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Conflicts over territorial control and identity shape political life in many regions worldwide. 

In South Asia, the long-standing dispute over Kashmir reached a pivotal moment when India 

abrogated Article 370 of the Constitution on the 5th of August 2019. This decision resulted in 

diplomatic breakdowns with Pakistan, months long security lockdown and communications 

blackout in Indian-administered Kashmir, and India also received much critique from various 

human rights organizations. The following thesis aims to investigate the discursive strategies 

through which the Indian Government and leading English-language newspapers frame the 

abrogation of Article 370, aiming to understand how these narratives serve to legitimize India’s 

actions by justifying state power and influencing public opinion. This qualitative study employs 

Critical Discourse Analysis to analyze English-language print-media in India as well as a 

smaller sample of official government communications. After coding the corpus, the results 

are analyzed through the lenses of Norman Fairclough’s three-dimensional model of CDA and 

Edward Said’s postcolonial framework of Orientalism. Analytical findings reveal that both 

government and media texts make extensive use of value-laden language and high-certainty 

modals such as “will” and “must” to portray the abrogation as an inevitable, morally good, 

decision. Furthermore, intertextual references and appeals to authority are made to further 

reinforce state legitimacy by situating the decision as both lawful and as the fulfillment of 

India’s postcolonial story of nation-building. By mapping these convergences and divergences, 

this thesis contributes to our understanding of how state and journalistic discourse interact to 

produce legitimizing narratives. 

Keywords: Kashmir conflict, Article 370 abrogation, Conflict legitimization, Critical 

Discourse Analysis (CDA), Postcolonial theory, State sovereignty, Media framing, 

Government communications 
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1. Introduction 

Since the partition of British India in 1947, the Kashmir conflict has constantly remained one 

of the most contentious and long-lasting disputes in South Asia. Initially a territorial 

disagreement of bilateral character between India and Pakistan, the conflict soon became 

symbolic for its deep ideological divisions between the two recently created states. At its core 

sits the unresolved issue regarding the princely state’s accession wherein a population of 

Muslim majority eventually found its political destiny decided by a Hindu maharaja. For 

Pakistan, initially grounded as a homeland for the Muslims living in the subcontinent, the 

inclusion of Kashmir was and is still today perceived as a matter of territorial and ideological 

completion. Conversely, India views the integration of Kashmir as an essential part of its more 

pluralistic and secular national identity. The region is therefore considered an immutable zero-

sum test of both Pakistan and India’s legitimating ideologies, where the validity of one state 

invalidates the other. This has precluded any possibility of reconciliation (Behera, 2016, p. 41) 

The complexity of the conflict has grown over the decades, evolving beyond the original 

interstate dimensions. Four different wars have been fought between India and Pakistan over 

Kashmir, occurring in 1948, 1965, 1971 and 1999. Since the late 1990s, the region has also 

been regarded as a potential nuclear flashpoint. However, the internal dynamics of the conflict 

have grown to be increasingly salient. Public demands in the Indian-administered part of 

Kashmir, known as the state of Jammu and Kashmir, have ranged from distinct political status 

within the Indian Union and calls for affirmative action to complete independence. On the other 

hand, people in the Pakistani-administered territories, known as Azad Kashmir and the 

Northern Areas, have been wrestling for their political and constitutional rights (Behera, 2016, 

p. 42). 

In 2019, India’s Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) government, led by Prime Minister Narendra 

Modi, revoked the special status of Jammu and Kashmir in a bid to integrate its Muslim-

majority population with the rest of the country by abrogating the so-called Article 370 of the 

Indian Constitution. This had previously granted a unique status for Jammu and Kashmir, 

allowing the region to maintain an individual constitution and a relatively large degree of 

autonomy over its internal affairs. The abrogation of the article resulted in the deployment of 

thousands of paramilitary troops around the region, house arrest of political opposition leaders, 

and an extended shut down of both internet and mobile communication services. Since Modi’s 

election win in 2014, the BJP has advanced a Hindu nationalist ideology with a relatively 

militaristic and masculine tone, often portraying Muslims and minorities as the other. In recent 

years, this ideological framing has increasingly changed and shaped the socio-political 

discourse across public arenas, including Indian entertainment industry, social media, 

mainstream new outlets, and opinion journalism (Bhatia, 2025, pp. 167–169). 

The abrogation of Article 370 and the new direction in the socio-political discourse throughout 

Indian media are pivotal factors when discussing and reflecting on the Kashmir conflict. This 

study aims to identify and analyze discursive strategies employed by Indian media and 

government narratives to legitimize the state’s position in the Kashmir conflict, with particular 
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emphasis on the rhetoric surrounding the abrogation of Article 370. By examining 20 news 

articles from two Indian newspapers and 3 official government statements, this research aims 

to identify important rhetorical and linguistic patterns that serve to justify state policy in the 

Kashmir conflict. 

In politically and culturally sensitive disputes such as the one in Kashmir, language is not and 

will never be fully neutral. Actors in politics and media tend to employ discursive strategies in 

order to justify state actions, to construct legitimacy, and to influence public opinion. 

Understanding these is nothing but crucial, especially since they construct not only national 

narratives but also state power. Even though the abrogation of Article 370 has been widely 

discussed in different contexts, the attention on discursive strategies employed by the Indian 

government and media seems to be inadequate to a certain extent. Also, historical and 

international dimensions have been addressed, but a gap in an analysis of how discourse serves 

to legitimize state actions remains. Drawing on Critical Discourse Analysis and postcolonial 

theoretical framework of Orientalism, this study examines news articles and government 

statements from the period surrounding the abrogation of Article 370. This thesis contributes 

to filling that gap, bringing an understanding of the role that media and political communication 

holds in shaping public opinion and supporting governmental authority. 

2. Purpose and Research Questions 

The purpose of this study is to identify and analyze the discursive strategies through which 

Indian media and government statements legitimize India’s position in the Kashmir conflict, 

focusing on coverage and rhetoric surrounding the August 2019 abrogation of Article 370. By 

examining English-language print media and official government communications published 

between July 29–August 12, 2019, the research identifies key linguistic and rhetorical 

strategies, such as metaphors and/or intertextual references, that serve to justify and reinforce 

state policy on Kashmir. The analysis aims to generate a deeper understanding of how media 

and political communication shape public perceptions and bolster governmental authority in a 

contested geopolitical arena. 

The study is guided by the following research questions: 

1. Which discourses do Indian media employ to legitimize India’s position in the Kashmir 

conflict? 

2. Which discourses do Indian government statements employ to legitimize India’s 

position in the Kashmir conflict? 

3. Background 

This section presents the historical origins and evolution of the Kashmir conflict alongside 

Article 370 and its eventual abrogation. The origins of both are outlined as well as their 

evolution over time to prepare the reader for the results and analysis in later chapters. 
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3.1 The Kashmir Conflict 

Kashmir, situated in the northwestern part of the Indian peninsula, has long been embroiled in 

a complex, multi-dimensional conflict. When the British Raj was partitioned in 1947, its 

princely states given the choice to remain independent or accede to either India or Pakistan 

under accords agreed upon at independence. The then-Maharaja of Kashmir, Hari Singh, 

initially sought to maintain his territory’s independence following the end of the British 

colonial rule. However, after both internal revolts among the predominantly Muslim population 

and incursions by Pashtun tribal militias from Pakistan, Singh ultimately signed the Instrument 

of Accession to the Indian Union in October 1947 (Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2025).  

Pakistan emerged as a state not only from anti-colonial struggles but, above all, from the All-

India Muslim League’s campaign to create a Muslim homeland. Pakistan was thus established 

as the “homeland of the Muslims” according to the Two-Nation Theory, an idea that Muslims 

and Hindus in British India were two separate communities that could not coexist peacefully 

under a single government (Bennett et al., 2018, p. 695; Moten, 2019, pp. 580–581). Kashmir 

has long had a Muslim-majority population, and Singh’s decision to allow Kashmir to accede 

to India was therefore seen as highly controversial, especially given that Singh himself was 

Hindu (Moten, 2019, p. 580).  

Singh’s accession of Kashmir to India in October 1947 is often cited as the starting point of the 

conflict, which continues to this day (Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2025). The dispute has 

historically been viewed primarily as an ideological and territorial struggle between India and 

Pakistan, rooted in Singh’s decision to accede Kashmir to India, but over the past seven decades 

it has evolved into a far more complex phenomenon. Today, scholars recognize that the 

Kashmir conflict also takes place across political, social and armed arenas at both interstate 

and sub-state levels, rather than only on an interstate level. This complexity is exemplified by 

the armed insurgency that has grown in Indian-administered Kashmir since the late 1980s, 

resulting in numerous clashes between local Kashmiris and Indian authorities (Behera, 2016, 

pp. 41–42, 51). 

Since the conflict’s inception, Kashmir has been divided among three states – India, Pakistan, 

and China. A Line of Control, agreed upon in 1972 following intervention from the United 

Nations and the Shimla Agreement, separates the Indian- and Pakistani-administered areas of 

Kashmir (Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2025), yet no internationally recognized border exists as 

both nations continue to claim sovereignty over the entire region. This tension has sparked 

multiple wars and countless border skirmishes between the two states, causing significant loss 

of property, livelihoods, and lives among local Kashmiris (Ahanger, 2019, p. 90). 

This long, complex history of partition, accession and struggle is crucial for understanding how 

both Indian and Pakistani governments and media talk about Kashmir today. These 

developments, among others, have shaped the way in which each side frames the Kashmir 

conflict, emphasizing different events and themes as most important. This brief historical 

overview of the conflict is included to help readers familiarize themselves with the context 

surrounding the present study and make the analysis of later results more meaningful. 
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3.2 Article 370 

Article 370 was incorporated into the Indian Constitution as a temporary provision in 

recognition of the special circumstances surrounding Jammu and Kashmir’s accession to India 

in late 1947. Hari Singh’s Instrument of Accession had limited Indian sovereignty in Kashmir 

to matters of defense, foreign affairs, and communications, and the Constituent Assembly 

debates of 1949 ensured that this status was enshrined constitutionally. While then-Prime 

Minister Jawaharlal Nehru supported Article 370 as a necessary political compact to allow 

Kashmir’s integration into India due to the ongoing dispute, others feared that a permanent 

special clause for Jammu and Kashmir would impede full constitutional integration of the state. 

Ultimately, the article was adopted and placed under “Temporary, Transitional and Special 

Provisions” when the Constitution was formalized on the 26th of January 1950 (Roy, 2025). 

Under Article 370, Jammu and Kashmir was empowered to draft its own constitution and 

retained exclusive jurisdiction over all domestic matters except those three specified in the 

Instrument of Accession. Any extension of the Indian Unions laws required the state 

governments concurrence, and any amendment or abrogation of the article required the 

agreement of the state’s own constituent assembly. The rights granted by Article 370 meant 

that, unlike other Indian states, Jammu and Kashmir had its own flag, head of state, and prime 

minister. In 1954, Article 35A was added to the Constitution, further empowering Jammu and 

Kashmir legislature to define “permanent residents” who alone were given rights to buy land, 

vote, and run for office within the state. Critics of Article 35A argued that it discriminated not 

only against non-permanent residents, but also against Jammu and Kashmir’s female 

population who could lose their status as permanent residents by marrying out of state. When 

Jammu and Kashmir adopted its own constitution in 1957, its constituent assembly – having 

made no recommendation to modify Article 370 – affirmed both the state’s integral status 

within India as well as the permanence of its special provisions before dissolving (Roy, 2025). 

These arrangements underscored the constitutional compact between Kashmir and the Indian 

Union. 

Despite its strong initial autonomy, Article 370 was gradually hollowed out through a series of 

executive actions and agreements. The Delhi Agreement of 1952 confirmed the application of 

fundamental rights and the Indian Supreme Court’s jurisdiction in Jammu and Kashmir (Roy, 

2025). Over the following decades, more than forty Presidential Orders extended well over half 

of the Indian Constitution’s provisions to Jammu and Kashmir, and most of the entries of the 

Union List were applied by executive order, effectively reducing the states special provisions 

to a mostly symbolic status (Noorani, 2011, p. 103). 

On the 5th of August 2019, the Government of India unilaterally abrogated Article 370, with 

both houses of parliament approving a resolution to revoke both Article 370 and Article 35A, 

fulfilling the BJP’s poll promise to do so. In order to circumvent the challenges of modifying 

the article without the consent of the state’s constituent assembly, a presidential order 

reinterpreted “constituent assembly” to mean the current state legislature, then under the 

President’s rule, thereby bypassing the requirement for the now-defunct constituent assembly’s 

agreement. Simultaneously, the Indian Parliament split the state into two Union Territories, 
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one being Jammu and Kashmir with a legislative assembly, the other being Ladakh without 

one (Roy, 2025). The abrogation of Article 370 brought both territories directly under the 

Indian government’s central control (Raikar, 2024). 

The immediate aftermath of the abrogation saw a strict security lockdown across the Kashmir 

Valley, with thousands of additional troops deployed, political leaders detained without charge, 

and communications including internet and telephony being suspended for months. While the 

government meant that these restrictions were enforced to prevent chaos and loss of life, many 

Kashmiris and human-rights observers condemned the move both as a breach of the 

constitutional compact of accession and a unilateral alteration of Kashmir’s identity and 

demographic protections (Human Rights Watch, 2019). Legal challenges against the decision 

quickly reached the Supreme Court of India, and in 2023 a constitutional bench upheld the 

abrogation of Article 370, ruling that its “temporary” designation authorized its removal, and 

that Jammu and Kashmir’s internal sovereignty was no different than other Indian states (Roy, 

2025). 

The 2019 decision to abrogate Article 370 was thus not only a legal change but also a 

controversial political act. By acting alone with only the agreement of a temporary, 

government-controlled assembly, India showed that it could both override the original 

accession terms and make unilateral decisions on what many consider a multilateral issue. 

Rehman et al. (2025, pp. 1–2) argue that the revocation of Article 370 has become symbolic 

for both India and Pakistan. India maintains that the decision to abrogate Article 370 furthers 

national integration and development of Jammu and Kashmir, while Pakistan interprets it as a 

breach against UN resolutions and an attack on their claim over the entire region. Although the 

legal and political aspects of the Kashmir conflict and Article 370 are well known, there has 

been less focus on how these issues are discussed and framed in public discourse. This study 

is therefore of importance, as media and political communication play a key role in shaping 

legitimacy, national identity, and public opinion. 

4. Previous Research 

In this section, previous research surrounding the Kashmir conflict is presented, sorted into the 

themes of religion, historical use of communication, and media coverage within the conflict. 

The section ends with a brief discussion of an identified research gap and how the present study 

helps with addressing it. 

4.1 Religion in the Kashmir Conflict 

Religious nationalism has long shaped how the Kashmir conflict is understood and serves as a 

potent framework that both political leaders and media outlets use to rally public opinion. 

