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Abstract 

This paper is a corpus critical discourse analysis of the journalistic representations of Saudi women as they 
appear in the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA) (Davies, 2008). It follows a sociocognitive 
approach (van Dijk, 2008) to explore the thematic foci discussing issues related to Saudi women and to discuss 
the discursive strategies implemented to propagate such issues. The study has reached four findings. First, the 
thematic foci related to Saudi women are textually and referentially coherent as they were meant to provide a 
grand narrative underlying a specific context model. Second, Saudi women are negatively represented as no 
social roles are ascribed to them throughout the corpus. Third, different social actors are also represented 
alongside Saudi women to put them in a wider socio-cultural context to aggravate their problems. Finally, the 
most effective discursive strategies which mediated the running context model included victimization, 
categorization, stereotyping, normalization, and exaggeration. 
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1. Introduction 

Language is a social phenomenon mostly studied in social, historical, political and cultural contexts. Context 
simply refers to the background of some state of affairs expressed by a discourse type whose structure, style and 
content are influenced accordingly. Discourse is both constituent and constitutive of its context, and the 
properties of a context can be inferred from variation in discourse (van Dijk, 2008, p. 4). Discourse in general 
and journalistic discourse in particular shapes the public opinion, frames common ideologies and records social 
practices at a given time. That is, news report schemata in the press have a special context that places events in 
their political, social or historical contexts (van Dijk, 1988).  

Literature shows that Saudi society has been described as a sexist country mostly dominated by patriarchal 
values. Recently, Saudi women witnessed an unprecedented wave of changes markedly represented by some 
initiatives for empowering women such as securing their employability and allowing them to drive publicly. 
However, the discourse addressing issues related to Saudi women did not receive proper attention in the field of 
critical discourse studies. And since any social phenomenon cannot be explored in isolation as it is influenced by 
different contexts, the study seeks to conduct a corpus critical discourse analysis of the journalistic discourse 
propagating the reasons which render Saudi women as a focus on interest in the news section in the Corpus of 
Contemporary American English (COCA). It seeks to answer three questions: (a) what are the various 
co-referential keywords of Saudi women in COCA? (b) What are the thematic foci related to Saudi women and 
their co-referential keywords? (c) What are the discursive strategies employed in addressing such themes? 

To answer these questions, the study adopts a sociocognitive approach (van Dijk, 2008) as a methodological 
framework which draws on the idea that discourse participants develop ‘context models’ based on specific 
sociocultural knowledge which has psychological basis. Context is decoded with reference to linguistic, social 
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and cognitive aspects of discourse which is governed by a set of discursive strategies. The basic approach 
adopted in this study combines both quantitative (COCA-based) and qualitative methods (socio-cognitive 
approach). Hence, the significance of this study is that it explores the way journalistic discourse could mediate a 
specific context model, through discursive strategies, regarding the much-debated sociopolitical shifts underlying 
gender policies and power relations in Saudi Arabia. 

The rest of the paper is divided into five sections. Section (2) provides a review of related studies addressing 
women-related issues in the Saudi context. Section (3) discusses the theoretical framework of study which is 
drawn from critical discourse analysis (CDA) and van Dijk’s sociocognitive approach (2008). Section (4) 
discusses the study methodology in terms of data compilation and the procedure of analysis. Section (5) analyzes 
the compiled data. Section (6) lists the findings of the study and relates them to the study questions. 

2. Literature Review 

Although Saudi Arabia has taken major steps to change the stereotypical image of Saudi women in the last few 
years, few linguistic studies have documented and analyzed the discourse addressing women-related issues. Most 
of these studies have taken up a wider linguistic perspective as they explored the drastic changes in Arab media 
discourse in relation to taboos such as religion, governance, and gender (Lahlali, 2011), the representation of 
women in Arab media (Lida & Avoine, 2016; Obeidat, 2002; Sakr, 2002), the representation of Islam and 
Muslims in electronic forums (Törnberg & Törnberg, 2016), and the image of Arabs in the American press 
(Shousha, 2010). 

A survey of the literature of corpus critical discourse studies (CDS for short) addressing gender issues, especially 
those related to women, in the Saudi context shows that few studies were conducted in this regard. Most of these 
studies focused on specific issues such as the ban on women driving (Alenazy, 2017; Aljarallah, 2017; Altoaimy, 
2018), the representation of gender, social power, identity options and cultural elements in EFL textbooks in 
Saudi Arabia (Al Jumiah, 2016; Aljuaythin, 2018; Alshammri, 2017; Sulaimani, 2017), women-related posts on 
Saudi blogs (Al Maghlouth, 2017), and more specifically the representation of Saudi women in the British 
newspapers (Bashatah, 2017) and the Saudi newspapers (Al Hejin, 2012; Kurdi, 2014). In what follows, we 
report on the key findings of the studies which addressed the different topics related to Saudi women in 
journalistic discourse.  

