





L

g B § - su v

Dedication

Dedicated to my parents with affection and reverence; without their

prayers and support I was just a wandering lark.



























CHAPTER 1

Introduction

Pak-US diplomatic relations were established in late 1947. These relations were made
stronger with the visit of Pakistan Prime Minister Liagat Ali Khan in May 1950. Since then
Pakistan's dependence is increasing by the day on the US economic and military assistance.
Subsequently, Pakistan signed a joint defense accord with US, and turned into a part of South
East Asian Treaty Organization SEATO and pro Western Treaty Organization CENTO in
1954. (Saqib, Ehsanullah. 2002, p411).

It 1s crystal clear from the fact that Pakistan's geographical position made it valuable partner
in Western alliance system in order to block the expansion of communism in this part of the
world. Pakistan’s relations with US became stronger when it signed Baghdad Pact, CENTO
and SEATO. Today the relationships of the two countries are so well-built that US considers

Pakistan as “most-allied ally” in Asia.

Because of the fragile political and economic institutions of Pakistan, the US is playing
significant role in Pakistan's political, military and economic state of affairs. Due to this
reason, the media gives special coverage to the stories associated to the US. These stories are
based on the US strategy interests in Pakistan which covers a large number of issues. The
stability of democracy in South Asian region, economic restructuring and countering
narcotics trafficking are the significant issues among them. Counter terrorism, nuclear
weapons and missile proliferation in this part of the world are the chief concerns of the US
establishment. But quite a lot of developments over the years like sanction related to
democracy and proliferation, Indo-Pak conflict over Kashmir matter, joint nuclear

confrontation and more over 9/11 fanatic attacks on US affected these concerns a lot.

Subsequent to the 9/11, the nature of Pak-US relation has been changed once for all. After
these attacks, the US built massive diplomatic pressure over Pakistan, as a result the President
of Pakistan, General Musharraf, offered the US unconditional cooperation in the war against
terror. The US president Mr. George Bush, declared Pakistan as their non- NATO
collaborator. President Musharraf’s administration, initially patronized the Taliban, but after
that he got a U-turn and sided with the US in its war against terror. President Musharraf

anticipated that his decision of taking the side of the US would be fruitful for Pakistan in
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terms of bringing more foreign aid on one hand and support to prolong his illegal military

coup on the other hand as well.

Today Pakistan is passing through a critical phase. Bomb blasts, suicide and terrorists attacks
are now common phenomena in Pakistan whereas these terms were absolutely unfamiliar to

the people of Pakistan before September 11 incident.

The Taliban have re-emerged themselves in Pakistan and Afghanistan in current years.
Military operation in Swat (Rah e Nijat) resulted in hundreds of thousands of internally
displaced person (IDPs) who were forced to go away from their homes because of the
ongoing fight between Pakistan Army and Talibans. Military operation (Rah e Hagq) is

producing the same results in the Taliban stronghold in the South and North Waziristan.

Majority of the Muslims view this war of terror is against Islam and Muslims. The target of
this war was Osama Bin Laden, but ironically he could not be captured by the Americans, but
all through this time the US- led forces executed uncountable innocent people in Afghanistan.

This brutal activity is still carrying out over there by the NATO forces.

The US illegal drone attacks hurt the sentiments of Pakistani people, because they not only
put innocent people to death but also infringe the autonomy of Pakistan on regular basis. The
Americans has to think about that how roughly US policies towards Pakistan have internally

divided this country.

Due to the US interest oriented policies; Pakistan is facing a series of suicide bombings and
much serious waves of terrorism. These policies are promoting extremism in the entire region
and at the receiving end the Pakistanis are suffering. This all has made the Pakistani people to

hate the U.S. imperialistic designs in the region.