Akindoyin (2024, p. 14) observes that the 1989 insurgency in the Kashmir Valley was driven 

in part by a resurgence of religious-nationalist identity, as Muslim Kashmiri leaders invoked 

Islamic solidarity to legitimize calls for self-determination. This religious framing, while rooted 

in local grievances, has been readily adopted and amplified by Indian media to cast the conflict 

primarily as a fight against “Islamic terrorism”, thereby shaping audiences’ perceptions of 

security and separatism. The importance of religion within the Kashmir conflict is further 
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reinforced by Lee and Maslog (2005, pp. 322–323) who conclude that the conflict is especially 

sensitive as it involves not only questions of national sovereignty, but also deeply divisive 

religious identities. 

Soherwordi (2018, pp. 3–6) clearly states that there are several causes tied to Pakistan’s claim 

to Kashmir, one of which being the dominance of Islam within the Kashmir-region. He further 

argues that any possible solution will be complex since the conflict has symbolic value for 

national identity in both India and Pakistan, and that neither side will capitulate as "national 

honor” is at stake. Furthermore, Nadaf (2020, pp. 116–117) emphasizes the fundamental role 

of diversity within Kashmir, which has shaped the circumstances surrounding the conflict since 

the end of the British Raj and which now constitutes as one of the main obstacles towards 

resolving the conflict. He also touches on the importance of religion, noting that both Hindus 

and Buddhists feel marginalized by the Muslim majority in Jammu and Kashmir, even being 

of majority in their respective areas. 

4.2 Communication Throughout the Conflict 

Studies of the Kashmir conflict during the mid-twentieth century reveal how radio and print 

were employed for state propaganda, long before the advent of digital media. Ali (2024, pp. 

235–236, 240–242) details how, during the 1965 India–Pakistan war, All India Radio and 

Radio Pakistan engaged in direct propaganda war by using opposing frames when reporting on 

the conflict. The war only lasted for 17 days and did not induce any changes in controlled 

territory but was effective for sparking strong patriotism and increased antagonism towards 

“the other” in both countries. Pakistan’s broadcasts portrayed Indian forces as imperial 

aggressors suppressing Muslim Kashmiris, while All India Radio rebranded its neighbor's 

service as “Radio Jhootistan” (Radio Lies) and issued “authentic updates” to reinforce its 

narrative of defending national sovereignty. These competing narratives stoked patriotic fervor 

on both sides of the conflict, cementing broadcasting as a site of political contestation. 

In the post-Cold War era, media liberalization and economic reforms further altered the terrain 

of political communication. Boga and Ranjan (2022, pp. 314, 322, 330, 343) argue that the 

1990s’ commercialization of Indian print media coincided with a shift toward ethno-nationalist 

framing, as newspapers increasingly prioritized stories of Kashmiri militancy and Hindu-

Muslim violence at the expense of nuanced analysis. This commercial drive not only intensified 

demands for sensational headlines but also aligned media outlets more closely with the ruling 

government’s security-first agenda. Furthermore, India expanded its ties to the West during the 

1990s, resulting in some international media also producing one-sided coverage of the conflict, 

driven by their state’s geopolitical position. Ultimately, the alignment of media outlets and 

state agenda resulted in the reinforcement of a cycle in which the state and press jointly defined 

the conflict through alarmist rhetoric. 

4.3 Media Coverage of the Conflict 

Previous research on media coverage of the Kashmir conflict is widespread. Thus, the gathered 

information is presented under two separate subheads: Politicized Media Coverage and 

Diplomacy. 
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4.3.1 Politicized Media Coverage 

Recent content analyses underscore how headline framing shapes public interpretation of 

events. In their examination of Pulwama-attack headlines, Jan and Barclay (2023, pp. 3, 7, 11) 

identify five dominant discourses – Conflict, Politics, Peace, Critique, and News – each 

selectively emphasizing military retaliation, diplomatic fallout, reconciliation, or 

straightforward reporting. The Conflict discourse, for instance, amplified calls for swift 

military action, whereas the Peace discourse attempted to strengthen calls for dialogue and 

restraint. Divergent framing and discourses, such as these, illustrate the media’s capacity to 

pivot between combative and conciliatory narratives, often mirroring the government’s shifting 

rhetoric. 

Similarly, Lee and Maslog (2005, pp. 311–323) apply Galtung’s war/peace journalism model 

to show that Asian news outlets predominantly employ a “war journalism”-approach focusing 

on violence, enemy images, and victory, rather than exploring root causes or peacebuilding 

perspectives. This tendency is also true for many Indian publications, strengthening security-

driven narratives that prioritizes immediate imperatives over sustainable, long-term solutions. 

Further research examines how counterinsurgency and reporting interact. One study by Boga 

(2024, pp. 2505, 2510) finds that Indian authorities have used framing and agenda-setting to 

cast stone-pelters in the Kashmir Valleys as Pakistan-backed terrorists, whereas international 

outlets describe these individuals as driven by shame and loss of dignity under the region’s 

extreme militarization. This contrast highlights how national and global media can produce 

starkly different images of the same actors, depending on political imperatives. 

4.3.2 Diplomacy 

By applying a communication-theoretical framework for international relations, Akindoyin 

(2024, pp. 5, 15, 17) examines how so-called track-two diplomacy has contributed to de-

escalation through cross-border dialogue and trust-building, even when official talk has stalled. 

Digital forums, including social media, have created new arenas for young participants from 

all sides to discuss conflict perspectives, regional cooperation, and peacebuilding. Soherwordi 

(2018, pp. 1, 5) has presented various diplomatic strategies, such as improved communication, 

negotiations, and third-party contacts, as potential paths to reach a diplomatic solution to the 

conflict. Simultaneously, he directs critique towards the UN and their ineffectiveness in 

achieving positive change within the conflict as both India and Pakistan openly show their 

disregard for its resolutions. 

4.4 Research Gap 

Although existing research documents the role of religious nationalism, historical propaganda 

channels, and headline framing in the Kashmir conflict, few studies have systematically studied 

the specific discursive strategies, such as intertextual references and/or legitimizing tropes, that 

Indian media and government statements deploy to justify large policy shifts. Previous research 

on media coverage tends to focus on either broad trends in sensationalism and war/peace 

journalism or on the dichotomy between domestic and international portrayals of the conflict 

and its actors. Furthermore, studies of government communications have centered on 
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diplomatic rhetoric and track-two dialogue, without delving into the nuanced language choices 

that actively construct state legitimacy. 

Crucially for this study, the August 2019 abrogation of Article 370 represents a large shift in 

India’s control over Jammu and Kashmir. There is, however, a lack of studies which critically 

examine both news media and official statements from this period. Through the comparison of 

editorials, news articles, press releases, and official speeches, this research shows how media 

and government messages work together by using shared metaphors, references, and framing 

to shape public opinion and reinforce government authority over Kashmir. 

5. Theory 

In the following section, the theoretical framework is presented. Two theories have been chosen 

based on their applicability to not only understand and reflect on the subject of a conflict being 

rooted in a colonial and postcolonial context, but also to analyze political narratives in an 

asymmetrical conflict with strong geopolitical elements. They will also function as important 

instruments when analyzing how counterparts are portrayed in discourses and to critically 

examine the dynamics of power, identity, and historical context within these narratives. The 

theories are utilized mainly in the section presenting the analytical discussion, where they 

function as analytical tools to create a more profound understanding of the results. These 

theories were ultimately selected as they were considered the two most suitable for the subject 

in question. 

5.1 Postcolonial Theory 

Postcolonialism, also known as postcolonial theory, had its emergence in the field of literary 

studies in the 1970s. The theoretical framework refers back to colonialism, a term that has 

embraced a diverse set of power-laden exchanges, designs, and imperial projects throughout 

history. Postcolonial scholarships have historically deployed the term postcolonial as one way 

to recognize the troubling presence and influence of colonialism within the period of time that 

tends to be designated as after-the-colonial. Postcolonial scholarship has also sought after 

attention on the presence of new forms of empire building that is less territorial and more 

ideological. It could be argued that a majority of the core values of postcolonialism is how it 

emphasizes the difficulties of “confident declarations about the end of colonialism”. However, 

while reflecting on postcolonial theory, emphasizing the literary critic Edward Said and his 

path-breaking work in the field is inevitable (Jazeel, 2012, pp. 4–5). 

In his book Orientalism from 1978, Said portrayed the geographical categories of east and 

west, or the Orient and the Occident, as neither natural nor merely existing. Instead, he 

suggested that they were both humanly and imaginatively constructed by different ways of 

talking about, painting, and writing about the east (the Orient) throughout western history. That 

is the core of Orientalism. It is best exemplified through when people mention phrases such as 

“throughout western history”. Said argued that this rhetoric favored the over-generalized idea 

in our imagination of the west (the Occident) to be objectively different from the east (the 

Orient). Despite coining the Orient and the Occident, he did not deny the material reality of 
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both eastern and western places. Instead, he argued that what actually makes them seem eastern 

or western to people are related to the major repertoire of categorization that is constructed to 

appear as common sense through things we say about the world, through representation and 

therefore through discourse (Jazeel, 2012, pp. 5–6). According to some, a discourse and a 

manifestation of power and knowledge is precisely how Orientalism should be scrutinized. 

When examining Orientalism, it has to be viewed as a discourse. Said argued that 

understanding how European culture was able to establish and manage the Orient politically, 

sociologically, ideologically, and imaginatively is impossible if not being viewed as a discourse 

(Ashcroft & Ahluwalia, 2009, p. 60). 

The postcolonial geographical imagination does not only put emphasis on the territorial 

creation of post-colonies. It also helps explore perceived textures and aesthetics of the post-

colonies as they ascend through patterns of consumption and marketing in a global economy. 

A global economy that does little to destabilize the foundation of Orientalism as an ineradicable 

difference between western superiority and eastern inferiority (Jazeel, 2012, p. 8). Said’s 

analysis of Orientalism in 1978 is highly regarded today, in particular when discussing the 

study of the relationship between the west and its “others”. The depiction of it as a discourse 

has created a vast amount of theoretical and methodological arguments. However, it has also 

brought political clarity to a complex range of activities by which the Occident, Europe in this 

instance, gained knowledge of their oriental other. The essence of Orientalism and Said’s 

argument is that “to know something is to have power over it”. Conversely, having power is to 

be able to know the world in your own terms. When this “something” is referred to as a whole 

region of the world where a wide number of ethnicities, languages and nationalities are 

gathered as the Orient, the link that connects the knowledge and the power it confirms becomes 

important. The discourse of Orientalism is therefore considered the frame within which the 

west knows the Orient (Ashcroft & Ahluwalia, 2009, p. 81). 

Said’s theory of postcolonialism generates a vital framework for understanding, reflecting on 

and analyzing the Kashmir conflict and its colonial legacies. Furthermore, beyond positioning 

the conflict within a broader context of being postcolonial, it also functions as an analytical 

instrument when examining how opposing actors are represented as the “other” in discourses 

which legitimize state actions. Ultimately, the framework aids in revealing the underlying 

dynamics of power, identity, and historical layers embedded within narratives. 

5.2 Critical Discourse Theory 

Critical Discourse Theory (CDT) has established itself as a distinct and recognized field within 

both social sciences and humanities. Being the theoretical underpinning of Critical Discourse 

Analysis, it is now commonly employed to denote an identifiable and coherent approach to the 

study of language and that spans a wide number of academic disciplines. At the core of CDT 

lies a systematic and text-oriented analysis of language, aimed at uncovering its function in the 

construction and maintenance of both ideology and power in society. It brings scholars from 

diverse fields together, including political science and linguistics. The field consists of 

statements vocalizing its purpose, statements which tend to vary significantly depending on the 
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ideological orientation of the researcher. However, efforts have been made to reconcile these 

divergent perspectives. These efforts have resulted in CDT being primarily concerned with the 

relation between language and power, with particular emphasis on overt and covert forms of 

conflict. This interpretation, in combination with its focus on the asymmetrical nature of such 

relations, results in the main objective of CDT being to encourage critical awareness of power 

imbalances and the mechanisms of dominance perpetuated through and embedded in language 

(Cap, 2020, pp. 216–217). 

This characterization may mean that CDT is not limited to one methodology or confined to a 

specific field of inquiry. In fact, it is and has always been intrinsically multifaceted. The theory 

engages with a wide range of data types and draws upon diverse theoretical frameworks 

originating from social and cognitive sciences. Notable analytic divergences are evident to the 

extent to which scholars examines either micro (linguistic) or macro (social) dimensions of 

discourse. Researchers tend to adopt either a deductive approach, putting emphasis on macro-

level social structures that influence or underpin discursive practices. In contrast, other 

researchers devote an inductive focus on the micro-level, exploring certain linguistic features 

that constitutes the discursive events at stake. These orientations represent different emphases 

within analytical frameworks. In addition, a variety of scholars adopt an intermediary and 

abductive approach that targets to integrate both perspectives (Cap, 2020, pp. 217–218). 

Contemporary CDT consists of a combination of social and linguistic theory, allowing for a 

wide variety of typological approaches. These approaches can be categorized based on both 

the social theories they are influenced by and according to the linguistic disciplines and models 

that underpin their text-analytical methodologies. Systemic influential grammar, one of the 

particular influential models, has provided a foundation for analytic formalizations in the early 

stages of CDT and, especially, in the field of critical linguistics. However, critical linguistics 

should not be portrayed as an antecedent to CDT. Rather, it has progressively refined its 

methodological tools and continues to constitute a central element within the contemporary 

landscape of CDT. Despite adjustments and changes to earlier theoretical frameworks, CDT 

has experienced significant growth over the last few years. This has resulted in the development 

of completely new schools. These advancements have not only enabled scholars to address and 

counter criticism raised against CDT but have also introduced new analytical tools that 

increases the ability to examine and document the ideological potential of discourse (Cap, 

2020, pp. 222–223). 

Emerging approaches within CDT have led to increasingly influential paradigms. One 

approach of relevance for the study in question is the cognitive linguistic model. This approach 

adopts a comprehensive scope to investigate ideological implications of a wide variety of 

linguistic structures through different conceptual processes they invoke. The model emphasizes 

primarily mechanisms such as modality, categorization, and deixis, which brings into effect 

various ideological discursive strategies. In contrast, the legitimization-proximation model, 

which is also relevant, concentrates more on a “single conceptual operation” (Cap, 2020, p. 

224) and explores its distinct realizations (spatial, temporal, and axiological). These ensure 

sustained processes of legitimization across changing geopolitical contexts. The focus on 
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dynamics of context and the resulting variation in legitimization patterns underscores its nature 

as a pragmatic framework (Cap, 2020, pp. 223–224). 

CDT provides a robust framework for this study when analyzing the complex interplay between 

language, power, and ideology, making it suitable for examining discourses represented in 

media and government statements surrounding the Kashmir conflict and the abrogation of 

Article 370. CDT also offers essential tools when attempting to uncover the ideological 

underpinnings of these media texts, government statements, their role in shaping public 

perception and legitimizing India´s position in the conflict. 

6. Method 

This section presents the study’s methodology. First, the application and justification of 

Critical Discourse Analysis are detailed. Next, the data-selection procedure is outlined, 

followed by an examination of ethical considerations for the present study. The section 

concludes with a brief description of the analytical strategy employed during the coding of 

data. 