Al Hejin (2012) investigated the representations of Muslim women in BBC News and Arab News (2001–2007) 
from a critical discourse perspective. The two newspapers represented contrastive emic and etic perspectives 
over the image of Muslim women. The study focused on four semantic macrostructures: war, conflict and 
violence, crime, religious spectrum and hijab. Data analysis drew on different approaches including 
dialectical-relational, sociocognitive, and socio-semantic approaches. Findings showed that the representations 
of Muslim women in the two news sources are markedly problematic. The BBC news was much more concerned 
with the semantic macrostructures of conflict and crime, while the Arab News focused on Muslim women’s 
achievements in different areas. The hijab discourse was more prominent in the BBC News, and it was realized 
through negative prosody. 

Bashatah (2017) explored the representation of Saudi women in four British newspapers—liberal and 
conservative—published between 2005–2013, using a model of news framing proposed by Entman (1993). The 
study was limited to two thematic foci, protests against driving ban and the 2012 London Olympics, based on 
five frames: conflict, human interest, morality, economy and attribution of responsibility as represented in both 
written texts and photographs. Findings revealed that the most dominating frames are conflict and human interest. 
Saudi women were negatively portrayed, thereby complying with the British ideological stance toward Muslim 
women and Orientalism. Photographs were generally unrelated to the raised topics. The four newspapers were 
reported to have different foci regarding the same issues which would affect identity construction, ideology 
establishment, and decision making. 

Based on this literature review, it could be argued that no study conducted a comprehensive corpus-based 
thematic analysis of the issues related to Saudi women. Most of the studies reviewed in this section were much 
concerned with specific themes identified in advance. Furthermore, COCA has never been explored in terms of 
how the US newspapers evaluate gender and power relations in Saudi Arabia.  

3. Theoretical Framework 

This section discusses the theoretical framework of the present study. It first provides an overview of the position 
of women in Saudi Arabia. Second, it explains the approach of corpus-based CDA. Finally, it explains the tenets 
of sociocognitive approach (van Dijk, 2008). 
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3.1 Women in Saudi Arabia 

Saudi Arabia is commonly perceived as the most conservative Arab Islamic country adhering to the Wahhabi 
doctrine of Islam. Wahhabism is a religious movement whose teachings and interpretations of Islam controlled 
all aspects of life in Saudi Arabia for decades, and have been critically recontextualized in meta-Wahhabi 
discourses (Salama, 2011a). This movement triggered many debates over its tenets. For instance, it was criticized 
for enshrining intolerant perspectives toward non-Muslims (Beydoun, 2011), and for being a substitute for Islam 
(Oliver, 2003). Contrarily, it is evaluated as a movement of religious reform (Curtis, 2010). Religious teachings 
and traditions were also perceived as impediments to Saudi women who were even marginalized.  

Saudi Arabia was categorized as a ‘patriarchal belt society’ due to its state-sponsored sex segregation policy 
(Curtis, 2010). Coeducation is forbidden as boys and girls used to have separate schools and colleges, and the 
ultimate goal of women education is to equip her with a set of skills to be excellent wives and mothers (Rajkhan, 
2014). Personnel in all sectors used to work in different buildings even if they belong to the same institution. The 
guardianship system banned women to travel, marry, work, or even access healthcare without obtaining 
permission from their guardians (Hamdan, 2005). Furthermore, the ban women’s driving was internationally 
perceived as an incarnation of women’s suffering. The driving ban was officially announced after the Gulf war in 
1990. In June 2018, Saudi women were granted the right to drive their cars. Saudi authorities once faced pressure 
from international bodies to change its restrictive policy toward women in the area of sports. For instance, the 
International Olympic Committee threatened to ban Saudi Arabia from participating in the Olympics of 2012 
unless they allow women to participate.  

In economics, Saudi Arabia sought to find new revenues due to decreasing oil prices. Saudization, which 
required releasing a large number of foreign workers, was the key to do so. Therefore, women were gradually 
given the right to work since 2011. However, their representation in the labor force was not equal to men 
(Hamdan, 2005). The introduction of Vision 2030 by the new political regime led by King Salman Ibn Abdulaziz 
was meant to diversify the oil-dependent economic policy adopted by the state. This vision is expected to 
provide more chances for women to take up leadership positions, participate in all work sectors, appear in the 
public, and drive their cars.  

