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strategic issues between U.S and Pakistan. According to Nasr Gen. Kiyani made it clear to White
House that U.S was not going to win the war in Afghanistan as Afghanistan has a long history of
devouring empires. He asked the U.S to make a comprehensive strategy by which they could
respectably quit Afghanistan while keeping it a safe place for the neighboring countries. Kiyani’s
counsel basically gave a silent message that they should leave without doing any more damage
on their way out than for what they have alteady done. This seemed to be ubiquitous sentiments
across the region. No one bought our argument for sending=g more troops into Afghanistan, and
no one was buying our argument for leaving. It seemed everybody was getting used to
directionless America.” (Nasr, 2014)Mr. Nasr while discussing U.S global leadership notion
discusses, that the continuous tactical operations never make a clear strategy of global
leadership. There is the image of a world power weary, most evidently from the part of the
world where it has been most deeply involved. Nasr gives insight into the professional
relationship of former Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton and President Obama. He
asserts that the foreign office had reach to the president only because of the intelligent approach
of Hillary Clinton. He makes us understand the belligerent relationship that had developed
between Mr. Holbrooke and the White House, which was the outcome of the theoretical
dissimilarities and clash of personalities and opposing ideas about how to bring the war in

Afghanistan to an end.

Nasr analyzes that the White House movement against the State Department, especially
Holbrooke, was at times a drama of the absurd. Most of the times, Richard Holbrooke was not
part of the Obama’s video consultations with President Hamid Karzai of Afghanistan. And was
usually left out when Obama met the President of Afghanistan. Mr. Nasr says, that the white
house disliked dropping Af-Pak to the State Department and that was the primary cause it was on
a uneasy terms with Holbrooke. He was like a rock in the way of the white house and security
agencies who wanted to drive issues their way in Afghanistan and Pakistan. Holbrooke never lost
ground to white house or its advisers on important issues on which he himself was appointed as
an official. These incidences as stated by Nasr clearly depict that white house and its related
departments were themselves weren’t sure about thé policies that they had in mind for war on
terror. Even after openly admitting the difficult circumstances inside Obama administration Nasr
goes on to accuse Pakistan in a subtle way of the situation that was not suitable to U.S. While

discussing about Pakistan and its relations with Taliban Nasr maintains the opinion that even

















































7
N A

(¢

)

34

argumentation on Pakistan’s national security issues or security agencies. One of the Washington
post’s article while making argument on the story of Bin Laden who was caught from
Abbottabad, Pakistan ,was in fact backed by the ISI and was kept in custody the article goes ‘At
least two key parts of Hersh’s bin Laden story have found a notable public backer. Carlotta Gall,
who spent 12 years covering Afghanistan and Pakistan for the New York Tifmes, wrote

Tuesday that while reporting a book, she learned from a “high-level member” of the Pakistani
intelligence service that the Pakistanis-had been hiding and protecting bin Laden. She also said
that a Pakistani army officer had indeed told the CIA where bin Laden was. Her article — which
Hersh eagerly highlights — was the first time she went public with these claims.’ (Farhi, 2015).
In another article by The Washington post the newspaper discussed Pakistan and its security
agencies from a retired Pakistani spy chief who admitted facts in an interview with Al Jazeera. It
was scheduled to air in April, and stated that Pakistan's military intelligence agency ISI, has
probably knew of bin Laden's location. Lt- Gen. Asad Durrani, who headed the ISI in the early
1990s, was speaking to Al-Jazeera's Mehdi Hassan, host of its "Head to Head" program.’
(Tharoor, 2015). In another article of Washington Post the writer while quoting Gall portrays the
image of Pakistan’s military Generals as the US journalist Carlotta Gall shreds the Pakistani
general’s blueprint in her book “The Wrong Enemy” by arguing that Pakistan was responsible
for the violence in Afghanistan and for its own cynical, hegemonic reasons.” (Chaudhry, 2014).
Talking about Kaﬁlan’s book ‘Monsoon’ Shashi Tharoor writes in Washington post, under the
topic of ‘A Pakistani dissident who claims that India was the role model for South Asia and
called for open borders, while denounces his own nation i.e. Pakistan is itself a fall foul of of
contract. (Tharoor S. , 2010) it is very interesting to note that here Tharoor mentions what
somebody says in Pakistan about the state of Pakistan but does not mentions Maoist rebels and
Kashmiri’s who have been fighting for their rights since partition. At another article in NYT
where Ravi Sumaiya argues that Pakistan’s relationship to Al Qaeda, and the idea that they had
knowledge of Osama bin Laden’s last hiding place was in its borders, was covered up rather
censored from the front page of about 9,000 copies of the International New York Times in
Pakistan, which was apparently removed by a local paper that has a partnership to distribute The
Times. it further.d'eclares that the article by Carlotta Gall, explored the compficated relationship
between Pakistani authorities and militant Islamic extremism — which its powerful spy agency,