6.1 Critical Discourse Analysis 

The study utilizes Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) as its methodology to examine a range 

of articles, political documents, and official statements. According to Bryman (2018, p. 651), 

CDA has largely been influenced by the work of Michael Foucault, who saw language not only 

as a way to describe the world but also as something that shapes it. Essentially, Foucault saw 

language as a tool which helps create social rules, personal identities, and systems of control. 

As such, the approach attempts to view how language is used as a tool for power and social 

change by focusing on how certain ways of speaking, referred to as discourses, link to 

ideologies and cultural and/or social systems. 

In contrast to traditional discourse analysis, researchers employing CDA aim to go beyond 

merely describing what is said by examining who is speaking, how something is communicated, 

why it is articulated in a particular way, and what effects this form of expression produces. 

Furthermore, CDA attempts to study why certain discourses become dominant while other 

discourses are ignored or marginalized. For instance, various discourses related to globalization 

might influence perceptions of identity, technological development and/or economic 

organization. Thus, a central concern within the methodology is understanding why particular 

discourses attain more influence than others (Bryman, 2018, p. 651). 

Another central concept within CDA is intertextuality, which considers the ways which texts 

draw upon, reference, or respond to other texts. This means that discourses do not exist in 

isolation, but rather link to other, earlier dialogues, narratives, and ideological positions. In 

contrast to most other discourse analysts, critical discourse analysts are positively positioned 

towards linking their analysis of a certain discourse to its context. They argue that in order to 

understand discourses and their effects, it is essential to also understand the context in which 

they are constructed (Bryman, 2018, pp. 652–653). 
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To apply these principles, Norman Fairclough’s three-dimensional model offers a structured 

approach which analyzes how social conflicts are enacted through language and how 

dominance, difference, and resistance are embedded in texts and discourses (Bergström & 

Boréus, 2018, p. 307). In CDA, language is understood as a communicative event comprising 

three interlinked dimensions. The first of these dimensions, description or text, considers the 

content of various works, which might be written, visual, spoken, or a combination of linguistic 

and visual models. The second dimension, interpretation or discursive practice, examines the 

production, distribution, and consumption of texts and how these relate to one another. The last 

dimension, explanation or social practice, considers the broader institutional and societal 

context that both shapes and is reshaped by discourse (Fairclough, 2015, pp. 58–60). Figure 1 

depicts Fairclough’s three-dimensional framework, illustrating how the textual, discursive, and 

social dimensions interrelate in CDA. 

                            Figure 1. 

                            Fairclough’s Three-Dimensional Model of Critical Discourse Analysis 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                     Note. From Fairclough, N. (2015). Language and Power (3. ed.). Routledge. 

For the present study, CDA offers tools to address the study’s core purpose of understanding 

how Indian media discursively legitimate the state’s actions in Kashmir. The method provides 

a systematic framework for analyzing how messages are framed and what power dynamics are 

reinforced and/or challenged, making it especially relevant to the study’s focus. The method 

therefore aligns with the research questions, which aims to both identify prevalent discourses 

and understand how these are reinforced. 

Moreover, CDA’s emphasis on intertextuality and context ensures that the analysis remains 

sensitive to historical, political, and cultural forces that inform media production in India. 

Fairclough’s three-dimensional model enables a holistic examination of how legitimacy is 
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constructed at multiple levels. When complemented by postcolonial theory, CDA can also help 

illuminate how colonial legacies, orientalist narratives, and nation-building discourses continue 

to shape media representations of Kashmir. To conclude, the methodology is particularly well 

suited to this analysis, as it offers a clear analytical framework which ensures that the study’s 

findings are both valid and theoretically grounded. 

6.2 Data Selection 

The present study analyzes English-language media coverage and official political documents 

issued between the 29th of July 2019 and the 12th of August 2019, a period encompassing both 

the lead-up to and immediate aftermath of the Government of India’s abrogation of Article 370. 

This two-week window was chosen since it delimits the present study to a specific timeframe 

while still capturing the policy’s parliamentary passage, Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s 

televised address, and ensuing public debates, all relevant to the study.  

According to Bryman (2018, p. 362) it is common practice to choose one or two types of media 

when conducting content analysis. Thus, a decision was made to focus on daily newspapers in 

India, partly to ensure that the sources of data are relevant and partly to keep the study’s scope 

feasible within the timeframe. Media texts are drawn from two national newspapers, the first 

of which being The Times of India, moderately right-center biased with medium scores in both 

factual reporting and credibility (Media Bias Fact Check, 2024b). The second newspaper 

chosen is The Hindustan Times, moderately left-center biased with medium scores in factual 

reporting and low credibility (Media Bias Fact Check, 2024a). Both newspapers rank as the 

most widely read English-language daily newspapers in India, according to the Audit Bureau 

of Circulations’ (2023) latest publicly available report. Their lackluster credibility in mind, 

these two news outlets have still been chosen as they give a wide representation of Indian 

media, due to their popularity and divergent biases.  

Official documents selected for analysis comprise the Press Information Bureau’s (PIB) press 

releases on the Article 370 resolution, as well as the full text of Prime Minister Narendra 

Modi’s address to the nation following the decision. The sources are limited to English-

language only, as Hindi, Urdu- and Kashmiri-language texts are beyond both the scope and 

capabilities of the present study. 

To ensure that chosen data-material is relevant to the research questions of the present study, 

purposive sampling has been employed. Purposive sampling means that data (in this case, news 

reports, editorials and official government communications) is chosen depending on their 

relevance to the research questions, rather than being randomly selected. This method of 

sampling is common within qualitative research, which falls in line with the characteristics of 

the present study (Bryman, 2018, p. 496). As such, only texts explicitly addressing Article 370 

or the broader status of Jammu and Kashmir within the defined period were considered for 

selection during the data-selection process. Digital archives were accessed through ProQuest. 

In order to find relevant articles, search queries such as “Article 370”, “Abrogat*”, and 

“Kashmir” were used applied with date filters from 2019-07-29 to 2019-08-12 and then filtered 

by publication title. Official documents were downloaded from the PIB–archive (pib.gov.in). 

All files were saved in PDF format named by outlet and added to a collective Excel-sheet 
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named by outlet, date, type, author, filename and title (see Appendix A2), to enable 

identification and removal of duplicate hits. 

6.3 Analytical Strategy 

The analytical aim of the study is to reveal how discursive strategies in English-language media 

and government texts construct and legitimate India’s Kashmir policy. Norman Fairclough’s 

three-dimensional model of CDA is employed alongside postcolonial theory to guide the study 

of lexical choices, intertextual references, and orientalist framings within the data. Since the 

present study makes use of preselected theories, these influence the analytical process as well 

as the data-gathering process. Essentially, this means that the study adopts a deductive 

analytical strategy as described by Bryman (2018, p. 47), using these theories to guide the entire 

analytical process. 

A coding scheme was developed in Excel based on nine pre-determined codes: Authority 

Appeal, Moral Evaluation, Self/Other Contrast, Metaphor, Intertextuality, Modality Markers, 

Orientalist Framing, Political Symbolism, and Religious Symbolism. Codes and their 

definitions (see Appendix A1) were drawn with inspiration from CDA literature such as 

“Principles of Critical Discourse Analysis” by Van Dijk (1993) and Said’s concept of 

Orientalism. Documents were examined line by line and coded by meaning, with each instance 

of a discursive device noted in a master spreadsheet alongside metadata such as source type, 

ID, and page. Segments of texts which exhibited multiple codes were assigned to all relevant 

ones. No qualitative software was used during this process; all coding was done manually and 

recorded in the shared Excel document. 

To complement the qualitative coding process, the total frequency and average per document 

type of each code were recorded, meaning a quantification of the data. Presenting counts of 

identified themes and patterns, as Hjerm et al. (2014, p. 72) suggest, is a valid way to showcase 

observations made during a study. This quantification offered an empirical overview of the 

prevalence of different discursive devices employed within the corpus. Patterns and trends were 

thus identified, helping guide the interpretation and analysis of data made in the analytical 

discussion section. While it is important to note that these counts themselves do not explain 

meaning, they served to highlight dominant themes within the texts, ensuring that the 

qualitative analysis was grounded in a transparent coding procedure. Ultimately, the integration 

of quantitative code-frequency data was included in order to both strengthen the analysis and 

to inform the interpretations made of discursive constructions in Indian media and government 

texts. 

6.4 Ethical Considerations 

In this study, the ethical aspects regarding the analysis and documentation of discursive 

strategies in Indian media and through government statements have to be considered. Even 

though the research is not managing an interaction with people or personal data, it is still of 

importance to highlight that it carries a vast ethical weight due to political, cultural, and 

religious dimensions. Three different ethical considerations are particularly important and 
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should not be overlooked. These are political and cultural sensitivity, researcher bias, and 

potential bias in media texts. 

Even though this study does not engage directly with human participants, it still addresses a 

highly sensitive political and cultural conflict. The purpose of the study is to analyze discourse. 

The implications behind an analysis of politically sensitive discourse are profound due to the 

ethical weight it carries. The researcher’s interpretations could have an influence on 

perceptions about legitimacy, oppression, or justice. In addition, the way the analysis is 

presented could unintentionally strengthen certain narratives or offend specific groups in the 

region. Other ethical aspects to consider is that the study could be viewed as taking a political 

stance, even if unintentionally. 

Cultural sensitivity is another significant ethical aspect that should not be disregarded due to 

Kashmir’s connection to issues of ethnicity, religion, and historical upsets. The target of the 

study in question is to analyze narratives tied to identity, religion, ethnicity, culture, and 

nationalism. These discourses are not only of abstract character, but they also relate to real 

communities and histories of conflict. There is a risk that biased or insensitive language 

misrepresents societies or alienates readers. 

Researcher bias is a major factor due to the fact that discourse analysis entails interpretation. 

The researchers choose which statements and rhetorical elements to highlight, how they should 

be framed and what material to include. These selections are based on and formed by academic, 

political, cultural, and ethnic rudiments (Berger, 2015, pp. 20–28). Similarly, potential bias in 

media texts also has to be considered. Media discourse is never entirely neutral and could 

potentially reflect, intentionally or not, ideological, nationalist, or state-aligned biases (Entman, 

2007, pp. 163–165). In politically charged environments such as Kashmir, it should be 

considered even more relevant and important. 

The study complies with the ethical principles outlined in act (2019:504) on responsibility for 

good research practice and examination of researcher misconduct. More specifically, according 

to 1 § in act (2019:504), the law includes provisions surrounding the responsibilities of 

researchers and research principals in order to ensure that research is conducted in accordance 

with good research practice. As outlined in 5 § in act (2019:504), the researcher carries full 

responsibility for adhering to good research practice in their research. In accordance with these 

ethical principles, the research has been conducted with full awareness of and adherence to the 

responsibilities placed on both researchers to ensure ethical conduct throughout the research 

process. Every source has been properly cited, transparency has been emphasized, 

interpretations of discursive material have been presented openly with appropriate scholarly 

caution, and the researchers has critically reflected on their own potential bias and positionality 

during the analytical process. 

The present study also complies with the European Code of Conduct for Research Integrity, a 

framework for self-regulation that is applicable to all scholarly and scientific disciplines and 

for all research settings. The principles include reliability in ensuring the overall quality of the 
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research, reflected in, for instance, the analysis and the use of resources. Honesty is the second 

principle, where developing, undertaking, and communicating research in a transparent, fair, 

and unbiased way is highlighted. The third principle is about respect for colleagues, research 

subjects, society, and cultural heritage. Finally, the fourth principle is about accountability for 

the research from idea to publication and its broader societal impacts (ALLEA, 2023, pp. 3, 5). 

The present study complies with the European Code of Conduct for Research Integrity through 

its commitment to respect, reliability, honesty, and accountability across all stages of the 

research process. 

6.5 Artificial Intelligence 

In the process of writing this bachelor’s thesis, artificial intelligence (AI) has been employed 

as a supportive tool to enhance the clarity and flow of the text. Specifically, AI has been used 

to suggest synonyms and alternative ways to begin sentences and paragraphs, which helps 

increase the readability of the text by avoiding repetition. To achieve this, ChatGPT has been 

provided with prompts such as “Suggest alternative ways to say ‘consists of’” and “What are 

some similar, but alternative ways to begin a sentence other than ‘Additionally, […]’”. By 

integrating AI in this way, this study has been able to maintain a more varied and engaging 

writing style due to its larger vocabulary. 

7. Results 

This section presents the empirical findings of the study’s Excel-based coding. It begins with 

an overview of overall code frequencies in both total and average counts. Following this, the 

detailed results for media coverage and for official statements are presented, organized by each 

deductive code. All counts and patterns are laid out here without interpretation as the analytical 

discussion is presented under point 8. 

7.1 Overview of Coding Output 

The coded corpus comprises 23 English-language texts, of which 20 count as media coverage 

and 3 as government statements issued between July 29 and August 12, 2019. Nine deductive 

codes were applied to every document (see Appendix A1), each document was then examined 

line by line and coded by units of meaning, and all instances of these units of meaning were 

then recorded in a master spreadsheet with metadata.  

Table 1 presents the total frequency of each code across the entire corpus. This visual summary 

highlights, for instance, the predominance of Moral Evaluation and lack of Orientalist Framing 

across the entirety of gathered texts. 
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                          Table 1.  

                             Total frequency of deductive code across the full corpus 

Codes: Frequency: Avg. per document: 

Moral Evaluation: 132 5.73 

Authority Appeal: 78 3.39 

Intertextuality: 73 3.17 

Modality Markers: 64 2.78 

Self/Other Contrast: 45 1.95 

Metaphor: 33 1.43 

Political Symbolism: 16 0.69 

Religious Symbolism: 8 0.34 

Orientalist Framing: 2 0.08 

Total: 451  

 

More detailed breakdowns of code frequencies separately for media versus government texts 

are provided in the tables attached to the following sections (see Tables 2 & 3). The overall 

summary of code frequencies above is included to showcase the collective results of the coding 

process; it additionally serves to lay the groundwork for the code-by-code findings described 

in the following sections. 

7.2 Media Coverage Findings 

In the following section, a total of 20 news articles gathered from The Times of India and The 

Hindustan Times related to the Kashmir conflict, in particular the abrogation of Article 370, 

have been analyzed, yielding a total of 300 coded segments distributed over 9 discursive and 

thematic categories. The frequency of these codes reflects and presents the predominant 

ideological and rhetorical strategies utilized by the two Indian newspapers in legitimizing the 

state’s position surrounding the Kashmir conflict and the abrogation of Article 370. The counts 

presented below are raw code-frequencies that serve as the foundation for the analytical 

discussion and for answering the following research question: Which discourses do Indian 

media employ to legitimize India´s position in the Kashmir conflict? 
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                        Table 2. 