3.2 Critical Discourse Analysis 

Discourse simply refers to spoken and written language used in a social context for communication. It is 
exclusionary in nature as it projects a specific perspective and excludes others (Mills, 1997). Also, it is 
ideological as it is shaped by the system of beliefs, principles, habits and knowledge in a group or a society (van 
Dijk, 2001; Wodak, 2009). Any ideological stance is built around social cognitions which refer to ‘the beliefs or 
social representations that they [people] share with others of their groups or community’ (van Dijk, 2009, p. 78). 
Discourse links social cognition to social actions whose interpretation requires diverse linguistic, social, and 
cognitive realizations. Gee (2014) identifies two paths of discourse analysis (DA) research: descriptive and 
critical. Descriptive DA describes language to understand the meanings communicated through it without acting 
upon it. Critical discourse analysis (CDA) is prototypically conducted through three stages: description, 
explanation and interpretation, thereby relating discourse to context and even to cognition which mediates 
between discourse structures and social structures. It “studies the way social-power abuse and inequality are 
enacted, reproduced, legitimated and resisted by text and talk in the social and political context” (van Dijk, 2001, 
p. 466). 

The field critical discourse studies (CDS) takes at its core the analysis of the content and structure of discourse 
which is perceived as a social practice (Fairclough, 1995; van Dijk, 2001). It deals with “opaque and transparent 
structural relationships of dominance, discrimination, power and control” (Wodak, 2009, pp. 208–209). 
Understanding discourse as a social practice implies “a dialectical relationship between a particular discursive 
event and the situation(s), institution(s), and social structure(s) which frame it: the discursive event is shaped by 
them, but it also shapes them” (Fairclough & Wodak, 1997, p. 258). Wodak (2009) and van Dijk (2009) argue 
that the essence of CDS is the exploration of the linguistic structures and semantic forms which either express, 
legitimize or hide power relations, ideologies, and social injustice.  

From a methodological perspective, various critiques have been levelled at critical approaches to discourse 
analysis. CDS are claimed to be not free of subjectivity regarding the selection and analysis of data (Magalhaes, 
2006; Oprin, 2005; Stubbs, 1997). In other words, they are entrenched in qualitative analysis (Flowerdew, 2012) 
which is usually based on small data (Clark, 2007). They are also reported to draw on many theories in language 
and society which are not clearly defined (Breeze, 2011). Furthermore, CDS are criticized for being “unclear 
about its exact preferences for a particular social theory” (Slembrouck, 2001, pp. 40–41). Finally, they are 
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charged with lacking scholarly rigor and systematicity (Widdowson, 1998). One claimed solution to many of 
these problems is integrating corpus methods with CDS (Baker & McEnery, 2015; Partington, 2006; Stubbs, 
1997; Toolan, 1997). 

3.2 van Dijk’s Sociocognitive Approach 

van Dijk’s (2008) sociocognitive approach draws on the theory of social representation (Moscovici, 2000). It is 
mainly a critique of the systemic functional linguistic approach of context, evaluating the whole approach as 
being ‘a monodisciplinary enterprise, without much input from the other social sciences’ (van Dijk, 2008, p. 36). 
This approach is a multidisciplinary, integrated account of context grounded on the idea that the way discourse 
participants define the systematically relative properties of the communicative situation influencing the 
structures of text and talk. It seeks to discover the representations involved in discourse processing in terms of 
production and comprehension, taking into consideration the complex nature of discourse contexts. van Dijk 
(2008) defines context as subjective, participant constructs (or mental models) of communicative situations using 
unique discourse, socially based on specific experiences and cultural schemas and categories which control 
human’s actions in a current situation. These cultural categories include participants, time, place, action, gender, 
knowledge, attitude, ideology and goals. van Dijk (2008) offers two notions of context: inclusive (context-I) and 
exclusive (context-E). Context-I refers to a subjective mental model of communicative episode which involves 
discourse and its relevant environment (e.g., participants, discourse, knowledge, etc.), while context-E does not 
consider discourse, but it simply refers only to the communicative situation or environment which influences 
discourse. 

Methodologically, the approach is three-fold as it explores context from linguistic, social and cognitive 
perspectives which are motivated by a set of discursive strategies. On the linguistic level, it goes beyond 
semantics to discourse pragmatics with special reference to appropriacy conditions, and to stylistics with 
reference to variations in style, genre and register. The ideological structures projected through the link between 
social practices and discourse are realized through linguistic forms which “signal pragmatic properties of a 
communicative event, such as the intention, current mood or emotions of speakers, their perspective on events 
talked about, opinions about co-participants” (van Dijk, 2009, p. 106). van Dijk (2001, p. 14) maintains that 
ideological structures of a group or a society include membership devices (e.g., gender, appearance, etc.), actions, 
aims, norms and values, position, and resources. On the social level, it focuses on the social variables which 
cause participants to influence discourse structures during interaction. It considers the social context of discourse 
and the social actors producing or receiving this discourse. In this regard, Fairclough and Wodak (1997) argue 
that: 