The people of this region of the world are living in vacuum but in a media motivated world
where they are guided by the media messages. The media holds the well documented power
to influence and shape the agenda of the nation and it helps people to formulate their opinion
towards public issues. The masses not only get information regarding public issues from
media but they also become skilled at attaching importance to a topic just on the grounds of
emphasis given on it in the news media. The way news stories are placed and treated in the
newspapers provides a great number of indicators about the prominence and significance of
the issues. Television news also sets agenda by providing numerous indicators about the
salience of the issues for instance, the first and top ranked opening story in the TV news

bulletin and the amount of time given to a particular story. These cues or indicators are
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Significance of the Study

This is the media driven world. The media’s role is being acknowledged throughout the
world. People recognize the image of the world the way mass media presents it to them.
Media creates a particular type of picture of different issues in the minds of the audience. The
purpose of the current study is to find out that how Pakistani press presents the picture of the
US. The US being a world sole economic and military super power, is playing a crucial role
in Pakistan's socio-economic and military settings. The study is of vital importance,
especially in the present circumstances when Pakistan is undergoing severe socio-political
and military catastrophes and it assumes that the people of Pakistan consider the US as a
main cause behind all these upheavals. This study is noteworthy because it exposed to us that
how the US interference in Pakistan's political, economic and military affairs is portrayed by
Pakistani press. It also made known to us that either media made the US responsible for the |
present crises in Pakistan or not. The study has provided to us a clearer understanding of the
attitude of Pakistani print media towards the US. Perchance this has been the first ever

research investigation of this nature in Pakistan.
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CHAPTER 2
Literature Review

Pak-US Relations

Talking about the Pak-US relations Kronstadt (2007) assumes that democratically and
economically stable and prosperous Pakistan is considered very important to US interests.
According to him, a thriving Pakistan can play its role in combating terrorism and militancy
in a better way. He says that US top concerns in South Asia include fighting terrorism,‘
political and democratic stability of Pakistan and Afhganistan as well. According to
Kronstadt, although after 9/11, Pakistan emerged as a major ally of the US led war on terror,
but still the objectives of the US policies regarding Pakistan could not be achieved. Kronstadt
(2007) believes that US policies have neither get rid of the anti Western activists and lessen
the religious extremism in Pakistan nor have they played any role in stabilizing Afghanistan,
According to him, critics are of the view that the US should re-assess its policies which are
causing anti- US sentiments inside Pakistan. He assumes that majority of the people of
Pakistan views that the US by supporting Musharraf regime, did not contribute to strengthen
the democracy in Pakistan. |

Maliha Lodhi (2009) notes, that since the inception of Pakistan, its foreign policy has been
compelled by the pursuit for security. She is of the view that Pakistan’s sensitive
geographical position has been threatening this country with severe risk to its integrity and
cause security problems. According to her, Pakistan is not an ally of the US rather a target of
their so called war on terror. She says that, no matter its Republicans or Democrats sitting in
the US parliament, both placed Pakistan in their bad books irrespective of the fact that
Pakistan has rendered huge sacrifices in combating US sO called war against terror. Whereas
they place India in their good books and considers it as their strategic partner. On the other
hand they call Pakistan as their strategic partner but do not treat it like that. The US always.
takes UK, Israel, Afghanistan and India under confidence while designing its strategy against
war on terror but kept aside Pakistan. Maliha Lodhi, (2009) while criticizing the US, argues
that the Americans make lame claims saying that Pakistan is one of their big strategic
partners of the US. She asserts that the US can not win this war in Afghanistan with out
Pakistan’s support. So this is hypocrisy on the part of the US policies which reveal that

Pakistan is its target, not an ally, she believed.



Asif Haroon, (2009) argues that the US not only has concern about the security of its own
country but also the security of Israel, Afghanistan and even India as well. But it least bother

about the security concerns of Pakistan.

Talking about the US non-proliferation agenda towards South Asia, Maliha Lodhi, (2009)
noted that although the motivation for proliferation always came from India but ironically the
US penalized Pakistan and imposed different sanctions and penalties on it. She evaluated that
when India did its nuclear explosion in 1974, awkwardly it was Pakistan that became the

victim of the US non-proliferation policy.

She sates that the United States’ non-proliferation rules like Symington Amendent 1976 that

was amended later on as Glenn Amendment 1977, called for providing military and economic

assistance to any state that attain nuclear technology after 1976. She concluded that when
India acquired reprocessing means of nuclear technology, it was debarred from the sphere of
such non-proliferation laws of the US. She asserts that because of such double standards of
the US, the intellectuals believe that denuclearization of Pakistan is the veiled target of the

US alliance.

The axis which is comprised on United States, Great Britain, Israel, India and Afghanistan,
has possessed Pakistan under the trap of friendship in order to denuclearize it. Asif Haroon,
(2009) believes that this axis wants to apply its hidden agenda to weaken and destabilize

Pakistan n order to turn it into a vassal state, so that they could capture its nukes.