                                Total frequency of deductive code across media coverage 

Codes: Frequency (media): Avg. per article: 

Moral Evaluation: 87 4.35 

Authority Appeal: 58 2.90 

Intertextuality: 51 2.55 

Modality Markers: 39 1.95 

Self/Other Contrast: 27 1.35 

Metaphor: 21 1.05 

Political Symbolism: 11 0.55 

Religious Symbolism: 6 0.30 

Orientalist Framing: 0 0.00 

Total: 300  
 

As shown in Table 2, the most frequently used code was Moral Evaluation, which occurred in 

87 different instances (29.0% of total codes). This code and theme tend to surface in the context 

of moral judgements regarding the Indian state or its actions. Such evaluations framed the 

conflict and the abrogation in positive or negative value-laden manners, portraying specific 

actors or actions as either justly and nobly or the opposite. Particular positive value-laden 

quotes surrounding the abrogation of Article 370 included “[…] the move will end bloodshed 

in Jammu & Kashmir” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 1) and that “A historical wrong has been 

undone today” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 2). In contrast, examples of negative value-laden 

language are illustrated through the following: “The home minister made a strong bid to reach 

out to the people of Kashmir and repeatedly said the legislative changes will usher in a new 

era of development and that Article 370 was the biggest impediment in development of the state 

and its removal will bring a new dawn in the valley” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 3). Further 

quotes of language characterized by moral evaluations was that “Kashmir can’t afford to 

descend into an autumn of anxiety and despair again” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 4). 

The second most frequently utilized code was Authority Appeal, which occurred in 58 instances 

(19.3%). This represents the invocation of institutional legitimacy via references or quotes from 

recognized authorities, such as state-affiliated experts, government officials or institutions. 

These direct references or quotes often served to strengthen the overall credibility of certain 

narratives, for instance that “BJP opposed Article 370 right since its inception on the ground 

that it encouraged secessionism and encouraged Pakistan´s design to wrest it by using its 

proxies” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 5) as well as “Since the 1990s, regional parties had begun 

to serve as a political check against the Delhi´s centralising instincts” (see Appendix B1, 

Excerpt 6). 

The third most occurring code was Intertextuality with 51 instances (17.0%), where references, 

citations, or paraphrases from external documents such as laws, speeches, and reports were 

used to frame the legitimacy of the present political stance. A relevant quote to illustrate this is 
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one from former Home Minister Gulzari Lal Nanda, who said “It is Article 370 which provides 

for the progressive application of the provisions of the Constitution to J&K, Article 370 is 

neither a wall nor a mountain, but that is a tunnel. It is through this tunnel that a good deal of 

traffic has already passed and more will” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 7). Closely following 

was Modality Markers, which appeared 39 times (13.0%). This code represents linguistic 

choices in terms of verbs and expressions that signaled and indicated the writer’s or speaker’s 

certainty or necessity, such as the following example: “[…] made a very strong defence of the 

government´s decision to scrap Article 370” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 8). Additional quotes 

such as “[…] – a development that runs the risk of stoking another cycle of street anger” (see 

Appendix B1, Excerpt 9). 

The fifth most used code was Self/Other Contrast. This was found in 27 instances (9.0%), 

utilized to find framings of “us” versus “them” that included distinct in-group versus out-group 

language, such as “Article 370 is nothing but a breeding ground for the parasites at the heart 

of the paradise. It skins the poor. It deceives them with its mirage. It lines the pockets of the 

power ‘elites’” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 10). Further examples highlight Jammu and 

Kashmir legislature, for instance that “Permanent resident law prohibits non-permanent 

residents from settling permanently in the state, acquiring immovable property, government 

jobs, scholarships and aid” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 11). Meanwhile, the Metaphor code 

appeared in 21 instances (7.0%), deploying figurative language and non-literal expressions to 

shape public emotion, perception, and to further dramatize an action or actor. Specific 

examples consist of expressions such as “[…], removing Article 370 might open the proverbial 

Pandora’s box” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 12) and that “[…] former CM Mehbooba Mufti 

warned that any attempt to tinker with the special status of Jammu and Kashmir would blow 

up in its face” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 13). 

Political Symbolism was less frequently identified, 11 times in total (3.7%), typically seen in 

references to symbols and language that invoke ideology or political identity such as “The move 

is not only in the interest of the country but also for the benefit of Jammu and Kashmir, which 

is an integral part of India” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 14). Religious Symbolism, references 

to symbols that invoke religious community, doctrine, or faith, was also lacking, occurring in 

6 instances (2.0%). It was usually identified in quotes such as “Thousands of tourists and 

Amarnath worshippers left Kashmir on Saturday as security was reinforced across the Valley 

by additional troops, a day after the state administration cut short the annual pilgrimage to the 

Himalayan cave shrine” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 15). 

Finally, Orientalist Framing, was notably absent in the sampled articles with 0 appearances 

(0.0%). The code would, if utilized, involve discourses portraying certain groups, for instance 

Muslims or Kashmiris, as exotic or inferior. In the forthcoming section for analytical 

discussion, these discourses, narratives, and trends are examined in greater depth. 

7.3 Government Statement Findings 

A total of 151 codes were identified in the Government of India’s two press-releases and in the 

English-language text excerpt of Narendra Modi’s speech following the decision to abrogate 
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Article 370 (see Table 3). The code-frequencies presented below act as the basis for the 

following analytical discussion, which aims to answer research question 2; Which discourses 

do Indian government statements employ to legitimize India’s position in the Kashmir conflict? 

 Table 3. 

 Total frequency of deductive code across government statements 

Codes: Frequency (government): Avg. per statement: 

Moral Evaluation: 45 15.00 

Modality Markers: 25 8.33 

Intertextuality: 22 7.33 

Authority Appeal: 20 6.66 

Self/Other Contrast: 18 6.00 

Metaphor: 12 4.00 

Political Symbolism: 5 1.66 

Orientalist Framing: 2 0.66 

Religious Symbolism: 2 0.66 

Total: 151  
 

The most frequently identified code was Moral Evaluation, of which 45 different instances 

were found in the governmental texts, contributing about 29.8% of total code frequencies 

across government statements. It was most often identified in quotes of various politicians 

commenting on the decision to abrogate Article 370, quotes such as “Politics of religion must 

be avoided at all costs. Article 370 is equally harmful for people of all religions” (see Appendix 

B2, Excerpt 1). Moral evaluative language was also identified in headlines such as “Parliament 

approves Resolution to repeal Article 370; paves way to truly integrate J&K with Indian 

Union” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 2). 

Modality Markers and Intertextuality were also frequent appearances, identified in 25 and 22 

instances respectively (16.6% & 14.6%). The first of these codes was often identified in quotes 

of politicians discussing the future ramifications of abrogation such as “I assure the youth of 

JK that give this government 5 year [sic] and it will become the most progressive region in the 

country” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 3). Intertextuality was also identified in discussions of 

future ramifications of the decision but were more commonly found in mentions of other laws 

and Article 370 itself such as “Under article 370(3), there is a provision that the President, on 

recommendation of the Parliament, has the power to amend or cease the implementation of 

article 370” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 4). 

Mid-frequency codes included Authority Appeal, Self/Other Contrast, and Metaphor. Authority 

Appeal was identified in 20 instances (13.2%), often in assurances made by various ministers 

and in justifications of the abrogation, such as “Parliament is the highest and fully competent 

bodyto [sic] make laws and bring resolutions regarding a state of India including J&K” (see 

Appendix B2, Excerpt 5). Self/Other Contrast was coded 18 times (11.9%), found in excerpts 

discussing Pakistan’s interest in Kashmir, local political parties and portrayals of Kashmir as 
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something separate from the Union, for instance “Article 370 has prevented J&K to merge with 

India” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 6). Metaphor was found in 12 instances (8.0%), typically 

when framing the conflict or the decision to abrogate in a certain light, as in “A new age has 

begun in Jammu-Kashmir and Ladakh” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 7). 

Codes seldom identified consist of Political Symbolism, found in 5 instances (3.3%), as well 

as Religious Symbolism and Orientalist Framing, both registering only twice (1.3%). Political- 

and religious symbols were rarely mentioned in the governmental corpus, Political Symbolism 

was mostly identified in references to martyrdom, such as “How can patriots of India who can 

sacrifice their life for India not get perturbed by such a question?” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 

8) while Religious Symbolism was identified in excerpts such as “Article 370 has perpetuated 

discrimination against the minorities including Sikhs, Buddhists admin others” (see Appendix 

B2, Excerpt 9). Orientalist Framing was only identified in mentions of Pakistan in relation to 

Kashmir, in excerpts such as “[…] the youth has been misguided to pursue jihad on Pakistan’s 

nefarious designs” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 10), but excerpts such as these tended to be 

identified as Self/Other Contrast instead. 

8. Analytical Discussion 

In this section, the results are analyzed and discussed in relation to the theoretical frameworks 

employed in the present study, which situates the results within Fairclough’s three-dimensional 

model of CDA and postcolonial theory. The discussion then moves on and ends with an 

interpretation of the results considering the study’s research questions. 

8.1 Linking Back to Theory 

The empirical findings from the present news articles and government statements demonstrate 

how rhetorical and linguistic strategies have been employed to reinforce certain narratives and 

legitimize state actions in the context of the abrogation of Article 370. Moral evaluations, 

appeals to authorities, modality markers, and intertextual references were among the most 

utilized discursive tools, illustrating how discourses are constructed to either justify or 

condemn the abolition. In contrast, orientalist framings were largely absent, resulting in subtler 

forms of othering. Drawing on Fairclough’s framework of Critical Discourse Analysis and 

Edward Said’s postcolonial theory of Orientalism, the following analysis examines and 

interprets that these patterns of narratives and discourses are not rhetorical choices, but rather 

imprinted habits that reflect broader historical and ideological structures. 

8.1.1 Fairclough’s Model of CDA 

Applying Fairclough’s three-dimensional model, the analysis reveals significant yet 

complementary discursive strategies across both the Indian government’s statements and 

Indian media coverage of the Kashmir conflict. Each set of texts contributes in different ways 

to legitimizing the abrogation of Article 370, aligning with Fairclough’s dimensions of text, 

discursive practice, and social practice. 
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Textual Analysis 

At the textual level, both the official government communications and the news articles are 

filled with linguistic features justifying India’s decision to abrogate Article 370. One prominent 

textual strategy is the use of normative and evaluative language. The government’s statements 

explicitly cast the revocation of Kashmir’s special status as a positive and necessary step, using 

moral terms and strong modal verbs that leave little room for doubt. For instance, an official 

press release hailed the policy as a “path breaking decision” taken “in the larger interest of 

the people” (see Appendix B2, Excerpts 12–13). Such phrasing explicitly evaluates the action 

as both beneficial and justified. Similarly, officials condemn the former semi-autonomous 

status of Kashmir in moral terms, arguing that “Article 370 and 35A have given nothing but 

secessionism, terrorism, nepotism, and widespread corruption” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 

14). The language used frames the prior arrangement as harmful or unjust, implicitly 

positioning the new policy as a morally necessary correction. 

Furthermore, the government’s rhetoric frequently employs obligation and certainty modals 

like “must” and “will” to underscore necessity and inevitably. For instance, Prime Minister 

Modi in his speech following the abrogation asserted that “The decision taken by the Govt. will 

benefit youth of Jammu and Kashmir and Ladakh” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 15), conveying 

a sense of assured positive outcome under the new policy. The repeated uses of moral 

evaluation and modal certainty make the official narrative unambiguous, as the abrogation is 

portrayed as the only right course of action. The coding results reflect the prevalence of these 

legitimating expressions in the government texts. On average, each government statement 

contained about 15 morally evaluative terms or statements and 8 modal assertions of necessity, 

far more than the media articles which contained roughly 4 and 2 per article, respectively (see 

Tables 2–3). This contrast indicates that the official discourse relies heavily on explicit moral 

judgement and claims of necessity to justify the policy change. 

Indian media coverage also featured value-laden language and modality, but in a more varied 

manner consistent with journalistic aims to present multiple perspectives. Media articles 

included both supportive and critical rhetoric from different sources, rather than a single 

uniform stance. Value-laden judgements in the news texts often appeared as attributed quotes 

from officials or opposition figures, reflecting the media’s practice of reporting others’ 

viewpoints. For example, some articles relayed warnings of dire consequences by Kashmiri 

leaders if the special provisions were removed, such as predictions that the decision “[…] will 

plunge the state into chaos” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 16). At the same time, other reports 

echoed the government’s optimistic tone by highlighting anticipated benefits and 

improvements for the region, one reporter mentioning that “This should foster equality and 

fraternity […]” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 17). Through this mix of voices, the media’s textual 

features still conveyed many of the same legitimizing themes as official government 

communications, however blended into seemingly balanced reportage. 

Discursive Practice Analysis 

Moving to the level of discursive practice, the analysis shows a high degree of interplay 

between government communication and media reporting in constructing legitimacy. The 
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Government of India’s official statements (e.g., press releases from the PIB and Prime Minister 

Modi’s address) functioned as authoritative narratives released at the time of abrogation, which 

can be interpreted as a strategic decision to shape the following news cycle. These statements 

came packaged with quotable justifications and framing points, which journalists picked up 

and recontextualized in their stories. As a matter of fact, many phrases and arguments 

introduced in the government texts reappeared in news articles, indicating that media outlets 

drew directly on the official discourse. For instance, the government’s emphasis that Article 

370 was always meant to be “a temporary provision” was mirrored in several reports that 

transmitted this to readers (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 16; Appendix B1, Excerpt 18). Such 

repetition suggests a discursive practice wherein government discourse effectively sets the 

agenda, and media discourse echoes it by giving it wide circulation, thus amplifying the state’s 

legitimizing narrative. Furthermore, this dynamic aligns with the findings of Boga and Ranjan 

(2022, pp. 314, 322, 330, 343), who observe that Indian media agencies and the government 

increasingly started to coordinate their framing of events during the 1990s.  

At the same time, news organizations are professionally obligated to include multiple 

perspectives and a degree of balance, especially on contentious issues such as the abrogation 

of Article 370. This is evident in how media coverage integrated not only the government’s 

viewpoint but also reactions from opposition parties, local Kashmiri leaders, and other 

stakeholders. Crucially, however, the ordering and emphasis in these reports tended to privilege 

the official narrative. Articles published after abrogation frequently opened with the 

government’s announcement and its justifications, presenting this as factual background, and 

only subsequently presented counter-voices as responses. Thus, an interpretation can be made 

that dissenting opinions were contextualized as secondary or reactive. For example, one report 

would recount the government’s rationale, then later quote an opposition figure calling the 

move “[…] undemocratic and unconstitutional […]” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 19). In that 

piece, the critical view is included for balance but comes after the initial framing, so the article 

as a whole still reinforces the legitimacy of the government’s stance. 

This pattern suggests a symbiotic discursive relationship between official and media narratives. 

The government disseminates a legitimizing storyline through formal channels, and the media 

largely carries that storyline forward to the public, recontextualizing it in news format and 

integrating a veneer of neutrality by including diverse voices. The coding evidence supports 

this interpretation, as many of the strong evaluative statements in media texts are confined to 

material from sources, while the journalistic narration remains neutral in tone. Additionally, 

practical constraints during the abrogation period may have strengthened the media-

government linkage. The communications lockdown in Kashmir meant that journalists had 

limited access to on-the-ground information beyond government press releases, which would 

have further increased media reliance on official sources and intertextual content in their 

narratives. 