[d]iscourse is socially constitutive as well as socially conditioned—it constitutes situations, objects of 
knowledge, and the social identities of and relationships between people and groups of people. It is 
constitutive both in the sense that it helps to sustain and reproduce the social status quo, and in the sense 
that it contributes to transforming it. Since discourse is so socially consequential, it gives rise to important 
issues of power. Discursive practices may have major ideological effects—that is, they can help produce 
and reproduce unequal power relations between (for instance) social class, women and men, and 
ethnic/cultural majorities and minorities… (p. 258) 

Contexts are regarded as ‘context models’, i.e., they are subjective representations of communicative situations. 
A context model is a reconstruction of a situation model which, being spatiotemporally limited, usually involves 
properties irrelevant to the context model. Such context models represent the relevant properties of the 
communicative environment which are largely planned, and control discourse production and comprehension. 
Moreover, they are dynamic and ongoingly updated in parallel with interaction. This is so on account of the fact 
that a pragmatic context model “controls discourse processing and adapts discourse to the social environment 
towards the (rhetorical) fulfilment of an overall communicative purpose” (Salama, 2011b, p. 107). The cognitive 
analysis of texts targets the topics addressed in discourse as they represent the macro-propositions of text 
representation and the mental model of the discourse producer or recipient. Context reflects on the implications 
and implicature of different communicative acts based on shared knowledge relevant to the current context. 
Equally important, presuppositions which suggest that a proposition is false or controversial are regarded. Texts 
are tested for having referential coherence providing that they contain mental models rendering sentences as 
sequentially coherent. Moreover, connotations of words are projected to underlie religious, social, economic, or 
political perspectives. Finally, the approach highlights that ideological stances maintained throughout texts are 
linguistically realized, but discursively motivated. Discursive practices refer to all that the discourse producer 
uses to maximize the impact of his/her message. Such practices are part of the sociocultural knowledge and are 
explained regarding the wider social context.  
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4. Methodology 

This section offers an overview of the data and rationale behind its selection, and the procedure of data analysis.  

4.1 Data 

COCA (Davies, 2008) is the Corpus of Contemporary American English which includes 560 million words in 
220,225 texts collected between 1990 and 2017. The rationale behind selecting COCA is that it is the 
most-widely used, freely-available corpus of American English. It includes different sections representing 
different types of discourse, e.g., spoken, fiction, popular magazines, newspapers, and academic texts. Since the 
present study focuses on the journalistic representations of Saudi women, data is limited to the news section 
which includes around 114 million words collected from 10 American newspapers. The corpus has not been 
updated since 2017, and it is available online at http://corpus.byu.edu/coca/. 

4.2 Procedure 

van Dijk’s sociocognitive approach (2008) offers a comprehensive processing of how gender-based ideologies 
and power relations are outlined, legitimized and established in discourse by means of discursive strategies. It 
links the linguistic, social and cognitive dimensions of discourse which is affected by the way social actors 
understand and interpret such ideologies and relations. Corpus methods are integrated with the approach to help 
with the quantitative and qualitative analysis of data.  

The analysis includes four steps. First, the COCA is investigated for the sake of deciding on the co-referential 
keywords of Saudi women. This step is followed by quantitative analysis to calculate the frequency of each 
co-referential keyword which is marked in capital letters. Second, based on the extended context (Context-I) of 
each keyword, the concordance lines are grouped into specific thematic foci. Concordance lines discussing one 
common theme are then grouped to test their referential coherence and sequence of thought. Third, the numbers 
of concordance lines are given as they appear in COCA in addition to the year in which each article was 
published, e.g., [2/2013]. If two concordance lines share the same number and year of publication, the keyword 
is also added, e.g., [2/2013 – SAUDI WOMAN]. For each group of concordance lines, Context-E (e.g., social, 
political, cultural, etc.) would be explained in relation to the social actors and their roles which form an 
interactional episode. In so doing, the context model regarding each thematic focus is clarified. Finally, 
concordance lines are analyzed on the linguistic, social and cognitive levels as described in section (3.2). Both 
the social and cognitive analysis of the texts would help in determining the discursive strategies or practices 
(mental model) used by the text producer to communicate specific images of Saudi women to the text consumer 
to interpret the underlying ideological structures and power relations.  

5. Data Analysis 

This section analyzes the data collected from the news section in COCA using quantitative (corpus as a reference) 
and qualitative (van Dijk’s sociocognitive approach) methods to provide a comprehensive analysis of the 
journalistic representations of Saudi women.  

5.1 Quantitative Analysis  

After reading into the news section of COCA regarding Saudi women issues, it is found that SAUDI WOMEN is 
the most frequent keyword. Other co-referential keywords include SAUDI WOMAN, SAUDI GIRL, and 
WOMEN IN SAUDI ARABIA (see Table 1).  