Inter-Services Intelligence, has long been accused of supporting with the aim of furthering its
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own strategic interests.” (somaiya, 2014). Thus, making it conceivable to the reader that
authorities in Pakistan were hands in gloves with Al Qaeda. NYT in another article discussing
Indian Ocean comments on Pakistan as ‘Those (like Pakistan and Myanmar) where authoritarian
governments which seek to impose order on diverse populations which remain precariously
prone to radicalization, instability, violence and the possibility of internal collapse, external
meddling or both.” (Friedberg, 2010), therefore making it easy for the reader to believe that
Pakistan and Myanmar ( where thousands of Rohingayas get killed) is dangerous place not India
where thousands die in religious violence. On another point NYT’s writer Cockburn writes about
Pakistan’s army as, Gall’s book was so convincing because of the way in which her personal
experience of Afghanistan and Pakistan enabled her to gather together the evidence for revealing
that Pakistan military was in control of the Taliban’. The study tells us that these newspapers
used an argumentative style in proving Pakistan a dangerous place, and also attempted to prove
that ISI and the Pakistan army are the main culprits in war on terror. Seth G. Jones in NYT
writes an article making an argument about Pakistan’s and its involvement in cross border
terrorism by saying that United States intelligence assessments argues that the agents from
Pakistan’s chief spy organization, the Directorate for Inter-Services Intelligence, or ISI, were

deliberately involved in planning the attack. (JONES, 2014).

4.1.2 Rbhetorical Figures:

Rhetorical figures denote hyperbolic enhancement of their negative actions (IS,
Pakistan) and our positive actions; denials, understatements of ‘our negative actions (Van Dijk,
1993). The articles of The New York Times, The Washington Post and The Wall Street Journal

are analyzed through CDA method. Different types of rhetorical figures are examined in these

articles.

The study found that The New York Times rhetorical figures such as ‘a searing expos¢ of
Pakistan’s involvement in the Afghan war’ (JONES, 2014) and ‘the ISI in such a high-profile
attack illustrates one of the most ignominious undercurrents of the war in Afghanistan’ (JONES,
2014) shows that the focus of these articles is Pakisf.e‘m and-its security agencies (ISI) and that
they are playing double game with U.S. Another article in NYT discusses Gall and her story
writes, ‘Richard C. Holbrooke, the United States special representative to Afghanistan and

Pakistan, who said: “We may be fighting the wrong enemy in the wrong country.” He was
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suggesting that America’s real opponent was the ISI and the Pakistan Army.’ (Cockburn, 2014).

The study shows that a specific kind of rhetoric is used in all these articles which portray
a negative and suspicious image of ISI and Pakistan. The NYT articles go on discussing ISI, ‘For
all the efforts of the ISI to hide Pakistani intervention in Afghanistan’. This shows that Pakistan
is sponsoring terrorism in Afghanistan. tge rhetoric in the study is important as it shows the way
the issue is being discussed by the writers and the newspapers. The study shows that all the
articles which wanted to prove Pakistan as negative player came up with extreme opposition to
not just IST but the generals of Pakistan as well. Phrases like ‘ISI’s continuing connection to Al
Qaeda’ (Cockburn, 2014) show how the U.S media depicts Pakistan’s and its stance on war on
terror. These phrases, as the study shows, also exaggerate the role of ISI and Pakistan in the
region. The sentences like and words like ‘Plainclothes intelligence agents smashed open the
door of her hotel room and seized her notebooks, computer and cellphone’ makes the role of ISI
suspicious and negative. The same article goes on to portray the image of ISI as an agency that
masters the killing of journalists by saying’ Saleem Shahzad, who wrote extensively about
militancy and the ISI, was found dead in 2012 after being detained by intelligence agency
personnel’ (Cockburn, 2014) he further adds to the line while not making it ambiguous filat ‘He
was killed on the orders of Pakistan’s most senior generals’ (Cockburn, 2014). On Pakistan’s
involvement in Afghanistan the study found the rhetoric as ‘Pakistan has masterminded the
insurgency in Afghanistan’ (Cockburn, 2014). The study found that NYT exaggerates the points
more than other newspapers. On the other hand WSJ does not cover much from Gall or Kaplan.
The Washington post while discussing ISI and the case of Bin Laden uses words as “Pakistan’s
notorious military agency, known as ISI” (Tharoor 1. , 2015). The words like ‘The ISI, of course,
has played a double game for some time’ depict Pakistan as not serious in eliminating the Al

Qaeda or Taliban from the region.

