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ABSTRACT

The research work named “War on Terror, InterplayGaivernment and press policies, a
comparative study of American and Pakistan press and goeetn(2001-2010)" is an attempt to get
information about both country’s media and government’s d#ittn war on terror. The main focus is to
find out the relationship between Pakistan press and Pakistamngnent over war on terror and the
same with American press and American government and latdrecinterplay of both countries press
and government. This research examines the interplay &etaditorial policies of these newspapers and
the policies of their respective governments. To get poefisy, editorials of 10 years of both Daily
Dawn and Daily New York Times were observed and for gowent policy, the foreign statements of
both countries governments statement issued by foreign ryimiste analyzed. Foreign policies of both
countries were studied from the official websites of the=ifjn offices of America and Pakistan. The
results depict that press of both countries toed theiectsg governments on the issue of war on terror
but New York Times is more supportive to her government aspace to the daily Dawn. The
theoretical frame work for this study draws from the BetnCohen (1963) works “The Press and the
foreign Policy”. According to Cohen, press is conggdeas the important part of making every country’s

foreign policy.
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INTRODUCTION

Press is considered the fourth pillar of state. Prefiseisvatch dog of the society. Media has
power to eradicate the wrong doings in the society by ipgirdut and bring voice of layman to the
relevant authority over an issue. The relationship betweess@nd government is very controversial
and deep as well. A layman can easily confuse about thigored which is existing between them. This
is the study specially focused on the issue of terrotismake clear the wrong concepts about Pakistan
government and the Pakistan media that they are not witliegadicate the terrorism sincerely. This is
also about the stance of US government and media regardinyahen terror. Sometimes press is

considered to be bound to government and sometimes considdredndependent. Basically this study
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is about the interplay between press and government policeretk the positive and negative interplay

between them over war on terror.
MEDIA AND FOREIGN POLICY

Media involves at the every stage of foreign policy mgkiRolitical leaders take media as a
serious tool in the process of building foreign policy. Rnesly it was considered that media is only for
delivering messages in foreign policy now it is very mdéathat media itself a great part of this process.
Media is not just the part of international environment budieés the part of internal environment of
the state. Government sets the policies accordingeolicies of the state communication’s general
pattern called media. Media at a time performs double ifums;tinput and output. Media carries input
variables by setting the foreign policy with government &rahrries out variables by scrutinizing the
government officials and to relate them with the foreigricgolThe policy making is taken in the
environment set by the media. Media influence the polickemsaby setting agendas and framing the
factors and compelled them towards their own policies. éN2002). Media plays a very complex role
in making the foreign policy. This role is sometimes directndirect in other means. Different PR
professionals and the media experts take part irptbisess. Government officials consult with them and
make decisions accordingly. (Srivastaver 2009)

THEORATICAL FRAMEWORK

The theoretical framework for this research goes to &dri€ohen work&§The Press and the
foreign Policy”.Cohen says Media is an important institution and it playsrgortant role for shaping
government’s foreign policy. Media plays a dominant role towagdgernment policies. (Cohen
1963).The news media is the better to be known as the effeattor on the foreign relations and the
foreign policies (Larson 1986). The main focus of newsiaédon to the particular individuals and
government leaders rather to give the background knowledge ataddsietrends in politics. Some time
media role is more effective than the representativaation. During 1991 both countries (Iraq and
America) Presidents fully rely on the CNN channel aodntilate their policies accordingly. (Harris
1999)

REVIEW OF PRESS GOVERNMENT RELATIONS

John& Everett (1996) argue the relationship between presgovernment. According to them
press and government should survive with good terms, inste&éiog rivals and adversaries they
should be cooperative in nature. They further saydtserse relations may be good sometimes, in the
countries where the press is free, this relation may notideessful. They say that in particular matters
and in particular situation press does not oppose the goeetnbut otherwise governments always
implement the principle of opposing free and independent predéngdn (1989) states that in history
there is no political system which gave the completedoen to their press. Although they maintained
some legal and formal policies in which they desctiteg the press is not under their control. The

commercial press system cannot survive the antithgiiesls because the lack of financing, advertising
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and government negating policy factors are unable to sustal maintain their position.Hibert&Reuss
(1988) say that the government is not the party which confirigrdss but it is the Press who censor
the government. Media official's censor the governnigsiies and decide that what kind of issue goes
forward. Government cannot make the law to control the ghessuse some tools of public relations
and the good will with the press by conducting the presidecaiapaigns and put forward the figures
and information that shape the government stance over an isslie.eCal (2000) says that more recent
constitutions guaranteed access freedom towards governmesiepaotivards press. Now the press is
free to ensure the policies of government and this is méeetisk way to make proficient government
policies and in the interest of people. Press freedomraleimizes the corruption, false determination
and ensures the crystal clear system. The governmententotivards press freedom is that the great
administrations and organizations feel free while maldolicies when there is the privacy in matters.
Cutlip et al declared press as the watchdog on the govatrpukcies. Franklin (2004), Davies (2008),
argue that democratic process is threatened to ripalilic sphere and the failure of media to fulfill their
role as the fourth state. This is the fear that produces rékationship between media and
government.McQuail (1987) says that media is the achalpatential adversary of government from
the very start, especially in their own terms. Shoem&k&eese (1991) say that media contents are
effecting by number of factors. There may be some timanfiing matters, adversaries, and personal
attitudes of media workers, professionalism, ownershipnaoa@ and social policies and the more
important government itself. Herman & Chomsky (1988) belithat media is the subordinate of elite
class. They emphasize that it is equal whether it is fefivaowned or controlled by the state. Hirsh