 

Table 1. Frequency of SAUDI WOMEN and its co-referential keywords in the news section in COCA 

Co-referential Keywords Frequency 

SAUDI WOMEN  26 
SAUDI WOMAN  6 
WOMEN IN SAUDI ARABIA 4 
SAUDI GIRL  3 

 

The extended context of each concordance line is explored to decide on its thematic focus propagating views and 
stances about Saudi women between 1990 and 2017. Then these lines are thematically clustered, noting that 
some lines include more than one thematic focus. Basically, four themes were identified: gender discrimination, 
dress code, male guardianship, and ban on car driving. Table 2 shows the frequency of concordance lines 
incorporating co-referential keywords as distributed over the four themes. 
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from participating in international sports contests, but it still ‘prohibits women from driving a car’. The same 
idea of self-contradiction is textually supported by the discursive strategy of categorization in lines [44/1990] as 
two categories of women are represented. The first category is US female troops participating in the Gulf war 
and who are not ‘accustomed to the strict rules the Saudis apply to the role of women’. The second category 
involves Saudi women who are not allowed to drive. 

The discursive strategies of stereotyping, victimization, and categorization could be interpreted as an endeavor, 
on the part of text producer, to reveal the inconsistency Saudi policies regarding the ban on car driving. The 
context presupposes that the ban on car driving is not justifiable. 

6. Findings and Discussion 

Having analyzed the concordance lines in which SAUDI WOMEN and its co-referential keywords are used, it 
can be argued that the sociocognitive approach to discourse analysis is methodologically effective in revealing 
the ideological stances shaping gender and power relations in Saudi Arabia. The approach addressed the thematic 
structure of news stories related to Saudi women by incorporating text-based interpretative approach with 
context-based social structure. In so doing, it helped to reveal the cognitive dimension of discourse organization 
through a set of discursive strategies. However, one caveat of the approach is that it neither regards the ideology 
of text producers nor the ideologies of the newspapers’ publishers. Moreover, though it is argued that corpus 
CDA helps to avoid subjectivity and bias regarding data selection, we here argue that concordance lines cannot 
adequately be analyzed unless being read in their full context which is missing through corpus-based analysis. 
Still, both quantitative and qualitative methods helped in the illustration of attitudes and ideologies of the social 
actors and text producers involved in mediating different issues related to Saudi women. 

Regarding the study’s first question of what are the co-referential keywords of the node SAUDI WOMEN, 
quantitative analysis showed that these co-referential keywords are SAUDI WOMAN, SAUDI GIRL, and 
WOMEN IN SAUDI ARABIA. Concerning the study second question, having read the extended context of each 
concordance line, it was found that these lines could be thematically categorized in four thematic foci: gender 
discrimination (F=14), dress code (F=13), male guardianship (F=7), and ban on car driving (F=7). These 
thematic foci were mediated through various sub-themes in which Saudi women are represented as victims of the 
society that is negatively described as being ultraconservative. Furthermore, any governmental effort to empower 
women was represented as being superficial and motivated by a desire to avoid international criticism. It was 
demonstrated that the four thematic foci addressed in this paper are referentially coherent for they form a grand 
narrative of Saudi women. Such a narrative is textually mediated via a group of expressions with negative 
connotations.  

The ideological stances regarding gender inequality and unbalanced power relations in Saudi Arabia are 
manifested through four basic socio-cultural contexts involving different social actors. The first context is Saudi 
Arabia where Saudi women are compared to Saudi men to reveal major differences among them including 
voting, having political representation, travelling abroad, appearing in the public, participating in sports, and 
driving cars. The second context is Saudi Arabia during the Gulf War where Saudi women are compared to US 
female troops and reporters who have access to all the facilities that Saudi women are deprived of. In the same 
context, Saudi women are denigratively represented as outlets to the oppressed desires of GIs soldiers who have 
difficult time in the Saudi desert. The third context is realized at a point where Saudi Arabia has been compared 
to other foreign countries, with Saudi women obliged to abide by the same strict rules of their country. The 
fourth context compares Saudi Arabia to other Muslim liberal countries where women lead better lives. The last 
context is Saudi Arabia where Saudi women are compared to American political figures visiting the kingdom. 
The aim is to highlight issues related to lack of political representation on the part of Saudi women and changing 
American political attitude toward Saudi Arabia.  

The data generally ascribed no social roles for Saudi women. Also, Saudi women are not called by their names 
except in four lines, and all of them are not celebrities. The first is line [3/2013] reporting a Saudi girl, named 
Waad Mohammed in the US, participating in a competition for memorizing the Quran. The second is line 
[9/2011] reporting a Saudi surgeon, named Samia, who is beaten because she refused to marry her cousin. The 
third line [1/2017 – SAUDI GIRL] reports a 15-year-old Saudi girl, called Rayouf Alhumedhi, participating with 
a hijab emoji in a forum for inventing emojis for social media applications. The fourth line is [5/2012] which 
reports Sharkhani, the first Saudi woman participating in the Olympics.  