Another aspect of discursive practice is the use of intertextual and historical references to 

bolster legitimacy. Both government and media texts invoked historical figures, past events, 

and established institutional discourse to lend authority to their narratives. Government 

statements, for instance, referenced India’s first Home Minister Vallabhbhai Patel and prior 
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court judgements on Kashmir, embedding the decision to abrogate in a longer, historical 

storyline of nation-building. Media articles likewise provided context by recalling the origins 

of Article 370, the history of Kashmiri autonomy, and previous conflicts. This interdiscursivity 

connects the immediate event of abrogation to broader historical and legal discourses, framing 

it as the culmination of a long-awaited resolution rather than an abrupt policy shift. By tying 

the abrogation to well-known national history and constitutional debates, one can argue that 

both institutional and media discourse help anchor the legitimacy of the move in a shared 

historical narrative, which audiences are more familiar with.  

In summary, the discursive practices surrounding the Kashmir issue involve a dynamic where 

the government set forth a legitimizing narrative through formal channels which media largely 

carried forward, through recontextualizing it in news reports and adding a veneer of balance 

by incorporating alternative voices. Despite variations in tone, combative and persuasive in 

official proclamations versus more measured and descriptive in news reports, both channels 

can be interpreted to ultimately work toward the same end, normalizing and justifying the 

Indian state’s actions in Kashmir. 

Social Practice Analysis 

Lastly, at the level of social practice, these discursive patterns reflect and reinforce the broader 

ideological context in which the Kashmir conflict is situated. Fairclough’s third dimension 

examines how discourse sustains or challenges power relations and social structures. In this 

context, the analysis indicates that both the government communications and the media 

coverage largely reproduce the dominant ideology of Indian national unity and territorial 

integrity. The consistent portrayal of the abrogation of Article 370 as beneficial, necessary, and 

legally rightful can be argued to work towards naturalizing the Indian government’s position, 

making it appear as the commonsense solution to the “problem” of Kashmir’s special status. 

This is a form of societal legitimation, where language is used to align public perception with 

the state’s policy by invoking deeply held social values such as development, security, and 

nationalism. 

One key social effect of the discourse is the legitimation of authority and the marginalization 

of dissent. Through repeated appeals to law, order, and the nation, we interpret that the narrative 

reinforces the authority of the Indian state over Kashmir. It sends the message that the central 

government not only had the right to make this decision, but also a duty to do so for the greater 

good of the state and its people. The discourse frequently underscores that the move to abrogate 

was legal, constitutional, and democratically endorsed, for example by highlighting 

parliamentary support (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 20). Emphasizing these points helps 

consolidate the government’s power by portraying its actions as not only lawful, but also 

broadly validated by history and collective will. In contrast, alternative perspectives such as 

calls for Kashmiri self-determination are either subsumed into the narrative as misguided 

voices or given relatively little prominence. An argument is that this results in a narrowing of 

the perceived range of acceptable debate, as public discussion (shaped by this discourse) 

centers on how to implement and manage this change in Kashmir, rather than on whether the 

change was right or on exploring different solutions. 
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Even though the media did report some critical voices, these were often framed as isolated or 

defensive positions against an overarching consensus. For instance, when opposition leaders 

or Kashmiri representatives were quoted, their viewpoints tended to appear following a 

dominant official account. Thus, within the overarching story presented to the public, dissent 

exists but is contextualized as a smaller, less credible narrative. This dynamic demonstrates 

how discourse can uphold hegemonic power relations, as by validating the dominant 

perspective and downplaying opposing ones, the communication surrounding Article 370’s 

abrogation reinforces existing power structures and ideologies. In this case, the dominant 

perspective appears to be the Indian state’s integrationist narrative, and across both government 

and media texts the discourse attempts to socialize that narrative as the norm. 

Furthermore, it is important to note how the discourse draws on and amplifies broader societal 

narratives of “development” versus “terrorism”. The government’s justification repeatedly 

stressed bringing economic development, rooting out corruption, and extending rights to the 

people of Jammu and Kashmir, thus strengthening the belief that the Indian state brings 

progress. By insisting that Article 370 had impeded development and fueled “terrorism” and 

stagnation, the rhetoric positions the abrogation as a progressive and protective intervention. 

This framing of the decision might also resonate more deeply with a wider domestic audience, 

as constitutional technicalities may appear dry. Development, however, is often viewed as 

something good, while terrorism is viewed as an unquestionable evil. Effectively, the discourse 

links the policy to national security and prosperity, aligning it with core societal values to win 

public support. This interpretation aligns with findings made during previous research 

surrounding the Kashmir conflict. Lee and Maslog (2005, pp. 311–323) suggest that the Indian 

government and media emphasizes violence and enemy images to strengthen security-first 

narratives, which somewhat mirrors the interpretation made in this analysis. Furthermore, Boga 

(2024, pp. 2505, 2510) found that Indian authorities use framing and agenda-setting to cast 

stone-pelters in Kashmir as terrorists, which aligns with the framing of Article 370 as a root 

cause of terrorism. 

Through the above-mentioned strategies, the social-practice dimension of the discourse can be 

interpreted to firmly support the status quo power arrangement, where the central government’s 

authority is validated and the public is united around a nationalist interpretation of the Kashmir 

issue. Importantly, the discourse seems to not only be descriptive in this context, but actively 

helpful for constructing political legitimacy. The way the abrogation is talked about helps 

construct it as acceptable and even inevitable in the public consciousness. In summary, despite 

differences in presentation between an official statement and a news article, both institutions’ 

discourses seem to converge to normalize and justify the abrogation of Article 370. The 

variation in tone across genres represents different institutional approaches to the same end, 

and together they make the policy change appear rational, beneficial, and legally authorized.  

8.1.2 Postcolonial Theory 

Drawing on Edward Said’s postcolonial theory of Orientalism, official discourses identified in 

both Indian media and government statements surrounding the abrogation of Article 370 

uncovers a relatively low frequency of classic orientalist script. The portrayal of Kashmir as 

backward, exotic or inferior is rare, possibly reflecting an attempt to claim state legitimacy 
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over the region or a certain level of postcolonial sensitivity. However, other discursive 

tendencies by Indian media and its government reflects deep-rooted postcolonial logics as 

described by Said in his theoretical framework of Orientalism. This broader discursive strategy, 

illustrated through the more frequently utilized code of contrast between self and other, might 

suggest that a more profound alignment with postcolonial logic is identified. However, the 

absence of explicit orientalist framings and the framework of Orientalism in its entirety could 

itself be theorized as a narrative and discursive strategy. 

Orientalist Framings 

The discourse surrounding the abrogation of Article 370 in official Indian government 

statements, as reflected in the press releases, uncovers a linguistic architecture that, to some 

extent, demonstrates structural patterns of orientalist reasoning, postcolonial power, and subtler 

forms of othering. When discussing terrorism, Union Minister for Home Affairs, Amit Shah, 

expressed that “[…] the youth has been misguided to pursue jihad on Pakistan’s nefarious 

designs” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 10). Furthermore, the minister also stated that “Pakistan 

has misused the presence of article 370 to sow the seeds of separatism and terrorism in J&K” 

(see Appendix B2, Excerpt 11). Although the code of Orientalist Framing only occurred in 

two instances, the discursive residue could be illustrated by examining how specific ideologies, 

actions, and actors are portrayed. References such as “Pakistan’s nefarious designs”, “youth 

has been misguided to pursue jihad”, “Pakistan had misused the presence of Article 370”, and 

“sow the seeds of separatism and terrorism in J&K” draws on not only widespread narratives 

of Islamic extremism on a global level, but also subtly appeals to orientalist tropes which 

associates unreasoning violence with Muslim identity. It further strengthens this orientalist 

trope by portraying that its irrational and violent “other” must be corrected, controlled, and 

disciplined by a rational authority (the Indian state). 

These framings and narratives might not be explicitly defined as orientalist, but they resonate 

with Said’s depiction of the Occident’s (the West) construction of the Orient (the East) as being 

the “other”, objectively different, fanatical, morally inferior, and in need of interventions. 

However, India as a country is a postcolonial state, generating a certain complexity surrounding 

the connection between postcolonial theory and the Kashmir conflict, but the orientalist and 

postcolonial logic are re-enacted regarding the state’s internal colonial dynamics. Reflecting 

on the quotes, it is evident that Pakistan is framed as a source of fanaticism, irrational violence, 

and being inherently dangerous. The youth in Kashmir are, in addition to this, profiled as 

lacking agency, potentially meaning that they are vulnerable to external manipulation and thus, 

“misguided”. Said’s theory of Orientalism also designates that power operates through 

language and discourse. Drawing on the quotes from Shah, India constructs itself as the rational 

self, confronting a violent, misled, irrational other while fabricating the region of Kashmir as a 

field of civilization against barbarism. Within India as a nation, this narrative generates a level 

of postcolonial hierarchy. 

The infrequent identification of Orientalist Framing as a code in government statements does 

not, as recently illustrated, negate the relevance of Said’s framework. The same conclusion 
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applies to the code’s complete absence in Indian media. Here, it rather shows a level of 

normalization of specific assumptions regarding Orientalism, meaning that the Kashmir 

conflict in its entirety does not require being, for instance, racialized or exoticized in order to 

be “othered”. The absence of portraying an “other” as inferior or an obstacle to progress and 

peace could itself be considered as postcolonial discourse, indicating a move from overt 

orientalist tropes to softer configurations of “othering”. 

Contrasts of Self and Other 

The low frequency of Orientalist Framing, however, could be a result of Orientalism being 

expressed in a more implicit manner through other codes. Broader discourses and narratives, 

demonstrated through frequent utilization of contrasts between self and other, suggests that 

there is an even deeper orientation with logics of postcolonial theory and its dimensions. This 

contrast between self and other is a vital postcolonial dynamic and occurred in both media and 

government discourse. In official government statements, quotes such as “Article 370 has 

prevented J&K to merge with India” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 6) and “It has been a stated 

policy of Pakistan to support article 370 and keep the youth away from getting into the 

mainstream of development and brain wash them into jihad” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 17) 

were noted. Furthermore, regarding the discussion about terrorism, the following was stated: 

“All the political parties with separatist ideology have vested interest to continue article 370. 

Their children do not get killed in the blood shed caused due to terrorism, hence support the 

article” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 18). It was also stated, in the speech from the Prime 

Minister’s Office, that “We should not forget that it is the patriots of Jammu – Kashmir who 

are strongly opposing the conspiracies of Pakistan of instigating terrorism and separatism” 

(see Appendix B2, Excerpt 19). 

In Indian media, a similar narrative was emphasized with quotes such as “Article 370 is nothing 

but a breeding ground for the parasites at the heart of the paradise. It skins the poor. It deceives 

them with its mirage. It lines the pockets of the power ´elites´” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 10). 

Other instances highlight J&K legislature, for instance that “Permanent resident law prohibits 

non-permanent residents from settling permanently in the state, acquiring immovable property, 

government jobs, scholarships and aid” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 11) and that “´in the last 

36 hours Pakistan has desperately tried to revive terrorism and push terrorists’ into Kashmir” 

(see Appendix B1, Excerpt 21). That “[...] Article 370 has been argued to have sowed the roots 

of separatism” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 22) is another pivotal example regarding contrasts 

between self and others and its relation to Said’s Orientalism. 

This more frequent identification of Self/Other Contrast across media and governmental 

discourses and narratives further illustrates critical dimensions of Orientalism. The 

framework’s construction and mechanisms where the civilized and rational “self” is positioned 

against an irrational, dangerous, and backward “other” is distinctly visualized. Looking at the 

quotes presented, these mechanisms projects onto the complex nature of the Kashmir dispute 

through certain depictions of Pakistan and separatists as the disruptive “other”, being an 

opposition to India which is portrayed as the “self”. Statements such as “It has been a stated 
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policy of Pakistan to support article 370 and keep the youth away from getting into the 

mainstream of development and brain wash them into jihad” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 17) 

and “´in the last 36 hours Pakistan has desperately tried to revive terrorism and push terrorists´ 

into Kashmir” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 21) further strengthens the framing of the Kashmiri 

people as being victimized by an external action or actor. This generates a reinforced political 

and moral hierarchy. Furthermore, the latter quote in particular renders dissent as not only 

foreign, but as criminal and extremist. 

The construction of Self/Other is a pivotal ideological dimension of what was earlier described 

as “othering”, a central and significant part of Said’s Orientalism. The portrayal of political 

dissenters as “parasites”, “power elites” and “terrorists” reflects a profound logic of 

Orientalism in terms of that internal resistance within the Kashmir region is not perceived as 

political expression, but rather foreign manipulation and delusion. Assertions such as “their 

children do not get killed in the blood shed caused due to terrorism, hence support the article” 

(see Appendix B2, Excerpt 18) also implies that a disingenuous and deceptive elite exploits 

Article 370 for personal benefits while “common” Kashmiri people suffer. This narrative 

legitimizes state intervention, delegitimizes resistance, and together with the ideological 

function of “othering”, generates a framing of those who oppose integration as a regressive 

threat. 

Orientalist Logic Summarized 

Analyzing and reflecting on both Orientalist Framing and Self/Other Contrast together, a 

consistent and distinct postcolonial logic underpin Indian media and governmental discourse 

surrounding not only the Kashmir dispute as a whole, but the abrogation of Article 370 in 

particular. Explicit orientalist language was rare and tended to be subtle, but the phenomenon 

of “othering” emerged repeatedly and profoundly, especially towards Pakistan and separatist 

actors. These specific narratives construct a dichotomy where the state of India is portrayed as 

the embodiment of rational governance while the population of Kashmir, particularly those 

withstanding integration, are described as manipulated and misguided by Pakistan. Utilizing 

terms such as “parasites”, “brain wash”, and “jihad” further reflects the orientalist concept of 

legitimizing state actions by profiling the “other” as irrational, backward, and in need of 

control. These narratives and discourses, illustrated through the codes and present analysis, 

demonstrate how postcolonial dynamics reinforces power asymmetries, justifies central 

authority, and persists in contemporary political discourse. 

Previous Research 

The analysis presented above resonates and builds upon to previous research surrounding the 

Kashmir conflict to a certain extent. In particular regarding topic of media coverage, state 

discourse, and the role of religious identity. Both Akindoyin (2024, p. 14) and Lee and Maslog 

(2005, pp. 322–323) underscores the complex and deep entanglement of nationalism and 

religion in framing the dispute. This is mirrored above, particularly when statements from the 

Indian government draws on themes of Islamic extremism, jihad, and manipulation by Pakistan 
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to rationalize actions. Furthermore, the discursive strategies echo Lee and Maslog’s (2005, pp. 

311–323) depiction of war journalism and that it dominates regional media narratives. The 

common alignment of political resistance with terrorism and the demonization of separatist 

groups in both Indian media and government discourse supports the conclusion that narratives 

usually privilege conflict over peacebuilding. This depiction also corresponds with Boga & 

Ranjan’s (2022, pp. 314, 322, 330, 343) study surrounding the commercialization of media and 

its connection to state agendas. 

The frequent portraying of the Kashmiri people as manipulated, radicalized, and irrational, as 

well as the portraying of Pakistan as a threat, distinguishes how “othering” persists in discourse. 

This aligns with Ali’s (2024, pp. 235–236, 240–242) analysis of how the states have utilised 

media to entrench national narratives historically. Finally, the present study aligns with and 

contributes to Jan and Barclay (2023, pp. 3, 7, 11) regarding the role of media in strengthening 

political ideologies through selective framing. As demonstrated in the present analysis, 

discourses in Indian media corresponds with official narratives. 