4.1.3 Lexical Style

In the lexical style the use of negative words and phrases by the newspapers were
analyzed. The articles of NYT and Washington used different negative words to show negative
image of ISI.words such as terrorist, militant, radical, double game, expose , cruel ,insurgent,
inhumane, killing, relentless, rage, rebel ,Taliban , Al Qaeda, bombing, attack, notorious were

used to describe ISI and its negative role. To project a negative image of ISI words like double
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extremists, and Pakistani journalists have been beaten or murdered-in attacks that some claim

have involved national security or intelligence forces.” (somaiya, 2014).
4.3.3 Pro Kaplan
The research shows that only one article was found pro Kaplan .
4.3.4  AntiUS

The study found that no article was anti US. It is evident that none of the articles cticised US or

its foreign policy or national security in any of the newspapers.
4.3.5 Anti-Pakistan

The study shows that number of articles in NYT and few in Washington post and WSJ
were anti Pakistan. The research shows that NYT focused more on Pakistan as compared to WSJ
and the Washington Post. The articles against Pakistan stated that Pakistan’s relationship to Al
Qaeda, and its knowledge of Osama bin Laden’s hiding place in its borders, was censored from
the thusand copies of the International New York Times in Pakistan (somaiya, 2014). Somaiya
further statés that Pakistan was a dangerous place for reporters, with at least 46 being killed in
the last decade, this was reported by the Committee to Protect Journalists, which is an advocacy
group (somaiya, 2014) . Another article that writes about Carlotta Gall being attacked in her
hotel room in 2006 by agents of the I.S.I. and her gadgets being seized’ (Choi, 2014). It is stated
that America has failed to understand and confront Pakistan about its support for terrorists in
Afghanistan’ (somaiya, 2014). ‘I share in my book how the Pakistani intelligence works. They
give guidelines to journalists and editors that say, “You will not talk about that,” or, “You will
emphasize this rather than that.”” And then there are certain things that they all know are difficult
to write about, such as Pakistan’s nuclear capability, support for the Taliban or criticism of the
military’ (Choi, 2014). Choi writes about how Pakistan has made Taliban and is still controlling
them in order to control Taliban and have their influence on Afghanistan. In the article Choi says
that the Taliban’s have not finished and Pakistan has not given up. They’re obsessed with
controlling Afghanistan through a proxy, and have done a nasty battle of bombings and killings
in Kabul’ (Choi, 2014). In another article of NYT Gall and Farouq depict a scene of shelling, and

military forces firing mortars on villages in which a woman was killed (Carlotta Gall, 2014). In
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an article of The Washington Post Ishaan Tharoor writes that the Abbottabad commission report
made it clear that ‘gross incompetence’ led to ‘ collective failure’ (Tharoor I. , 2015). The same
article by Ishaan says that the former DG ISI Asad Durrani accepted it that there was gross
negligence on Pakistan’s part and that he cannot rule out the possibility that the top military

command in Pakistan knew the whereabouts of Osama Bin Laden.

4.3.6 Anti Kaplan
The study shows that.there were no Anti Kaplan articles in the leading three newspapers.

4,3.7 Anti Gall

The research found that no article in The New York Times, The Washington post and
The Wall street journal was found Anti Gall. Which means no article mentioned Gall in a

negative way.
4.4 Agenda setting in the articles

As mentioned that media sets agenda for the wider public, the study explores three forms
of agenda setting: first level, second level and inter-media agenda. In McComb’s view the
agenda setting theory tells the audience ‘what to think about’ (E.McCombs & Shaw, 1972). The
study examines how the leading US newspapers set agenda for the public. For this purpose the

content and headlines of the articles were analyzed.
4.4.1 First Level Agenda

In order to analyze which of the articles of these newspapers fulfilled the criteria of first
level agenda setting, the content and the headlines of the articles were focused. The articles of
The New York Times , The Washington Post and The Wall street journal found phrase and
words as ‘A Reporter Analyzes the Driving Role of Pakistan in the Afghan War’ (JONES, 2014),
“Times Report on Al Qaeda Is Censored in Pakistan’ (somaiya, 2014), another title of The New
York Times say ‘What Pakistan Knew About Bin Laden’ (Gall C. , What Pakistan Knew about
bin Laden, 2014), ‘In Shift, Pakistanis Fleeing War Flow Into Beleaguered Afghanistan’
(Carlotta Gall, 2014). The study found phrase as , ‘the main intelligence arm of the Pakistan