In relation to the study third question of what the discursive strategies manipulated to highlight issues related to 
Saudi women, data analysis demonstrated the use of different discursive strategies while reporting on the key 
thematic foci targeting the problems of Saudi women. Understanding these discursive strategies in relation to the 
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social actors and roles helped to form a clear context model of the underlying issues. The most effective 
discursive strategies included victimization, stereotyping, categorization, exaggeration, and normalization. The 
strategy of victimization rendered Saudi women as victims of their patriarchal society, inequality policies, tribal 
values, and strict religious teachings. Stereotyping was meant to highlight a typical image of Saudi women who 
are submissive, oppressed and covered in black. The strategy of categorization sought to offer different models 
of women inside and outside Saudi Arabia. Comparisons conducted in different concordance lines were always 
in favor of non-Saudi women. To maximize the sufferings of these women, the strategy of exaggeration is 
implemented. Finally, through the strategy of normalization, all efforts exerted by Saudi decision-makers to 
empower Saudi women are evaluated as being normal or superficial since other rights are legally and socially 
confiscated.  

7. Conclusion 

The present study applied both quantitative and qualitative methods to the analysis of the COCA-based 
journalistic discourse highlighting different themes related to Saudi women. The procedure of socio-cognitive 
approach to critical discourse analysis is adopted as it integrates textual, social and cognitive analyses of 
discourse to decide on the underlying gender schema and power relations in Saudi Arabia. The approach could 
be described as thematically-oriented as it helps to frame a discourse model regarding different themes that take 
into consideration the socio-cultural context of gendered discourse. Integrating corpus-based approaches to 
critical discourse studies would help in unbiased data collection and thematic clustering. However, the data 
retrieved from COCA is limited to a timeframe starting from 1990 to 2017. The Introduction of Vision 2030 in 
2018, simply described as a groundbreaking plan for empowering Saudi women, is claimed to trigger different 
journalistic evaluations. Therefore, the present study recommends updating COCA as many political, social, and 
economic drastic changes are expected to occur, and accordingly many of the thematic foci raised through 
corpus-assisted analysis of Saudi women-related issues would change. 

Acknowledgements 

This project was supported by the Deanship of Scientific Research at Prince Sattam Bin Abdulaziz University 
under the research project 2019/02/10351.  

References 

Abu Hwaij, O. (2012). The benefits of hijab. Undergraduate Journal of Gender and Women’s Studies, 1(1), 1–6.  

Al-Ahmadi, H. (2011). Challenges facing women leaders in Saudi Arabia. Human Resource Development 
International, 14(2), 149–166. https://doi.org/10.1080/13678868.2011.558311 

Al Hejin, B. (2012). Covering Muslim women: A corpus-based critical discourse analysis of the BBC and Arab 
news. Doctor of Philosophy, Lancaster University, United Kingdom.  

Al Jumiah, A. K. (2016). Language, power, and ideology in high school EFL textbooks in Saudi Arabia. Doctor 
of Philosophy, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, New Mexico. Retrieved from 
https://digitalrepository.unm.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1056&context=educ_llss_etds  

Al Maghlouth, S. H. (2017). A Critical Discourse Analysis of Social Change in Womenrelated Posts on Saudi 
English-Language Blogs Posted between 2009 and 2012. Doctor of Philosophy, Lancaster University, 
United Kingdom. Retrieved from https://eprints.lancs.ac.uk/id/eprint/88762/1/2017almaghlouthphd.pdf  

Aldosari, H. (2017). The effect of gender norms on women’s health in Saudi Arabia. Retrieved from 
https://agsiw.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/Aldosari_Womens-Health_Online-1.pdf 

Alenazy, K. (2017). The delegitimisation discursive strategies of women’s right to drive in Saudi Arabia. Doctor 
of Philosophy, University of Essex, United Kingdom. Retrieved from 
http://repository.essex.ac.uk/22861/1/PhD%20Thesis%20Khaled.pdf  

Alhussein, E. (2014). Triangle of change: The situation of women in Saudi Arabia. Retrieved from 
https://www.files.ethz.ch/isn/181922/ef4fe5e44ede4d362d60a6804ed40437.pdf 

Aljarallah, R. S. (2017). A critical discourse analysis of twitter posts on the perspectives of women driving in 
Saudi Arabia. Master’ of Arts, Arizona State University, The United States. Retrieved from 
http://hdl.handle.net/2286/R.I.45498  