8.2 Interpretation in Light of Research Questions 

This section further interprets the empirical findings, and the interpretations made through the 

lenses of Fairclough’s three-dimensional model and postcolonialism, considering the study’s 

central research questions. Firstly, discursive strategies employed in media coverage are 

discussed, followed by the discursive strategies used in government communications. By 

discussing how legitimacy, authority, and identity are constructed across these two sites of 

discourse, the section illuminates the different ways in which language shapes perceptions of 

the Kashmir conflict. 

8.2.1 Discursive Strategies in Media Coverage 

The present analysis of 20 different news articles from two Indian newspapers (The Times of 

India and The Hindustan Times) have revealed that Indian media employs a distinct range of 

discursive strategies that serves to legitimize the state’s position in the Kashmir dispute, in 

particular surrounding the abrogation of Article 370. The strategies, reflected by the nature and 

frequency of the coded segments, distinguishes how discourses in media construct a normative 

framework to justify a certain policy and its outcomes. In short, Indian media legitimizes its 

state’s position by employing a multi-layered discursive strategy that foregrounds not only 

constitutional legality, institutional authority, and moral justification, but also in-group unity 

while emphasizing marginalization of dissent through self and other constructions. The present 

constellation of discourses echoes an intricate and complicated process of ideological work that 

rationalizes, normalizes, and justifies state actions in Kashmir. This further maintains the 

hegemonic narratives aligning with national sovereignty. 

Interpreting the Codes 

Moral Evaluation, being the foremost among identified discursive devices, illustrated patterns 

of value-laden judgements that framed the abrogation as a necessary and morally justifiable 

action. Moral framings of positive character emphasize peace and progress by highlighting and 
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describing the abolition as a historic correction, of which the result will be an end of violence. 

Quotes such as “[…] and said the move will end bloodshed in Jammu & Kashmir” (see 

Appendix B1, Excerpt 1), that “A historical wrong has been undone today” (see Appendix B1, 

Excerpt 2) and that “This is an extremely significant politico-constitutional step long overdue 

and it leads to a fuller integration and assimilation of J&K-like other territories of India” (see 

Appendix B1, Excerpt 23) strengthens this narrative. In tandem, moral evaluations have also 

been of negative character, depicting alternative actors as obstacles and impediments to peace 

and progress. Statements such as “[…] Article 370 was the biggest impediment in development 

of the state and its removal will bring a new dawn in the valley” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 3) 

and that “Kashmir can’t afford to descend into an autumn of anxiety and despair again” (see 

Appendix B1, Excerpt 4) illustrates this perspective. These references generate a moral 

dichotomy that benefits the narrative of the state. 

Authority Appeal complements the moral discourse and reinforces the level of legitimacy of 

India’s position surrounding the abrogation by pleading expert opinions and institutional 

credibility. Specific references to political parties, constitutional provisions, and government 

officials serve to portray the abrogation of Article 370 as widely supported and rational. 

References such as “BJP opposed Article 370 right since its inception on the ground that it 

encouraged secessionism and encouraged Pakistan’s design to wrest it by using its proxies” 

(see Appendix B1, Excerpt 5) and that “Since the 1990s, regional parties had begun to serve 

as a political check against the Delhi’s centralising instincts” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 6). 

Furthermore, when discussing the veteran leader Janardan Dwivedi, the following was written: 

“He backed the government move, saying Article 370 was a ́ mistake of history´” (see Appendix 

B1, Excerpt 24). These statements reinforce a state-centric narrative of both integrity and 

sovereignty. 

The media discourse was further embedded within a wider constitutional and legal framework 

through intertextual references, identified by the Intertextuality code. Direct citations from 

official reports, laws, media texts, and speeches were used to frame the legitimacy of the 

present political stance, for instance by depicting the abrogation not as unilateral, but instead 

an extension of constitutional processes. Former Home Minister Gulzari Lal Nanda was quoted 

as follows: “It is Article 370 which provides for the progressive application of the provisions 

of the Constitution to J&K, Article 370 is neither a wall nor a mountain, but that is a tunnel. It 

is through this tunnel that a good deal of traffic has already passed and more will” (see 

Appendix B1, Excerpt 7). Furthermore, Home Minister Amit Shah was quoted saying that 

“Article 370 is root cause of terrorism in Jammu and Kashmir. It allowed the terror networks 

to spread in the state” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 25), contributing to a normalization of a 

particular ideological framing surrounding that constitutional autonomy equates to terrorism. 

Modality Markers, another important rhetorical and linguistic tool, have conveyed necessity 

and certainty, often underlining government actions being justified and/or inevitable. Examples 

of assertive verbs and expressions include “[…] made a very strong defence of the 

government´s decision to scrap Article 370” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 8), “[…] runs the risk 

of stoking another cycle of street anger” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 9) and that “Thereby, 
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Article 370 has become fully eroded” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 26). The utilization of such 

statements demonstrates an authoritative tone that portrays the opposition as irresponsible and 

that discourages dissent. 

In addition to Modality Markers, figurative language identified under the Metaphor code, 

illustrated dramatizations of political stakes and specific actions. Metaphors such as “[…], 

removing Article 370 might open the proverbial Pandora’s box” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 

12), that “[…] former CM Mehbooba Mufti warned that any attempt to tinker with the special 

status of Jammu and Kashmir would blow up in its face” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 13) and, 

when discussing that the President of India possess the power to cancel or make changes to 

Article 370, that “the article contains within a ´kill button´, so to speak” (see Appendix B1, 

Excerpt 27). The utilization of such metaphors not only emotionally charges the discourse but 

also align public sentiment with the agenda of the state. 

Regarding both Political Symbolism and Religious Symbolism, the identification was less 

frequent. However, their presence still generates levels of symbolic capital through the linking 

of policy with broad narratives of religious and political identity, albeit in more subtle manners 

in comparison with moral and authority discourses. Political Symbolism was usually identified 

with specific references to party colors, symbols or political identity and ideology, such as “The 

move is not only in the interest of the country but also for the benefit of Jammu and Kashmir, 

which is an integral part of India” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 14) and that “India today is ´one 

nation, one flag, and one Constitution´” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 28). Regarding Religious 

Symbolism, identified through references to symbols that invoke religious identity and 

community, relevant examples are that “Thousands of tourists and Amarnath worshippers left 

Kashmir on Saturday as security was reinforced across the Valley by additional troops, a day 

after the state administration cut short the annual pilgrimage to the Himalayan cave shrine” 

(see Appendix B1, Excerpt 15). 

Orientalist Framing was notably absent in media texts. This indicates that apparent tropes of 

colonialism where the opposition (Muslims and Pakistan) are portrayed as inferior, backward, 

or exotic were either avoided deliberately or transformed into discursive forms of more subtle 

character, for instance through Self/Other Contrast. This code revealed an underlying 

dimension and dynamic of both inclusion and exclusion, where the region of Kashmir and its 

people are discursively divided into in-groups and out-groups. This binary way of framing the 

dispute fabricates an Indian collective “self” that stands in opposition to the separatists, being 

Pakistan. Relevant statements in media are that “Article 370 is nothing but a breeding ground 

for the parasites at the heart of the paradise. It skins the poor. It deceives them with its mirage. 

It lines the pockets of the power ´elites´” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 10) and, surrounding 

Jammu and Kashmir legislature, that “Permanent resident law prohibits non-permanent 

residents from settling permanently in the state, acquiring immovable property, government 

jobs, scholarships and aid” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 11). Furthermore, statements such as 

“´in the last 36 hours Pakistan has desperately tried to revive terrorism and push terrorists´ 

into Kashmir” (see Appendix B1, excerpt 21) and that “one must note that the Constitution of 

India and that of Jammu & Kashmir are distinct from one another” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 
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29) are pivotal. The present discursive strategy not only legitimizes state interventions and 

actions as protective and justified but also marginalizes dissenting voices. 

Critical Discourse Analysis 

Through the lens of Fairclough’s framework of CDA, what discourses have Indian media 

employed to legitimize the state´s position not only in the Kashmir dispute overall, but also 

surrounding the abrogation of Article 370? Varied value-laden modality and language 

composed the foundation for textual analysis. Journalistic targets of presenting a diversity of 

perspectives were consistent and instead of employing a single uniform stance, media coverage 

applied a combination of critical and supportive rhetoric. This was included through quotes 

and references to opposition leaders, government officials, and representatives from Kashmir. 

Although different voices and perspectives were present, media narratives tend to reflect and 

echo central legitimizing themes from government discourse. This strategy resulted in an 

appearance of neutrality while still enabling predominant narratives that supported the state in 

its position towards abrogation. Furthermore, despite including opposing voices, those tended 

to be contextualized as either marginal or reactive. Articles were usually structuring the 

discourse in a way that foregrounded official interpretations, where dissenting and more critical 

perspectives appeared towards the end of the text, potentially diluting its impact. The outcome 

of such sequencing can be considered as hierarchical framing, meaning that official viewpoints 

and aspects are treated as a baseline and its alternatives as oppositional or secondary. 

Surrounding the level of discursive practice, media functioned as a pivotal intermediary 

regarding amplifying and relaying official narratives. Journalists drew considerably from 

various kinds of government statements, where they tend to reference phrases, certain terms, 

and framings from official texts and speeches. Intertextuality emphasized a level of 

permeability between media and government discourse. Moreover, it also indicates the 

interplay between media and institutional sources and the institution´s role as agenda setters. 

Media further contributed to the discursive reproduction of legitimacy surrounding policy 

change by spreading specific messages through the platforms they control. However, media 

still maintained a certain level of professional standard regarding diversity and balance of 

perspectives and voices. In a disputed conflict such as that of Kashmir, this should be 

considered even more important and peculiar. The balance of voices resulted in a discursive 

duality, meaning that articles, at least on the surface, displayed a variety of perspectives. Yet, 

the general architectural narrative and discourse usually favored the more dominant 

perspective. This present duality demonstrates how institutional practices have shaped media 

output in manners that aligned it structurally with the perspective of the state, especially 

surrounding the reliance of official sources during the lockdown of communications in the 

region of Kashmir. 

Further recurring features in media discourse was the disposal of historical and legal references 

that contributed with additional profoundness and legitimacy to the reportage. By employing a 

larger historical narrative and embedding the abrogation of Article 370 within it, such as its 

origins or that it was a temporary provision, the media and its articles utilized interdiscursivity. 
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This strategy facilitated and helped media naturalize the policy by attaching it to established 

and legal national traditions. It also framed the abolition and change as a sort of continuation 

of past developments. 

Orientalism 

Through the lens of postcolonial theory, Indian media discourse surrounding the abrogation 

demonstrates a subtle, yet significant and important, perpetuation of specific postcolonial 

dimensions. Explicit framings of orientalist character, such as those depicting Kashmir as 

inherently inferior, backward, or exotic, were largely non-existent. However, this does not 

negate or deny the presence of orientalist layers and structures. Rather, Indian media discourse 

employs an implicit way of “othering” with not only internal hierarchy, but also postcolonial 

narratives of domination. Furthermore, the fabrication of the previously discussed binary 

opposition between the civilized and rational “self” and the dangerous and irrational “other”, 

is repeatedly pictured in Indian media discourse. The depiction of Kashmiri separatists and 

Pakistan as threats illustrates this dynamic. So does the framing of Article 370 as “a breeding 

ground for the parasites at the heart of the paradise” (see Appendix B1, Excerpt 10). Even 

though this demonstrates a level of dehumanization that is not fully relying on orientalist 

dynamics, it is still drawing on underlying dimensions of moral purification and cultural 

superiority. Representations such as these frames different types of resistance as illegitimate 

and discredits political dissent. 

Discursive framings surrounding the people of Kashmir as a population in need of rescue from 

outer intervention displays an essential orientalist trope, particularly in the way that the youth 

of Kashmir are portrayed as victims of external manipulation. This external manipulation 

tended to be attributed to Pakistan, resulting in a reinforced narrative where Kashmiri agency 

is denied. This negation of agency is a considerable part of Orientalism, in particular 

surrounding the theorization of power. Discourse functions to reinforce control through 

different ways, but especially regarding the construction of knowledge about the “other”. 

Portraying Kashmiri separatism as a product of foreign interference, for example through 

brainwashing, functions as a way to discredit the legitimacy of certain political grievances. It 

also portrays political dissent as deviation instead of expression, generating a structure of 

hierarchical nature where the state of India is framed as a civilized force that counters 

irrationality. 

Further entrenchment in postcolonial dynamics is illustrated by Indian media and how it 

emphasizes developmentalism and national integration, frequently in direct contrast to the 

asserted backwardness of Article 370. Such narratives propose that the integration of Kashmir 

is a project of modernization. The linguistic and rhetoric might be modern and national rather 

than racial and colonial, but the fundamental dynamic surrounding Said’s view of that 

Orientalism survives new configurations remains. Finally, the absence of overt orientalist 

rhetoric in media discourse does not necessarily designate a break from orientalist foundations. 

Instead, it indicates a more subtle and diffused expressions regarding “othering”. As previously 

discussed, this might reflect a level of postcolonial sensitivity or discursive restraint. The idea 
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that the Kashmir region must be integrated or developed in accordance with Indian ideals 

denotes that Orientalism has not vanished from media discourse, it has transformed. 

Previous Research 

The treatment of the abrogation of Article 370 by Indian media reflects, as previously stated 

and discussed, longstanding dynamics of narrative control by the state and religious 

nationalism. Akindoyin (2024, p. 14), Soherwordi (2018, pp. 3–6), and Lee and Maslog (2005, 

pp. 322–323) demonstrates that national identity and religion are deeply rooted in the Kashmir 

dispute. Both India and Pakistan frame the conflict and region through their own ideological 

lenses. This tendency also appears in media discourse, as shown by moral evaluations 

portraying the abrogation of Article 370 as a necessary act in terms of both history and ethics. 

Additionally, Indian media legitimizes the state´s actions by embedding them within a broader 

nationalist framework, echoing Lee and Maslog’s (2005, pp. 311–323) study surrounding war 

journalism, where narratives of conflict are prioritized over attempts to understand alternative 

perspectives. 

Indian media also employed intertextual references and authority appeals, emphasizing a 

reinforcement of state narrative of constitutional legitimacy. This framing is demonstrated by 

Boga and Ranjan (2022, pp. 314, 322, 330, 343), who concludes that nationalist politics have 

aligned Indian media closer to government rhetoric. Ali (2024, pp. 235–236, 240–242) further 

observed discursive strategies and argued that Indian media has served as an instrument for 

state messaging during wartime historically. Boga’s (2024, pp. 2505, 2510) study surrounding 

media framing of Kashmiri dissenters, who tends to be fabricated as threats and not political 

actors, corresponds with the structure of the present articles in that it follows a certain pattern 

of hierarchical framing despite including critical voices. Finally, surrounding postcolonial 

dimensions in media discourse, subtler forms of “othering” was discovered. Such framings 

align with Soherwordi (2018, pp. 3–6) and Nadaf (2020, pp. 116–117), who discussed the 

symbolic magnitude that the region of Kashmir holds in the Indian state´s national imagination. 

