
Introduction:

            In the last couple of months, Saudi Arabia has been subjected to a wave of fierce attack from giant western media outlets, especially the American ones such as The Washington Post and The New York Times newspapers and many others. This attack comes after news of the killing of the Saudi journalist Jamal Khashoggi inside the Saudi consulate in Istanbul, Turkey, have swept all over the world. Given how bizarre the incident was, as well as its recency and huge impact on the image and reputation of the Saudi government and people, the paper produces a thorough analysis of the phenomenon is critical to realize its extent and depth in the sense of both its function and results. Indeed, there is a set of linguist practices that help shape a broad and informative false ideas that very well imbued with pure political acts.
           In this paper, however, the focus will exclusively be on selective tweets sent by Karren Attiah, senior American journalist and editor in The Washington Post. Attiah was one of the most vocal voices driving and inspiring the public to get a stance against Saudi Arabia and its crown prince, His Royal Highness Prince Mohammed bin Salman (or MBS, as he has been known in western media prior to the incident). The analysis takes the form of direct, critical commentary, primarily relying on Fairclough's theoretical framework which is based on the text, discursive and sociocultural practice. 
            This paper argues that Twitter has recently become a space for indiscriminate condemnation and that those who have the proper knowledge of making the most efficient use of it are those who have the power over the public.



"It’s easy to get lost in the grief and outrage over Trump siding Saudi regime that thinks nothing of butchering peaceful journalists in consulates. But hope is not all lost. Congress must act, and the American people can still help."
In this tweet, Karen Attiah uses a way of discourse known for creating a certain image of an entity, whether the entity be a person, a group, an establishment, a government or even a country. That image-making is in essence a reproduction of some reality but with the involvement of specific ideological or political agenda. The result is, specially for widely uncritical audiences, an easily grasped idea (and equally false). Her use of the words 'journalists' and 'consulates' in the plural form instead of the singular, does not simply come in the context of deforming Saudi Arabia's reputation in the international scene, but rather gives an implication that what has happened to Khashoggi is something usual and practiced regularly on the behalf of the Saudi government. Of course, the audience does not necessarily have to absorb this implication literally, but the implication stands still and conveys the aimed message with linguistic efficiency. The last part of the tweet, in which Attiah urges the Congress and encourages the American people to act according to her objectives, uncovers the ultimate goal behind this tweet, but at the same time, makes it legitimate and morally unquestionable.

"Congress must investigate Trump’s and Jared Kushner's financial dealings with Saudi Arabia and Mohammed bin Salman and resulting conflicts of interest. MbS once reportedly bragged about having Kushner “in his pocket”" 
The political goal that drives Attiah becomes even clearer within this tweet. In order for this to be clear, it is of grave importance to understand the political scene in democratic societies in general and in the United States in particular. Political players invest in all that could be of benefit to gain public sympathy and better political position; media is one excellent example. In the case of the United States, the long historical feud between the Democratic party on the one hand and the Republican party on the other, finds its way through almost all the news that make the local headlines, let alone an incident that provoked global media turmoil and international interest. Attiah, being a prominent journalist in a newspaper that has historically been identified with the democratic party, and being herself at the opposition side of the American president Donald Trump, a republican, and his entire administration and party, will surely have all the reasons to use the incident rather politically. When we view this tweet in its exact social and political context, we see that Attiah uses His Royal Highness the Crown Prince's name only as secondary element in the tweet, or as mere catalyst. She directs the attention to both Trump and his senior advisor Kushner to reassert what the Washington Post, along with other high-profile Democratic newspapers have been asserting, that Trump and Kushner have personal financial relations in Saudi Arabia, Russia and other countries that may be at odds with the national interest of the United States and the American people.

"There is talk that the Saudis may choose a woman ambassador (Princess Reema) to come to Washington. Women shouldn’t be used to whitewash brutality Especially as long as Saudi Arabia is jailing, torturing, + sexually abusing women’s rights activists."
This tweet is better understood in light of contemporary Western culture, in which feminism and women's rights movements are prospering and, at least in the United States, are relying on massive acknowledgment and support by various institutions as well as liberal celebrities and intellectuals including those who are members of or voters for the Democratic party. While the struggle to improve women's conditions even in Western societies is real, it has, however, always been a ground for pure political conflict as well as discourse exchange. The extent to which this conflict has reached may be described as "language wars" if we are to borrow Jeff Lewis's concept. In the modern age, language wars are conducted through the mass media which involves constantly changing signs and signifiers that are adapted and sometimes revived to serve as tools of meaning (Lewis, 2005). Attiah, by engaging in these circumstances, neglects the recently-made efforts by the Saudi government regarding women's rights. In fact, some of those efforts and decisions were so significant to the point that they were described as 'historical' by many news outlets, including American ones; most notably was the decision to allow women to issue driving licenses and drive by themselves. However, this neglection is not a matter of ignorance, given Attiah's position as senior editor and journalist, as well as her professional focus on the middle east region; but it is rather a matter of deliberate linguistic choice. By starting the tweet with mere rumors, she jumps to virtual defending of women to portray the Saudi government as a brutal one which is in favor of 'using' women to its own ends.


Conclusion 
[bookmark: _GoBack]         It is evident that Twitter is of great influence in the political sphere, without regard to wither or not it serves just causes and legitimate public demands. It has shown throughout the paper that Twitter virtually enables all sorts of discourses to broaden their reception range, as seen in the case of Attiah's tweets, which not only caused unmeasurable damage but rather attracted more sympathizers over time.
         The paper has portrayed how Twitter, being popular and easy-to-access space of discourse exchanged, has -and remains to be- a virtual political tool to affect people's feelings and attitudes.
          Indeed, it should always be taken into consideration that the lack of -and the need for- a professional and organized media counter-attack effort has contributed greatly in placing the kingdom in a compromising position. Such professionalism was unfortunately missing from the scene, allowing the whole situation to be that of single-sided offense.
           