Aljuaythin, W. (2018). Gender representation in EFL textbooks in Saudi Arabia: A critical discourse analysis 
approach. International Journal of Applied Linguistics & English Literature, 7(5), 151–157. 
https://doi.org/10.7575/aiac.ijalel.v.7n.5p.151 



ijel.ccsenet.org International Journal of English Linguistics Vol. 9, No. 6; 2019 

334 

AlMunajjed, M. (1997). Women in Saudi Arabia Today. London: Macmillan. 
https://doi.org/10.1057/9780230373105 

Alomair, M. O. (2015). Female Leadership Capacity and Effectiveness: A Critical Analysis of the Literature on 
Higher Education in Saudi Arabia. International Journal of Higher Education, 4(4), 81–93. 
https://doi.org/10.5430/ijhe.v4n4p81 

Alshammri, A. F. K. (2017). Evaluating the representations of identity options and cultural elements in English 
language textbooks used in Saudi Arabia. Master’s Degree, Australia, Macquarie University. Retrieved 
from 
https://www.languageonthemove.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/Alshammri_Awatif_MRES_Thesis_fina
l.pdf  

Altoaimy, L. (2017). Driving change, 140 characters @ a time: A corpus-assisted discourse analysis of the 
Twitter debates on the Saudi ban on women driving. PhD, Carleton University, Ontario. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci7050081  

Altoaimy, L. (2018). Driving change on twitter: A corpus-assisted discourse analysis of the twitter debates on the 
Saudi ban on women driving. Social Sciences, 7(5), 1–14. https://doi.org/10.3390/socsci7050081 

Baker, P. (2006). Using corpora in discourse analysis. London: Continuum. 

Baker, P., & McEnery, T. (2015). Who benefits when discourse gets democratised? Analyzing a Twitter corpus 
around the British Benefits Street debate. In P. Baker & T. McEnery (Eds.), Corpora and Discourse Studies 
(pp. 244–265). London: Palgrave Macmillan. https://doi.org/10.1057/9781137431738_12 

Bashatah, N. S. (2017). Framing analysis of British newspaper representation of Saudi women from 2005–2013. 
Doctor of Philosophy, University of Salford, United States. Retrieved from 
http://usir.salford.ac.uk/id/eprint/42880/1/thesis%20final%206.7.17.pdf  

Beydoun, K. (2011). Fast tracking women into parliamentary seats in the Arab world. Southwestern Journal of 
International Law, 64, 63–110.  

Breeze, R. (2011). Critical discourse analysis and its critics. Pragmatics, 21(4), 493–525. 
https://doi.org/10.1075/prag.21.4.01bre 

Clark, C. M. D. B. (2007). A War of words: A linguistic analysis of BBC embedded reports during the Iraq 
conflict. In N. Fairclough, G. Cortese & P. Ardizzone (Eds.), Discourse and contemporary social change 
(pp. 119–140). Bern: Peter Lang. 

Curtis, E. E. (2010). Encyclopedia of Muslim-American history. U.S.A: Facts on File, Inc. 

Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm. Journal of Communication, 43(4), 
51–58. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1993.tb01304.x 

Fairclough, N. (1995). Critical discourse analysis: The critical study of language. London: Longman. 

Fairclough, N., & Wodak, R. (1997). Critical discourse analysis. In T. A. V. Van Dijk (Ed.), Discourse as social 
interaction (pp. 274–297). London: Sage. 

Flowerdew, L. (2012). Corpus-based discourse analysis. In J. P. Gee & M. Handford (Eds.), The Routledge 
handbook of discourse analysis (pp. 174–187). New York: Routledge. 

Gee, J. P. (2014). An introduction to discourse analysis: theory and method (4th ed.). London; New York: 
Routledge. 

Hamdan, A. (2005). Women and education in Saudi Arabia: Challenges and achievements. International 
Education Journal, 6(1), 42–64.  

Kurdi, E. (2014). Women in the Saudi press. Doctor of Philosophy, Cardiff University, United Kingdom. 
Retrieved from https://orca.cf.ac.uk/73313/12/Women_in_the_Saudi_Pres%202016%20Edited.pdf  

Lahlali, E. M. (2011). Arab media discourse - Breaking taboos. Kervan – Rivista Internazionale Di Studii 
Afroasiatici, 14(13), 157–166. 

Lida, A., & Avoine, P. A. (2016). “Deviant” women in English Arab Media: Comparing representation in Iraq, 
Saudi Arabia and Qatar. Reflexión Política, 18(36), 34–48. https://doi.org/10.29375/01240781.2651 

Magalhaes, C. M. (2006). A critical discourse analysis approach to news discourses and social practices on race 
in Brazil. DELTA, 22(2), 275–301. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0102-44502006000200003 



ijel.ccsenet.org International Journal of English Linguistics Vol. 9, No. 6; 2019 

335 

Mills, S. (1997). Discourse. London; New York: Routledge  

Moscovici, S. (2000). Social representations: Explorations in social psychology. Oxford: Blackwell. 