military, which was determined to hide its close relations with the Taliban’ (Cockburn, 2014),
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Qaeda, attacking journalists, lurking in the dark , supporting madrassas were the words that
exaggerated the way ISI and Pakistan were portrayed. This shows the negative stance of both
newspapers. The story telling was constructed on OBL’s case and ISI’s involvement in
Afghanistan. Most of the articles of NYT were written in political context, discussing how US
say Pakistan as an ally on war on terror but how ISI turned out to be playing double game with
US. It also states how the CIA officials came to know about Pakistan’s negative role in the

region and how the CIA officials were sent to meet Pakistani authorities.

All these phrase and depict Pakistan as being part of the problem and US as the solution.
The articles written in the social context use the words such as crying women and children,
people forced out of their home, bombing villages, firing killing journalists , torturing journalists,
poor people dying, keeping watch on people and foreign reporters, portray Pakistan and its
agencies as making people hostages. Few articles in the historical context were found discussing
how Mujahedeen who later turned into Taliban were supported by ISI, how through different
phases of history the terrorist received support from ISI-and Pakistan and how US never came to
know about it. There were words used by NYT and Washington post’s journalists for each other
in Inter-media agenda setting context, the words were, ‘Gall supports Hersh’s point’, ‘Gall was

punched by the ISI officials’.

Thus the study found that both NYT and Washington post supported the stance of
Carlotta Gall and not the stance of Robert D. Kaplan. Both newspapers exaggerated the role
played by Pakistan’s national agency and discussed Pakistan’s national security issues in a
negative way. The study also shows that the national 'sécurfty issues were given more importance
by NYT and less by Washington post. The social issues also discussed about the suffering of

people and journalists at the hand of Pakistan’s security agencies.
5.1 Conclusion

Media plays an important role in circulating information to the public. It does not just
transfers the information from one place to another but it also presents the information with
specific meaning and agenda as it is elaborated by Mc Comb and Van Dijk. In this chapter | have
made an attempt to concisely bring in words the finding of the research. The status of the articles

of The New York Times, Washington post and The Wall street journal was examined through
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Critical discourse analyses as presented by Van Dijk. The language of the article was checked
through the categories of the argument; rhetorical, lexical style and storytelling. The discourse in
the articles examined through the lexical style permitted the researcher to conclude that the
articles in the newspapers majority of the'words with negative connotation such as ‘Double-

\_:@ game’, ‘ notorious’ , ‘ attack’ , ¢ supporting and protecting Taliban and Al Qaeda’. This means
that both the articles of the newspapers portray the image of Pakistan as bad and discuss Pakistan
and its security agencies as negative. It is important to state that lexical style is observed more in
The New York Times than in Washington Post or Wall street Journal. No article was found
quoting Gall or Kaplan on Pakistan in Wall street journal from the dates of the publishing of
their works. Therefore the research concludes that The New York Times portrays ISI and
Pakistan more negatively than other newspapers. The articles, also, wete analyzed in the
political, social and historical context. Articles in both newspapers were written in political
context discussing Pakistan and its national security, particularly on Afghanistan and war on
terror and Pakistan’s direct and indirect involvement in it. The articles which were written in
social context depicted Pakistan and its security agencies as encroaching on people right and

harassing journalists. The articles discussed Pakistan as a country supporting Taliban, AL Qaeda

i

and OBL, while playing double-game with US and pretending to be an ally. The articles of The

wY

New York Times refer to Pakistan as the true enemy of US, not the Taliban. They also discuss
Pakistan as a country fighting proxy war against US in Afghanistan. Less attention was paid to
the people who became the victims of terrorism in Pakistan; still less attention was paid to the
soldiers and politicians of Pakistan who lost their lives in fighting war on terror. The suffering
and killing of the people of shrines and mosques who became victims of terrorism in Pakistan,
was not given importance. Historical context is.also worthy of observation where more focused
was given to Pakistan and its links with mujahidin who later became Taliban and less to US and
other countries which supported mujahidin during Afghan-Soviet War. No article was found in
favor of Pakistan. Slants were used in order to examine the positive or negative connotation of
words used for Pakistan. The study found that more articles criticized the role of Pakistan and

depicted Pakistan in a negative way. While focusing less on US foreign policy or war strategies

in Afghanistan. The first level agenda primarily focuses on ISI, Taliban, Pakistan and OBL,
discussing Pakistan and its security agencies as a part of the problem. The second level agenda

mainly focuses on what to think about therefore telling public that ISI and Pakistan not Taliban
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