8.2.2 Discursive Strategies in Government Statements 

The Government of India’s official statements on the abrogation of Article 370 employ an array 

of discursive strategies to construct legitimacy for enforcing the policy change. Through a 

blend of moral evaluations, modalized assertions, legal and authoritative references, as well as 

self-other delineations, the statements present the revocation of Kashmir’s special status as not 

only necessary and lawful, but as an ethically right and nationally unifying act.  

In line with CDT, the government’s language is far from neutral, language is instead used to 

shape an interpretive frame which justifies the decision. Frequent use of evaluative terms, high-

certainty modality markers, and explicit intertextual references to constitutional principles and 

technicalities all reinforce the message that this move was historically inevitable and beneficial. 

Simultaneously, the rhetoric draws on postcolonial themes of nationhood and civilizing 

mission. The Indian state portrays itself as a benevolent agent, rectifying a historical injustice 

and bringing a turbulent region into the fold of the nation. The analysis below highlights how 
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these intertwined strategies function through the lenses of the present study’s theoretical 

framework while tying back to previous research. 

Moral Framing and High Modality 

The use of moral and evaluative language is the most prominent legitimizing device in the 

government’s statements. The texts consistently describe Article 370 and its effects in strongly 

negative moral terms, while casting the abrogation as a positive and righteous decision. 

Kashmir’s formerly special status is depicted as a source of harm and injustice, with officials 

claiming it “holds no benefits” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 20) for ordinary Kashmiris and 

asserting that “Article 370 and 35A have given nothing but secessionism, terrorism, nepotism, 

and widespread corruption” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 14). By attributing decades of violence 

and underdevelopment to Article 370, the government morally delegitimizes the old 

arrangement. Another statement vividly suggests that “Democracy was strangulated by the use 

of Article 370 for 70 years” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 21), implying that the provision choked 

of democratic rights in Jammu and Kashmir. Such language denotes the pre-abrogation 

situation as fundamentally unjust and unacceptable. In contrast, the decision to abrogate 370 is 

embedded with positive value and described as “historic”, “path-breaking”, and “in the larger 

interest of the people” (see Appendix B2, Excerpts 22, 12, 13). Furthermore, the August 6 

press release’s headline celebrates Parliament’s approval for the policy change as paving the 

way to “truly integrate J&K with [the] Indian Union” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 2), framing 

the outcome as moral good. 

This pattern of moral evaluation serves to legitimize the policy by aligning it with universal 

values of peace, development, and equality. It also resonates with postcolonial self-images, as 

the Indian government portrays itself as delivering justice and progress to a region described 

as turbulent. By claiming that “the people want democracy and not bloodshed” (see Appendix 

B2, Excerpt 23) and that the government is acting to fulfill this desire, the discourse positions 

New Delhi as a positive force working to end violence and promote democracy. This moral 

dichotomy, peace versus bloodshed and democracy versus strangulation, portrays the matter in 

black-and-white moral terms, assuring that supporting the abrogation is viewed as the ethical 

choice while opposing it is seen as perpetuating harm. Furthermore, these discursive strategies 

align with the moral-security framing identified in previous research, thereby strengthening 

this interpretation (Boga & Ranjan, 2022, pp. 314, 322, 330, 343; Lee & Maslog, 2005, pp. 

311–323). 

Strengthening these evaluative claims is the consistent use of modality markers expressing 

certainty, necessity, and firm commitment. The officials often speak in decisively modalized 

terms to leave little room for doubt about the course of action. Modal verbs like “must” and 

“has to” convey a sense of obligation or inevitability, as in the assertion that “it has to go in 

the larger interest of the people […]” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 13). The phrasing presents 

the abrogation of Article 370 as something that must happen for the common good, implying 

that it is a non-negotiable decision which has been taken. Similarly, the caution “Politics of 

religion must be avoided at all costs. Article 370 is equally harmful for people of all religions” 

(see Appendix B2, Excerpt 1) not only evaluates the special status as harmful but also uses the 

modal “must” to advocate for avoiding communal politics in the wake of the decision. 
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Furthermore, the government expresses strong confidence in the future through predictive 

modals verbs. Both Prime Minister Modi and Home Minister Shah issue personal assurances 

to different stakeholders using the modal “will” to project inevitable positive outcomes. For 

instance, one statement by Home Minister Shah directly promises development to the youth of 

Jammu and Kashmir, declaring: “I assure the youth of J&K that give this government 5 year[s] 

and it will become the most progressive region in the country” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 3). 

This excerpt exemplifies how high modality is used to foster credibility and hope surrounding 

the abrogation. By assuring prosperity within a set timeframe, it seems that the government 

seeks to instill public confidence that the abrogation will deliver tangible benefits. Essentially, 

by speaking as if the positive outcomes are guaranteed and the path taken is non-negotiable, 

the government discourse suggests that there is no other alternative. 

Legal Authority and Historical Legitimacy 

Another key discursive strategy identified is the invoking of authority and legality through 

intertextual references. The government statements frequently refer to constitutional articles, 

legislative acts, and institutional powers, justifying the abrogation through references to law, 

rules, and/or authority figures. Throughout the statements, there are explicit reminders of the 

constitutional process that backs the decision. For example, one press release carefully notes 

that “Under Article 370(3), there is a provision that the President, on recommendation of the 

Parliament, has the power to amend or cease the implementation of Article 370” (see Appendix 

B2, Excerpt 4). By citing this clause, the text weaves together the new policy with the 

constitutional framework that permits it, to preemptively delegitimize arguments that the 

abrogation was unlawful. The invocation of the President of India’s order and Parliament’s 

resolution provides the decision with legal authority, and signals that the highest constitutional 

offices have followed procedure. Further strengthening this discursive strategy, the statements 

point out that “Parliament is the highest and fully competent body to make laws and bring 

resolutions regarding a state of India including J&K” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 5). Appeals 

to the supremacy of Parliament and the Indian Unions sovereignty such as these serve to 

legitimize India’s actions, emphasizing that the abrogation is rooted in unquestionable 

authority. This can also be viewed as a form of self-legitimization by the Indian state, as the 

government highlights its own mandate by reminding the audience that it acts within powers 

granted to them by the nation’s founding texts and democratic institutions. 

Interestingly, intertextual references are not only used to cite domestic law. Home Minister 

Shah, for example, in one instance invokes the United Nations Charter to argue that Pakistan’s 

past breach of the charter voids any international claim on the issue (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 

24), thereby cementing India’s sovereign right to integrate Jammu and Kashmir. There are also 

historical references made to respected national figures further bolstering the legitimacy of 

abrogating 370. In his address to the nation, Prime Minister Modi framed the decision as a 

fulfillment of the dreams of India’s founders and leaders by saying “A dream which Sardar 

Vallabhbhai Patel had, a dream which Babasheb Ambedkar had, the dream shared by Shyama 

Prasad Mukherjee, Atalji and crores of citizens, has now been fulfilled.” (see Appendix B2, 

Excerpt 25). By aligning the abrogation with the visions of these historical figures, the 

discourse casts the policy as rooted in national history and thus legitimizes the decision as the 
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completion of an unfinished nation-building agenda. In sum, through dense intertextuality, 

government statements construct an image of the abrogation as legally sound, as well as both 

institutionally and historically sanctioned. In doing so, it neutralizes critics by portraying the 

government’s actions as being beyond question and rooted in the nation’s founding principles. 

Self–Other Contrasts and National Unity 

Contrasts between “self” and “other” are another significant discursive strategy employed by 

the Indian government’s narrative, a strategy both unifying the in-group while marginalizing 

out-groups. Government communications draw sharp lines between those who belong to the 

nation’s vision and those who stand against it. On one side is the Indian “self”, consisting of 

the central government, the Indian public, and the “patriots of Jammu – Kashmir” (see 

Appendix B2, Excerpt 19) who are portrayed as yearning for peace and integration. On the 

other side are the “others”, encompassing separatists, terrorists, external instigators, and 

indirectly those who defend the article. Government discourse continually contrasts the will of 

the people and the nation’s heroes with the actions of the “others”. For instance, it is 

emphasized that “for 70 years, people of India have harboured this aspiration in their hearts 

that Kashmir must be an integral part of India. Article 370 was the only roadblock to realize 

this goal” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 26). Through this rhetoric, the people of India, the self, 

are depicted as long desiring unity, while Article 370 is portrayed as an impediment standing 

in opposition to the national will. This strategy of self-other contrast has also been identified 

in previous research, for instance by Boga (2024, pp. 2505, 2510) who found that Kashmiri 

stone-pelters were painted as “Pakistan-backed terrorists” by Indian media. 

In a similar vein, anyone opposing the abrogation of Article 370 is painted as part of the 

“other”, as they do not conform to this seemingly popular aspiration. One statement by Home 

Minister Shah denounces critics by asking, “How can patriots of India […] not get perturbed 

by such a question?” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 8), implying that any true patriot would 

naturally support the integration of Kashmir. This also casts critics of abrogation as either 

suspect or unpatriotic. Essentially, there is an emphasis placed on “our” good intentions and 

“their” bad actions. The others in the government’s discourse are consistently associated with 

chaos, extremism, and anti-national movements. Pakistan frequently features as the antagonist 

in government communications, blamed for stoking the conflict in statements such as 

“Pakistan has misused the presence of Article 370 to sow the seeds of separatism and terrorism 

in J&K” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 11), and “the youth has been misguided to pursue jihad 

on Pakistan’s nefarious designs” (see Appendix B2, Excerpt 10). The focus on Pakistan as the 

primary enemy and/or backer of the “others” is a recurring theme in previous research as well, 

with both Ali (2024, pp. 235–236, 240–242) and Boga (2024, pp. 2505, 2510) drawing similar 

conclusions. 

By attributing unrest to “nefarious designs” of an external enemy and the lure of “jihad”, the 

government taps into orientalist framing as they portray the violence in Kashmir as driven by 

fanatically religious forces and foreign meddling, rather than any legitimate local grievance. 

This depiction justifies the Indian state’s intervention as a fight against terrorism and religious 

extremism, effectively “othering” the resistance as anti-India. The word “jihad” in particular 

carries heavy connotations, conjuring images of Islamic militancy that the modern secular state 
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must suppress. Although overtly orientalist tropes are relatively infrequent in the data, their 

presence underlines an important postcolonial insight, that constructing the Kashmiri militant 

as the fanatical “other” reinforces the narrative of the Indian “self” as the progressive, rational 

actor bringing order. 

Throughout the statements, this contrast of self and other operates on multiple levels. There are 

the Indian people versus Article 370, patriots versus separatists, democracy versus terrorism, 

and India versus Pakistan. This black-and-white framing works to simplify a complex political 

issue into a moral narrative of the “self” doing what’s right for “them” by defeating the “others” 

in order to gain public legitimacy. Mirroring colonial-era narratives in which an enlightened 

power claims to uplift a region held back by troublemakers, this highlights how even 

independent states can reproduce colonial discursive practices to justify authority. 

The Nationhood Narrative 

Lastly, foregrounding all these strategies is a strong nationhood narrative that presents the 

abrogation as the logical culmination of India’s postcolonial nation-building. The 

government’s rhetoric is filled with references to unity, integration, and the completion of a 

national project. By repeatedly calling Jammu and Kashmir an “integral part of India” (see 

Appendix B2, Excerpts 12 & 27) and asserting that the state is now being brought fully into 

the union, the statements construct the abrogation as an act of national unification. The August 

5–6 statements in Parliament are embedded with triumphant undertones about finally realizing 

India’s unity. For instance, Home Minister Shah remarked that “Today once again this House 

is witness to a golden day when we are going to bring J&K truly [sic] into India’s fold” (see 

Appendix B2, Excerpt 28), prompting an image of abrogation leading to a bright national 

future. The policy change is framed not as an abrupt political move, but as the dawn of a new 

era in which a historic wrong has been corrected. Additionally, the emphasis on “brothers and 

sisters" (see Appendix B2, Excerpts 29–31) of Kashmir who are now part of India’s shared 

journey further humanizes this narrative of inclusion. It suggests that the people of Kashmir 

are part of “us”, whose suffering under the previous system is finally being alleviated by their 

brethren in the rest of India. The postcolonial subtext here is that India, having thrown off 

British colonial rule decades ago, is now completing the integration of all its regions under one 

sovereign framework. Thus, abrogating Article 370 becomes an act of decolonization, as the 

separate arrangement (linked to colonial-era compromises) is replaced with the uniform 

application of the Indian Constitution. 

The nationhood narrative thus works in tandem with the other strategies. Moral appeals justify 

why integration is good, authority appeals underline how it is legal and ordained by the nation’s 

founders, while self/other rhetoric defines who belongs in the nation versus who opposes it. 

Collectively, these discursive strategies produce a compelling legitimizing story, one in which 

the Government of India acts as the protagonist finally righting a historical wrong by bringing 

development and democracy to Kashmir while upholding the unity and integrity of the nation 

against all challenges. The constructed narrative answers both the immediate practical 

questions surrounding legality, security, and benefits as well as deeper, ideological questions 
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on national identity and postcolonial authority, thus securing broad acceptance for the 

abrogation of Article 370 as a necessary and rightful step in India’s postcolonial journey. 

9. Concluding Discussion 

In this section, a concluding discussion surrounding the methodological approach, results, and 

analytical discussion is presented, as well as a reflection regarding future research within this 

thesis´ topic. Furthermore, the discussion reflects on how the results relate back to the present 

theoretical framework. 

9.1 Conclusion 

This study set out to identify, examine, and analyze discursive strategies through which Indian 

media and government statements legitimize the state’s position in the Kashmir conflict, with 

particular emphasis on the coverage and rhetoric surrounding the abrogation of Article 370. By 

employing Fairclough’s framework of CDA alongside Said’s postcolonial theory of 

Orientalism, the study explored how media and state discourse served to construct, justify, and 

reinforce narratives in a disputed geopolitical setting such as Kashmir. Furthermore, the thesis 

revealed how media and state discourse cooperation, intentionally or through ideological 

alignment, operated to construct a narrative that positioned India as a rational actor confronting 

an irrational and misguided opposition. 

Regarding the results, the first research question indicates that Indian media first and foremost 

employ discursive strategies such as moral evaluations, appeals to authorities, modality 

markers, intertextualities, and contrasts of self and other to frame the special status of Kashmir 

as an obstacle to integration, national unity, and development. The population of Kashmir, 

especially dissenting voices, tended to be portrayed as susceptible to manipulation, as lacking 

agency, or even aligned with terrorism. Regarding the results surrounding the second research 

question, the Indian state was discursively fabricated as a civilizing and moral actor. Even 

though orientalist framings were absent, or portrayed in subtler ways, the analysis indicates 

that broader postcolonial dimensions of both internal colonialism and othering continues to 

pervade media and government discourses. 

