of fonts used in headline and in text, etc. contribute to the item’s
framing? What can be learned from such design about the status of the item: Is
it hard or soft? Important or unimportant? Sad or joyful? Serious or humoristic?
Relation to the everyday, the dramatic, tragic, victorious, humorous? A genderoriented examination investigates questions that relate design matters to the
gender of the actors/sources and the degree to which the item supports patriarchal
conceptions?

3.

Rewriting: This component of the editor’s micro-work that involves fashioning the
text in the body of the item is not examined in application of the Keshev methodology
(Keshev, 2005a).

Macro-level Parameters
4.

Prominence: There is a higher representation of women in newspaper items that
have a low prominence and a lower representation of women in higher prominence
items. Low prominence is determined through such practices as location (principally
in the back pages), placement (lower on the page), design (shorter items), and
so forth, all of which reinforce “women’s marginality.” Further, items supporting
patriarchal, hegemonic conceptions are prominent on a more regular basis than
those that challenge these conceptions (Lahav, 2007).
Investigation of the degree of prominence requires examining the magnitude (by
number of centimeters in the newspaper or broadcast time); location (page location
or place in full production, placement on the page/broadcast lineup); special devices
used to accentuate prominence (visual devices in newspapers, visual and audio in
broadcasts); use of photographs; positioning (front page of the newspaper or lead in
broadcast news); and day of publication (weekday or weekend).
In terms of gender sensitivity, these parameters can be examined in relation to the
gender of the actors cited in the item, those producing the item, and the degree of
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support that the item gives to the existing gender order or its level of subversion.
The kinds of specific questions include: What prominence is given to items that
support or challenge patriarchy? What types of items, in terms of stance in regard
to patriarchy, receive high positioning (headlines, leads) and what types never do?
Is there a connection between placement in the newspaper and the gender of the
sources and/or primary actors?
5.

Contextual framing: Research has found that editors create meaning by means
of graphic or verbal connections made between the different items that deal with
different events. In this process cultural conceptions are used to construct social
“topics,” “domains,” “spheres.” From the gender point of view, most representations
of women in Israeli newspapers are framed as a particular “angle” in a larger story or
as an “accessory” to topics or domains that have an explicit or implicit male framing
(Lahav, 2007).
Investigation of contextual framing involves examining the following parameters:
5.1 Graphic connections: Which items a-join and/or are related to one
another through graphic or verbal connections? What does this connection
contribute to the item’s framing? Is the connection explicit or implicit? Does
it appear on a special page’s logo (“page strip”) that defines the context
of the page?
5.2 Verbal connection between headlines: Does the wording of the headline
create a direct semiotic connection between two or more headlines? If so,
what is the nature of the connection? Does, and if so how, this connection
establish a shared framing among these different items? What syntactical
means are used to create this context? Does the page have a “strip?”
– How is it worded? And, what is the relation made between such wording
and the different items on the page?
5.3 Journalistic definitions: Are journalistic definitions (such as “background”,
“interpretation” or “exclusive report”) used in the headlines to determine the
relation between the different items on the page?
5.4 Contextual thematics: What level of thematics appear in the context? Is
it a differential context (different aspects of the same event) or integrative
context (connections are made to broader social processes)? What levels
of contextual framing exist between the different items? Is the connection
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between them presented as a connection at the level of the “event,” the
“topic,” and so retain episodic relations between the items? What is the
event /topic that connects the items to one another?
5.5 Degree of contextual abstraction: What is the degree of abstraction
of the context? At what level does it relate the explanations, reasons,
implications of it? Does it relate to a sole actor, group, and social process or
to abstract explanations, reasons, and implications?
5.6 Nature of the context: What do the graphic means used teach us about
the nature of the context? Is this a page of hard or soft news? Important or
interesting news? Is the report about a tragedy, a drama, a celebration, or
an everyday matter? Is there happiness or sadness, worry or playfulness?
The gender sensitivity applied in analyses of these aspects requires
investigation of questions, such as: what is the connection between
patterns of contextual framing and patriarchal conceptions? What is the
connection between them and the gender of the agents/sources cited in the
item? What is the connection between them and the gender of the author
of the item?
6.