Obeidat, R. (2002). Content and representation of women in the Arab media. Beirut, Lebanon: EGM/MEDIA 
Retrieved from http://www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/egm/media2002/reports/EP11Obeidat.PDF. 

Oliver, H. J. (2003). The ‘Wahabi’ myth: Dispelling prevalent fallaciesand the fictitious link with Bin Laden. 
Toronto: TROID Publications. 

Oprin, D. (2005). Corpus linguistics and critical discourse analysis: Examining the ideology of sleaze. 
International Journal of Corpus Linguistics, 10(1), 37–61. https://doi.org/10.1075/ijcl.10.1.03orp 

Partington, A. (2006). Metaphors, motifs and similes across discourse types: Corpus assisted discourse studies 
(CADS) at work. In A. Stefanowitsch & S. Gries (Eds.), Corpus-based approaches to metaphor and 
metonymy (pp. 267–304). Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter. 

Rajkhan, S. F. (2014). Women in Saudi Arabia - Status, Rights, and Limitations. Master of Arts, University of 
Washington Bothell, United States. Retrieved from 
https://digital.lib.washington.edu/researchworks/bitstream/handle/1773/25576/Rajkhan%20-%20Capstone.p
df?sequence=1  

Sakr, N. (2002). Seen and Starting to Be Heard: Women and the Arab Media in a Decade of Change. Social 
Research, 69(3), 821–850.  

Salama, A. H. Y. (2011a). Ideological collocation and the recontextualization of Wahhabi-Saudi Islam post-9/11: 
A synergy of corpus linguistics and critical discourse analysis. Discourse & Society, 22(3), 315–342. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0957926510395445 

Salama, A. H. Y. (2011b). The pluralist context model in Obama's Cairo speech: A rhetorical semiotic-cognitive 
approach. ESP Across Cultures, 8, 103–124. https://dx.doi.org/10.4475/656 

Shousha, A. I. (2010). A critical discourse analysis of the image of Arabs in the American press. Doctor of 
Philosophy, Alexandria University, Egypt. Retrieved from 
https://www.awej.org/images/Theseanddissertation/AmalIbrahimShousha/amal%20ibrahim%20shousha%2
0full%20thesis.pdf  

Slembrouck, S. (2001). Explanation, interpretation and critique in the analysis of discourse. Critique of 
Anthropology, 21(1), 33–57. https://doi.org/10.1177/0308275X0102100103 

Slininger, S. (2014). Veiled omen: Hijab, religion, and cultural practice. Historia, 23, 68–78.  

Stubbs, M. (1997). Whorf’s children: Critical comments on critical discourse analysis (CDA). In A. Ryan & A. 
Wray (Eds.), Evolving models of language (pp. 110–116). Clevedon, England: BAAL in association with 
Multilingual Matters. 

Sulaimani, A. (2017). Gender Representation in EFL Textbooks in Saudi Arabia: A Fair Deal? English Language 
Teaching, 10(6), 44–52. https://doi.org/10.5539/elt.v10n6p44 

Toolan, M. (1997). What is critical discourse analysis and why are people saying such terrible things about it? 
Language and Literature, 6(2), 83–102. https://doi.org/10.1177/096394709700600201 

Törnberg, A., & Törnberg, P. (2016). Muslims in social media discourse: Combining topic modeling and critical 
discourse analysis. Discourse, Context & Media, 13, 132–142. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcm.2016.04.003 

van Dijk, T. A. (1988). News as discourse: L. Erlbaum Associates. 

van Dijk, T. A. (2001). Critical discourse analysis. In D. Schiffrin, D. Tannen & H. E. Hamilton (Eds.), The 
handbook of discourse analysis (pp. 349–371). USA; UK: Blackwell Publishers Inc. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470753460.ch19 

van Dijk, T. A. (2008). Discourse and Context: A Sociocognitive Approach. Cambridge University Press. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511481499 

van Dijk, T. A. (2009). Society and Discourse: How Social Contexts Influence Text and Talk. Cambridge 
University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511575273 

Widdowson, H. (1998). The theory and practice of Critical Discourse Analysis. Applied Linguistics, 19(1), 136–
151. https://doi.org/10.1093/applin/19.1.136 

Wodak, R. (2009). What CDA is about- a summary of its history, important concepts and its development. In R. 



ijel.ccsenet.org International Journal of English Linguistics Vol. 9, No. 6; 2019 

336 

Wodak & M. Meyer (Eds.), Methods for critical discourse analysis (pp. 1–14). London: Sage. 
https://doi.org/10.4135/9780857028020.n1 

 

Copyrights 

Copyright for this article is retained by the author, with first publication rights granted to the journal. 

This is an open-access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution 
license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 