9.2 Reflecting on Method, Limitations, and Contributions 

From a methodological perspective, the utilization of Fairclough’s three-dimensional model of 

CDA proved crucial when attempting to reveal how legitimacy is constructed on a textual, 

discursive, and socio-political level. The method generated a systematic and multi-layered 

analysis of both media texts and government statements, not only considering what was said, 

but also how it was said, by whom, and in which context. The emphasis on context and 

intertextuality ensured that the analysis became and remained ideologically and historically 

informed. Something of more significant character given the colonial legacy that still shapes 

the discourse surrounding the Kashmir dispute. Utilizing manual coding with a structured 

framework of nine discursive strategies provided an in-depth textual engagement. However, 

the absence of automated tools could potentially have limited replicability and scalability. 
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Regarding limitations, there are such worth acknowledging. The study was confined to sources 

available in English, therefore excluding regional language media and oppositional discourses, 

such as Kashmiri or Pakistani perspectives. This constrains the study’s ability to provide a 

completely multi-vocal portraying of the discursive landscape. Furthermore, it utilized sources 

discussing the abrogation of Article 370 within a specific two-week timeframe, therefore 

limiting the extent to elite public discourse during the immediate lead and aftermath of the 

abrogation. Worth highlighting is also the interpretative composition of CDA, meaning that 

present findings have to be perceived as not universally generalizable, but as contextually 

grounded.  

Despite these limitations, the study contributes with a deeper understanding and with valuable 

insights into the ways that modern postcolonial states reproduce dynamics and logics of 

colonial discourses, in particular through media and political communication. The thesis also 

emphasizes how state legitimacy is discursively reinforced despite civil resistance and 

contested sovereignty. The findings not only highlight subtle dynamics through which power 

operates in and through media, but also demonstrates the significance of critically examining 

seemingly neutral texts, particularly in contested political contexts such as that of Kashmir. As 

the conflict continues to evolve, so will the discourses that shapes the public’s perception of it. 

9.3 Future Research 

Future research could build upon and extend the present study by exploring comparative studies 

involving Indian, Pakistan, and international media in order to provide a broader perspective 

surrounding how national narratives diverge or converge across borders. It could also uncover 

how competing national interests shape and affects how the conflict is portrayed. Future 

research could expand the timeframe as well, revealing a broader depiction of how discourses 

are employed in media and government statements surrounding the abrogation of Article 370 

or other key political events. Furthermore, future research could examine how alternative 

media, such as social media platforms, independent journalists, or regional news outlets 

fabricates narratives to reinforce or defy discourses in the region of Kashmir. As previously 

mentioned, analyzing sources should consist of regional language, therefore including other 

perspectives. On this topic, examining how Kashmiri voices are either represented or omitted 

across media landscapes could illuminate a deeper understanding of the discursive inclusion or 

exclusion, resulting in deeper insights surrounding the representing politics. 

In order to investigate and reveal how media discourses transforms over time, for instance due 

to a change in political identities or public opinion, longitudinal research would be relevant. So 

would an incorporation of audience reception studies. These could further assess how media 

narratives are interpreted and received by regional communities, generating a more direct 

connection between discourse and societal impact. By incorporating interviews, for instance 

semi structured, with Kashmiri people, journalists, or editors, the study could offer valuable 

insights into how relevant discourses are received, produced, and navigated across media 

landscapes. This qualitative adoption would not only enrich the textual analysis, but also make 

it more rigid by the inclusion of lived experience, resulting in a more nuanced analysis of 
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ideological structures and power dynamics embedded in media representations surrounding the 

Kashmir conflict. 
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Appendices 

Appendix A: Excel Sheets 

Appendix A1 

Codebook: 

Code Definition Inclusion Criteria Exclusion Criteria Example 

Authority Appeal Reference to an 
expert, institution or 
historial authority to 
legitimize a claim 

Explicit mention of a 
recognized authority 
figure or body 

General statements 
without named source 

"According to 
Prime 
Minister Modi 
[...]" 

Moral Evaluation Positive or negative 
value-laden language 
that justifies or 
condemns an actor 
or action 

Adjectives or phrases 
expressing moral 
judgment 

Neutral or purely factual 
descriptions 

"Justice must 
prevail" 

Self/Other 
Contrast 

Framing of "us" 
versus "them" to 
mark identity or 
threat 

Clear in-group versus 
out-group language 

References to groups 
without oppositional 
framing 

"Our people" 
versus 
"terrorists" 

Metaphor Use of figurative 
language to shape 
perception 

Any non-literal 
expression comparing 
one concept to 
another 

Literal descriptions only "Kashmir is a 
throbbing 
heart [...]" 

Intertextuality Citations, references 
or paraphrases of 
other texts (laws, 
speeches, reports) 

Direct quotes or 
named allusions to 
external documents 

Vague or unnamed 
references 

"As stated in 
the 
Constitution 
[...]" 

Modality Markers Verbs or expressions 
signaling speaker's 
certainty, possibility 
or necessity 

"must", "can", 
"possibly", "without 
doubt", etc. 

Pure past/present tense 
without modal meaning 

"The 
government 
must act now" 

Orientalist Framing Discourse portraying 
“others” as primitive 
or inferior 

Language depicting 
group as backward, 
exotic or inferior 

Cultural descriptions 
without hierarchichal tone 

"They remain 
stuck in 
lingering 
barbarism" 

Political 
Symbolism 

Symbols that invoke 
political identity, 
power or ideology 

References to flags, 
anthems, 
monuments, party 
colours etc. 

Generic metaphors without 
clear political link 

"Kashmir is an 
integral part 
of India" 

Religious 
Symbolism 

Symbols that invoke 
faith, doctrine or 
religious community 

References to 
temples, scriptures, 
religious ceremonies 
etc. 

Casual mentions of religion 
without symbolic framing 

"Kashmir is 
central for 
Hinduism" 
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Appendix A2 

Metadata: 
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Appendix B: Text Excerpts 

Appendix B1  

Selected Excerpts from Media Coverage 

Excerpt 1: 

“[…] and said the move will end bloodshed in Jammu & Kashmir” (ID 18, p. 1) 

Excerpt 2: 

“A historical wrong has been undone today” (ID 20, p. 1) 

Excerpt 3: 

“The home minister made a strong bid to reach out to the people of Kashmir and repeatedly 

said the legislative changes will usher in a new era of development and that Article 370 was 

the biggest impediment in development of the state and its removal will bring a new dawn in 

the valley” (ID 14, p. 1) 

Excerpt 4: 

“Kashmir can´t afford to descend into an autumn of anxiety and despair again” (ID 8, p. 2) 

Excerpt 5: 

“BJP opposed Article 370 right since its inception on the ground that it encouraged 

secessionism and encouraged Pakistan´s design to wrest it by using its proxies” (ID 15, p. 2) 

Excerpt 6: 

“Since the 1990s, regional parties had begun to serve as a political check against the Delhi´s 

centralising instincts” (ID 21, p. 2) 

Excerpt 7: 

“It is Article 370 which provides for the progressive application of the provisions of the 

Constitution to J&K, Article 370 is neither a wall nor a mountain, but that is a tunnel. It is 

through this tunnel that a good deal of traffic has already passed and more will” (ID 17, p. 1) 

Excerpt 8: 

“[…] made a very strong defence of the government´s decision to scrap Article 370” (ID 18, p. 

1) 

Excerpt 9: 

“[…] – a development that runs the risk of stoking another cycle of street anger” (ID 8, p. 2) 
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Excerpt 10: 

“Article 370 is nothing but a breeding ground for the parasites at the heart of the paradise. It 

skins the poor. It deceives them with its mirage. It lines the pockets of the power ´elites´” (ID 

20, p. 1) 

Excerpt 11: 

“Permanent resident law prohibits non-permanent residents from settling permanently in the 

state, acquiring immovable property, government jobs, scholarships and aid” (ID 3, p. 1) 

Excerpt 12: 

“[…], removing Article 370 might open the proverbial Pandora´s box” (ID 10, p. 2) 

Excerpt 13: 

“[…] former CM Mehbooba Mufti warned that any attempt to tinker with the special status of 

Jammu and Kashmir would blow up in its face” (ID 7, p. 1) 

Excerpt 14: 

“The move is not only in the interest of the country but also for the benefit of Jammu and 

Kashmir, which is an integral part of India” (ID 22, p. 1) 

Excerpt 15: 

“Thousands of tourists and Amarnath worshippers left Kashmir on Saturday as security was 

reinforced across the Valley by additional troops, a day after the state administration cut short 

the annual pilgrimage to the Himalayan cave shrine” (ID 9, p. 1) 

Excerpt 16: 

“[…] leaders from the Kashmir Valley have indicated that abolishing these special provisions 

will plunge the state into chaos” (ID 1, p. 1) 

Excerpt 17: 

“This should foster equality and fraternity. We expect this political process to stabilise J&K, 

consolidate Ladakh and eventually lead to development of J&K” (ID 17, p. 1) 

Excerpt 18: 

“Article 370 of the Constitution is a ‘temporary provision’” (ID 1, p. 1) 

Excerpt 19: 

“The criticism of some opposition parties including Congress that this is undemocratic and 

unconstitutional is simply overlooking what Nehru said in Parliament” (ID 17, p. 1) 
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Excerpt 20: 

“However, since the government’s proposal was passed by both house of the Parliament with 

the majority, then it has become law now and every citizen of the country should follow the 

law” (ID 16, p. 1) 

Excerpt 21: 

“´in the last 36 hours Pakistan has desperately tried to revive terrorism and push terrorists´ 

into Kashmir” (ID 9, p. 1). 

Excerpt 22: 

“[...] Article 370 has been argued to have sowed the roots of separatism” (ID 21, p. 1) 

Excerpt 23: 

“This is an extremely significant politico-constitutional step long overdue and it leads to a 

fuller integration and assimilation of J&K-like other territories of India” (ID 17, p. 1) 

Excerpt 24: 

“He backed the government move, saying Article 370 was a ´mistake of history´” (ID 22, p. 1) 

Excerpt 25: 

“Article 370 is root cause of terrorism in Jammu and Kashmir. It allowed the terror networks 

to spread in the state” (ID 18, p. 1) 

Excerpt 26: 

“Thereby, Article 370 has become fully eroded” (ID 17, p. 1) 

Excerpt 27: 

“the article contains within a ´kill button´, so to speak” (ID 19, p. 2) 

Excerpt 28: 

“India today is ´one nation, one flag, and one Constitution´” (ID 21, p. 1) 

Excerpt 29: 

“one must note that the Constitution of India and that of Jammu & Kashmir are distinct from 

one another” (ID 23, p. 1) 

Appendix B2  

Selected Excerpts from Government Statements 
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Excerpt 1: 

“Politics of religion must be avoided at all costs. Article 370 is equally harmful for people of 

all religions” (ID 11, p. 2) 

Excerpt 2: 

“Parliament approves Resolution to repeal Article 370; paves way to truly integrate J&K with 

Indian Union” (ID 12, p. 1) 

Excerpt 3: 

“I assure the youth of JK that give this government 5 year and it will become the most 

progressive region in the country” (ID 11, p. 3) 

Excerpt 4: 

"Under article 370(3), there is a provision that the President, on recommendation of the 

Parliament, has the power to amend or cease the implementation of article 370" (ID 11, p. 2) 

Excerpt 5: 

“Parliament is the highest and fully competent bodyto make laws and bring resolutions 

regarding a state of India including J&K” (ID 12, p. 2) 

Excerpt 6: 

“Article 370 has prevented J&K to merge with India” (ID 11, p. 1) 

Excerpt 7: 

“A new age has begun in Jammu-Kashmir and Ladakh” (ID 13, p. 1) 

Excerpt 8: 

“How can patriots of India who can sacrifice their life for India not get perturbed by such a 

question?” (ID 12, p. 2) 

Excerpt 9: 

“Article 370 has perpetuated discrimination against the minorities including Sikhs, Buddhists 

admin others” (ID 12, p. 3) 

Excerpt 10: 

“[…] the youth has been misguided to pursue jihad on Pakistan’s nefarious designs” (ID 11, 

p. 3) 

Excerpt 11: 

“Pakistan has misused the presence of article 370 to sow the seeds of separatism and terrorism 

in J&K” (ID 12, p. 3) 

Excerpt 12: 
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“Announcing a path breaking decision by the Government” (ID 11, p. 1) 

Excerpt 13: 

“It has to go in the larger interest of the people of J&K” (ID 11, p. 2) 

Excerpt 14: 

“Article 370 and 35A have given nothing but secessionism, terrorism, nepotism, and 

widespread corruption” (ID 13, p. 1) 

Excerpt 15: 

“The decision taken by the Govt. will benefit youth of Jammu and Kashmir and Ladakh” (ID 

13, p. 5) 

Excerpt 16: 

“Article 370 was originally a temporary provision […] because of article 370, the laws of 

Union of India did not apply to J&K, corruption and terrorism flourished there” (ID 12, p. 2) 

Excerpt 17: 

“It has been a stated policy of Pakistan to support article 370 and keep the youth away from 

getting into the mainstream of development and brain wash them into jihad” (ID 11, p. 3) 

Excerpt 18: 

“All the political parties with separatist ideology have vested interest to continue article 370. 

Their children do not get killed in the blood shed caused due to terrorism, hence support the 

article” (ID 11, p. 3) 

Excerpt 19: 

“We should not forget that it is the patriots of Jammu – Kashmir who are strongly opposing 

the conspiracies of Pakistan of instigating terrorism and separatism” (ID 13, p. 6) 

Excerpt 20: 

“Article 370 holds no benefits for them. It would only benefit a few elite people who want to 

keep the youth poor for ever and corner all benefits for themselves” (ID 11, p. 3) 

Excerpt 21: 

“Democracy was strangulated by the use of article 370 for 70 years” (ID 12, p. 3) 

Excerpt 22: 

“Home Minister thanked the Prime Minister for this historic step to remove this roadblock 

forever” (ID 12, p. 2) 

Excerpt 23: 
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“The people want democracy not bloodshed” (ID 11, p. 2) 

Excerpt 24: 

“Speaking on the applicability of [the] United Nations charter on India and Pakistan to J&K, 

Shri Shah said thatunder [sic] this charter, neither armed forces would violate the territorial 

integrity of [the] other country. The day in 1965 Pakistan violated this provision, the charter 

was violated” (ID 12, p. 2) 

Excerpt 25: 

“A dream which Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel had, a dream which Babasheb Ambedkar had, the 

dream shared by Shyama Prasad Mukherjee, Atalji and crores of citizens, has now been 

fulfilled.” (ID 13, p. 1) 

Excerpt 26: 

“For 70 years, people of India have harboured this aspiration in their hearts that Kashmir 

must be an integral part of India. Article 370 was the only roadblock to realize this goal” (ID 

12, p. 2) 

Excerpt 27: 

“I want to state that J&K is an inalienable part of India. There are no two versions about that” 

(ID 12, p. 2) 

Excerpt 28: 

“Today once again this House is witness to a golden day when we are going to bring J&K 

truely into India’s fold” (ID 12, p. 2) 

Excerpt 29: 

“A system which denied due rights to our brothers and sisters of Jammu, Kashmir and Ladakh” 

(ID, p. 1) 

Excerpt 30: 

“Our brothers and sisters, who believe in Indian Constitution, deserve a better life” (ID 13, p. 

6) 

Excerpt 31: 

“The life of our brothers and sisters of Jammu and Kashmir will become easier” (ID 13, p. 4) 