(1977) points out that the media is always under the staiteol even if they are not financing them.
IMPORTANCE OF THE STUDY

The study namedWar on Terror, Interplay of Government and press policiesyraparative study
of American and Pakistan press and government (2001-204@h attempt to explore the comparison
between Pakistan press and government with the American anel government. This is basically the
interplay between Pakistan American press and governawer the war on terror. This study will clear
the relationship of government and media of two important ciesnin war on terror. The research

works main focus is

1. To analyze the commonalities and differences between Xank Times and Government of

America regarding WOT

2. To explore the similarities and differences between dadyn and Government of Pakistan

regarding war on terror.
Research Questions

1. Does the Daily Dawn Toe the policy of Government of Pakista
2. Does the Daily New York Times Toe the policy of Governnm@mmerica?

Hypothesis
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Ho
It is more likely that Dawn toe the policy of governmehPakistan in portrayal of war on terror.
Hi

It is more likely that Dawn does not toe the policy of gowent of Pakistan in portrayal of war on

terror.

Ho

It is more likely that New York Times toe the polioyUS government in portrayal of war on terror.
Hz

It is more likely that New York Times does not toe gwdicy of US government in portrayal of war on

terror.
RATIONALE

1. It is more likely that Dawn being a Pakistani newspapédrnot follow the Government
policy over war on terror

2. It is more likely that dawn being a liberal newspaper tibespolicy of Government of
Pakistan in the issue of war on terror

3. It is more likely that New York Times being an AmericAlewspaper will toe the
Government policy

4. It is more likely that New York Times being an independestvspaper will not toe the

government policy
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

This research aims to analyze the interplay betwees preds government policies on the issue
of war on terror. For this both qualitative and quantitatisetent analysis research method were applied.
Content analysis is the technique in the social sciencesimp variables are to be measured to analyze
them and examine them in a particular way. It exploresinterplay between press and government
policy. Government policy was conducted by the press statengéven by the foreign offices of both
countries. Press policy was being managed by conducting elditovier the issue of the particular time
period. The time period of the study was 2001 to 2010; ed#&oaiad foreign statements of that time

period were collected by the simple purposive samplingiigak.
OPERTATIONALIZATION

The term war on terror further break up in three categpthese categories will be measure from
Pakistan and American newspapers to achieve press pdiicgedrom foreign statements of both

countries for the attainment of foreign policy of both caestrThese categories are

e By Pakistan
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* ByUS
* By Militants
Table: 1 Variables of the Study
Topic/Category Break up Rules
War on terror 1.ByUs Positive
1. Militants are enemr
2. Terrorism is biggest thre
3. Militancy operations are a good move for pe
Negative
1. Military operations are not solutions
2. Drone strikes killed number of innocent people
3. The threat of terrorism is increased
2.By Pakista Positive
1. Pakistan own wi
. Terrorism is a biggest thre
3. Operations against militar
4. Provide air bas
5. Services of Pak Army
Negative
1. Not our war
. Pakistarplaying double game towards Wi
3. Pakistan have relations with milita
4. Taliban are innocent
5. Govt should never let their land to be use(
others
3.By Militants Positive

1. They want the rule of Muslims over the world
2. Worldwide phenomenon

3. Like death and destruction

Negative

1. America is the biggest threat for the whole woild

2. Al-Qaeda members are innocent

76
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They have the real image of Islam

They are against the US policy

SLANT
Slant gives particular tone to the editorial. Editoriail be

e Supportive
* Non supportive

* Neutral

An editorial will be considered positive if it is qurtive to the particular government policy, it will
be considered negative if it is not supportive to the paaticgbvernment policy statement and will
consider neutral if it is neither supportive and non suppmitiwards government policy statement over

the issue of war on terror
DATA PRESENTATION

This research work is basically to explore the relatignbetween press and government of two
main countries Pakistan and America over the issueaofow terror. In this research work the term war
on terror further divided into three categories which &gePakistan” “by America” and “by militants”,
from these categories the researcher explored theofdheese categories under the umbrella of war on
terror. The researcher finds that both countries presthé&r respective government in their policies.

Editorial Coverage of Daily Dawn

Table 2 shows that dawn gave 207 editorials which are furtkigled in three categories. It
gave By Pakistan to 33%, By America to 25.1% and by mibtéo 41.9%. Daily dawn gave maximum

coverage to the Militants.