The geographic and strategic location made Pakistan crucial for the US. The US can not win
war on terror in Afghanistan with out the help of Pakistan. Smith (2009) notes, that Pakistan
is one of the crucial partnérs of US in this so called war against terror. The US wants to have
a long-term relationship with Pakistan and these relations are not confined to military aspect
alone, but also finding ways to accelerate economic and social development programs in
Pakistan. He believes that US tries hard to find ways so that it could show the worth of Pak-

US strategic relations to Pakistani people.

Maliha Lodhi (2009) argues that both states want to achieve their national objectives,
therefore recognize the crucial importance of each other. She is of the view that the US
security objectives to defeat terrorism and stabilize Afghanistan can not be achieved without
the pivotal cooperation of Pakistan. According to her, importance of Pakistan goes beyond
that because it is the second largest Muslim nation of the world and moreover a newest

nuclear power. The US considers Pakistan very crucial as it has to play a vital role in




eradicating extremism (as a major cooperator of US troops), strengthen democracy and

building healthy relations between the Western and Islamic world.

The extra ordinary cooperation of Pakistan to US has never been witnessed ever in the
history. Pakistan has provided major support for the US after 9/11 terrorist attacks on United
States.  Kronstadt (2007) argues that, after these attacks Pakistan offered unmatched
cooperation to the US by permitting it to use the military bases of the country so that it could
fight against terrorism, helping the US to identify and control extremism and to block the

financing of terrorists.

On the other hand, Pakistan has fought several wars against India over Kashmir dispute but
the US has never extended any help to resolve this issue. Shujah Nawaz (2009) suggests that
the US has to play its role to eradicate tension between Pakistan and India by resolving the

sticky Kashmir 1ssue.

Most of the intellectuals of Pakistan are of the view that US driven policies are the root cause
of the problem for Pakistan. Asif Haroon (2009) notes that the US neither wants Pakistan to
become a failed state nor it let Pakistan to prosper politically and economically because
Pakistan would then start pursuing self-determine foreign policy. He believes that the US
always tries to weaken Pakistan, so that it remains dependent upon the US and consequently

submissive to India.

Asif Haroon (2009), view that President Obama is not different than his predecessors. He has
the same US imperialistic agenda to follow. He says that Obama’s administration just wants
to shelter US interests in South Asia and even in Middle East. Therefore he has sent more
troops to Afghanistan and consequently physically intervening into Pakistan’s sovereignty.
He is of the view that the US should not sideline Afghan Pashtuns and Taliban because they
had effectvely ruled over Afghanistan till they were ousted forcibly by the United States

itself.

WorldPublicOpinion.org (a website) conducted a survey from 21 countries which consisted
of 64 percent population of the world. The survey was conducted in largest nation of the

world like China, Indonesia, India, and Pakistan etc.

The population of the survey was asked about the US whether it is mutually supportive in its
relations with other states or not. So 59 percent of them respond in favor of the US that it is
supportive and cooperative in its relations with other states, whereas 30 percent said that the

US is not co operative with them.
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FINDINGS
Finding 1

The finding 1 suggests that the daily Dawn framed the US in a more positive way than
negative. The t and p value indicate that the difference between the means of two groups is
highly significant. (T-test= 20.791,p= 0.000 for positive coverage and t-test= 17.016, p=

0.000 for ncgative coverage).

Table: 1. Coverage of the daily Dawn from Nov.1%, 2009 to Jan. 31* 2010

Hard & Soft News | N | Mean Df [ Sig.(2 tailed)

Positive 92 8201 91 0.000

Negative 92 7609 91 0.000
















Finding 6

coverage).

Table: 6. Comparison of the framing of three dailies in Jan. 2010

N Mean Sig.
Positive  Daily Dawn 31 7097 .001
Daily News 31 2258
- Daily Nation 31 9355
Total 93 6237
Negative Daily Dawn 31 3871 .002
Daily News 31 5484
o Daily Nation | 31 1.0645
o Total 9 6667

28

The finding unveils the comparison among the three newspapers concerning the portrayal of
%\' the US. The review of the mean suggests that the daily Dawn presented the image of the US
in a positive way. On the contrary, the daily News and the daily Nation portrayed the US
image negatively. The difference between coverage of the US amid the three newspapers is

significant. (anova, F= 7.83,p 0.001 for positive coverage and F=6.604, p=0.002 for negative












































































