Design of newspaper pages: As was the case in regard to design of the single
item (section2), research has also found that there are gendered dimensions of
newspaper design. For example, women appear more in visual items, while men
appear more in verbal items; women appear primarily in a framing that emphasizes
the dramatic, the sensational, and the emotive. Interestingly, great importance is
assumed in regard to visually-gendered framing to neutrality and limited significance,
perhaps due to the personal nature of such framing. Thus, for example, on many
occasions photographs are perceived to have greater validity because more than
verbal descriptions “they reflect a picture of reality.” They also transmit quickly and
efficiently a great amount of information about the actors and the relations between
them, simply by their location and positioning in the photo. Therefore, the relations
between figures as well as the colors with which the figures are represented can have
great power.
Accordingly, a number of components require investigation, individually as well as
collectively, in so far as the nature of the connection between a type of visual framing
and patriarchal conceptions, actors/sources gender, and/or the journalists’ gender.
The following is a list of such components:
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6.1 Photographs: Do photographs appear on the page? What is their size?
What is the proportion between the different photographs on the page?
How many figures appear in each photo? Who appears? Ages? What is the
nature of their appearance? What are they wearing? Nature of their body
posed in the photo; for example, is all or just part of their body shown? If the
latter, what body parts are shown? What is the gender division between the
photos? Is it possible to identify portrayal of typical form of representation?
If so, which type? Is it possible to identify the figures with a particular role?
What degree of expertise can be associated with this role? Does the photo
suggest something about the social status of the figures? What is the nature
of relations between the figures? What is the nature of their use of body
language; for example, upright or slouching posture, height differences
between the figures? Is a figure holding an object or touching another figure?
Is the figure touching him/herself? Who is standing next to whom? Who is
doing what? What is the nature of their facial expressions? Are feelings
expressed, such as – enjoyment, happiness, suffering, anxiety, threat, fear?
Does the figure focuses on the camera or on something else? How does
the photo appear in terms of the relationship between the physical elements
in the photo? Are colors used and, if so, which ones? How far away is the
camera – close-up, mid-range shot, or distant-shot? What is the angle?
Location of the camera – indoors or outdoors? If indoors, where does it take
place: in a private home or public space? Is it possible to identify the room?
If the photo is shot outdoors, what location do we see – nature or urban
site? What atmosphere is transmitted – leisure and entertainment, serious
matter, intimacy, sexuality?
6.2 Additional visual devices: Do additional devices appear on the page,
such as tables, graphs, illustrations, and so forth? What types of data are
transmitted – visual data, numbers, background or trends? What is the
nature of the design of such devices, and what framing it creates? Are the
data that appear in such a visual manner related directly to different aspects
of the same event (differential relation) or is there connection to broader
social processes (integrative relation)?
6.3 Relations of verbal text and visual components: What framing is
created by means of the confluence of the visual and verbal components?
What does the photo/graphic component add to the item’s framing? Does
the photo present a portion of the event discussed or is it an illustrative
photo? Are the figures in the photo actors/sources mentioned in the verbal
text? What is the connection between the data that appear in the visual
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components and the verbal text? Do the data appear in the body of the
item or as an addition? Do the data relate to different aspects of the event
(differential relation) or do they connect the event to broader processes
(integrative relation)?
7.

Categorization of items: Research has found that the type of item (news item,
feature, article, interpretation, etc) is not an a-priori matter, but rather a matter
determined by the editor. Each type of item has great meaning because it symbolizes
how to relate to it: is it important or unimportant? Central or marginal? Objective or
interpretative?
Women, as actors and as sources, are in the majority of the cases excluded from
items categorized as objective and involved in reporting the "truth;" but appear in
items defined as subjective. According to these findings, a thorough investigation of
newspaper gender representations requires examining the gender patterns of items
categorization and analysis if there is a connection between these patterns and
hegemonic patriarchal conceptions, the genders of the actors and sources, and/or
the journalists’ gender?

8.

Categorizing the item’s soft/hard contents: In a similar manner, the design,
wording, location, and placement of different items serves to categorize them as
dealing with “hard news” or “soft news.” Research has found that this distinction has
significance in terms of gender meaning: not only are women represented within the
framing of soft news in an overwhelming majority of the cases, but the concept of
an event as feminine in nature – whether the contents relate to women or women
participate in it – causes it to be perceived immediately as “soft news.” Accordingly,
gender investigation of newspaper representation requires a systematic examination
of this typification pattern and its connection to hegemonic patriarchal conceptions,
to the actors’ and sources’ gender, and/or that of the journalist.

9.

Genre: Gender aspects are also involved in the definition of the different types of
journalists. In general, women are mentioned numerically more in popular newspapers
than in quality newspapers. However, at the same time, their representation in the
popular papers is more conservative and sexist. Therefore, the genre and its gender
meaning should be examined as part of the research
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