Table: 2 Overall Coverage of the Editorials in Day Dawn Over WOT

WOT Categories |FrequencyPercentage
By Pakistan 68 33%
By America 52 25.10%
By Militants 87 41.90%
Total 207 100%

Editorial Coverage of Daily New York Times
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Table 3 shows that daily New York Times gave 181 editomdlich are further divided in three
categories. It gave By Pakistan to 31%, By America to 2iéolsyy militants to 42%. Daily New York
Times also gave maximum coverage to the Militantsdiiéy dawn.

Table: 3 Overall Coverage of the editorials in Daily NYT oer WOT

By Pakistan 56 31%
By America 48 27%
By Militants 77 42%

Total 181 100%

By Pakistan

68 editorials of daily Dawn and 56 editorials of daily Néark Times focused on the role of

Pakistan in War on terror

Dawn | 44(21% 7(4%; 17(8.2%
NYT | 19(10.4%) | 21(11.6%) | 16(9%)
This table is about the results of daily Dawn and Govemirof Pakistan (GOVERNMENT OF
PAKISTAN) interplay and Daily New York Times and Govermrmef America (GOA) interplay
towards Pakistan role in war on terror. This table shthwas in daily Dawn, 21% editorials support

government of Pakistan policy in the category of “By Pakistvhereas 4% editorials of the Dawn were
remained non supportive towards GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN urdg¢egory “ by Pakistan”, 8.2%
editorials remain neutral. On the other hand in DaigwNYork Times, 10.4% editorials support GOA
policy under category “ By Pakistan” 11.6% editorials weom supportive and 9% editorials were
neutral towards government of America under category “BysPaki

By America

Dawn gave 52 editorials and NYT gave 48 editorials towtirelsole of America in war on
terror under category “BY America

Dawn | 3(1.3%) 33(16%) 16(7.7%)
NYT | 41(22.6%) 2(1.1%) 5(2.7%)




79 War on Terror Interplay of Government and Press Poicies a Comparative
Study of American, Pakistan Press and Government2001-2010)

This table is the interplay between Pakistan press andt®akisvernment and American
press and American government on war on terror under catt®p@merica”. This category shows the
role of America in war on terror and the American prassd American government and Pakistan press
and Pakistan government give their supportive non suppatid neutral stance over it. Daily dawn
remain supportive with government of Pakistan policy towAmerica role in war on terror with only
1.3% editorial coverage while it remain non supportive in l€dtorial coverage and its 7.7% editorials
remain neutral. Daily New York Times was totally suppaf their government policies in the role of
America in war on terror, only 1.1% editorials were nopportive towards government policies while
2.7% editorials remain neutral. Under this category dawnnwaseen supportive towards government

of Pakistan policy whereas American press gave full suppdineir government.
By Militants

Dawn gave 87 editorials and NYT gave 77 editorials towtrelsole of Militants in war on

terror under category “BY Militants”

Supportive(+) Non Neural(0)
Supportive(-
Dawn | 79(38%) 0(0%) 8(3.8%)
NYT | 71(38% 0(0%) 6(4.2%

Dawn remain supportive to the government of Pakistan with 38f6ri@al coverage under
category the role of militants in war on terror asde concern the non supportive policy daily dawn has
clear stance by giving 0% coverage to the militants amdire neutral with 3.8%. New York Times were

also 38% supportive and 4.2% non supportive towards governmemerfida policies to the militants.
OVERALL INTERPLAY OF PRESS AND GOVERNMNET POLICIES

Figure 1 shows that daily dawn supports government of Rakigith 60.3% editorial coverage
towards war on terror and New York Times support govermim& America policy over war on terror

with 72.3% editorial coverage. Figurel

| OVERALL INTERPLAY OF PRESS AND GOVERNMMNET POLICICES (NYT & DAWN) OVER WOT in pen:entage.
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CONCLUSIONS

The study depicts that both countries press toe thgiecéise government policies towards war
on terror. Daily dawn support government of Pakistan withr#i® of 60% but New York Times
support her respective government with 70% editorial coverBggistan press was not supportive
towards American aggressive policies towards war orortébut the situation was different towards
Pakistan government, new York times was non supportive tlsArakistan role in war on terror but with
less percentage as compare to the supportive towardgdPaltole in war on terror. The coverage and the
foreign policy of both countries towards militants remaimsaThe results depicts that both countries
press support their respective governments but Americas fgenore supportive their foreign policy
than Pakistan press.

Government and press relation always remain controvdreia the very start, both pillars of
the state had lots of complains with each other, mediacb@aplains to not give the real stance of
situations towards government whereas the government has amnjlaundue interruption in their
privacy and policies towards press. With all these thinlgs, tivo pillars are considered the most
important and the most wanted to meet the responsibildieards state and sovereignty. War on terror
is a serious phenomenon from a long time and demands a matur@nsokgdarding press and
government. The results of the study found mutual undersiguodiboth countries press and government
where the strong connection was found between American amds&merican government and Pakistan
press and Pakistan government, the need is only to makepdtisées to solve the monster of the
terrorism.
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