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Abstract 

Purpose of the study: The study examines the role of Pakistani mainstream print media in framing peace talks between 

the Taliban and the Government of Pakistan from 1
st
 January 2014 till 1

st
 July 2014. This study focuses on the role 

played by the print media of Pakistan during the efforts for the peace talks as a LIC.  

Methodology: It is a quantitative research study in which researchers have used the content analysis technique to 

determine how print media framed the peace negotiations between the government and the TTP, editorials, and columns 

of two English newspapers, namely, Dawn and The News, along with two Urdu newspapers, Jang, Nawe Waqt were 

analyzed.  

Main Findings: The findings of the study show that in the peace talks between the government and TTP, the print media 

of Pakistan did not engage in constructive talk to facilitate the peace talking process. The media failed to give the 

communicative space to facilitate the political negotiating process to proceed. Narratives of despair and fear were 

dominant.  

Applications of this study: This study can be used to know about the psychology of newspapers that how they are 

framing the news, columns, and articles related to complex issues like Taliban peace talks. Along with it, it is necessary 

to see the role of newspapers in transforming identities and relations.  

Novelty/Originality of this study: This study contributed to the existing literature by examining that how print media of 

Pakistan frame the peace initiatives in the context of resolving the conflict between the Taliban and the government of 

Pakistan. Apart from it, it is necessary to know about the relationship between the way media was framing the peace 

negotiations and the way peace talks were taking a turn and whether Pakistani print media played the role of a facilitator 

of the peace process or framed the peace process as an inevitable risk of more violence or not.  

Keywords: Peace Journalism, Terrorism, Low-intensity, The Conflict, Taliban Peace Talks, Pakistani Press, 

Transforming Identities.  

INTRODUCTION 

The Afghan peace process comprises the proposals and negotiations in a bid to end the ongoing war in Afghanistan. 

Although sporadic efforts have taken place since the beginning of war in 2001, negotiations and the peace movement 

intensified in 2018 amid talks between the Taliban, which is the main insurgent group fighting against the Afghan 

government and American troops; and the United States, of which thousands of soldiers maintain a presence within the 

country to support the Afghan government. Besides the United States, regional powers such 

as Pakistan, India, China, Russia, as well as NATO play a part that they see as facilitating the peace process, while the 

Afghan peace group People's Peace Movement sees regional and global powers as a cause of continued war (Yaad, Ziar, 

2019). 

Though there is an enormous amount of research examining coverage of the conflict in the media, there is very little 

interest in the role of media when parties in disputes are making an effort to resolve the dispute (Wolfsfeld, 2011; Miller, 

2006). Wolfsfeld gives two reasons for this lack of interest in media academics; firstly, he proposes that academics are 

drawn to the drama of terrorism and war; the peace process doesn’t seem to be that interesting. Secondly, the role of the 

media in the process of peace is far more subtle, complex, and covert, so it becomes less obvious for a study to be 

examined (Wolfsfeld, 2011).  

It is argued that news media has the potential to play a significant role in promoting peace. The Media is expected to 

play a more responsible position. By emphasizing; the benefits of peace, they can bring legitimacy for the leaders who 

are working for peace and transform the enemy’s images. In the wake of alternative media, it is argued that mainstream 

media has the responsibility to play an influential role in resolving conflicts and making a difference. All it requires is a 

commitment to take up the struggle for Peace (Hastings, 2005). At this point, engagement of society (in the peace 

process) at all levels is encouraged to attain a deep and sustainable peace (McGregor, 2006). A relationship between 

political control and information control and management of the peace process is found (Wolfsfeld, 1997). The role of 
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the media in persuading the public for peace through propaganda and aligning themselves with the authorities is justified 

as the intentions are benign to mobilize; the public to act and behave in the interests of the power (Wolfsfeld, 2011). And 

so, even if in promotion of peace if media dependency on the government officials is increased, it is acceptable. The 

Government can initiate and control events, regulate the flow of information and mobilize; elite support to promote the 

peace process is warranted. 

However, when we talk about the peace process, we also need to understand that all conflicts are not exact. On a broader 

level, one can divide conflicts into high-intensity conflict (HIC) and Lower Intensity Conflict (LIC). High-intensity 

conflicts are inter-state conflicts, i.e., state versus state. Whereas low-intensity conflicts are stated versus non-state 

actors, where violence is much more limited and is pursued by irregular forces against regular armies. LIC includes state 

versus non-state actors; one side is a state employing armed forces and obeying the laws and rules of war, while the 

other side is an organization; or a group using irregular forces and systematically violating the laws and regulations of 

war. It is an asymmetrical relation where the goals of parties engaged in LIC are more political than military. The 

distinction between home and front, and soldiers and citizens, is blurred (Arsali, 2011). Often, it is in clear violation of 

international law and norms, a violent organization; deliberately attacks members of the other side and uses its members 

as human shields. In a conflict of this nature, can the role of the media be considered to be the same? At the same time, if 

a peace process is initiated in such a conflict, then what should be the role of the media? These are complex questions as 

in interstate conflicts sometimes, the oppressor is the government in the garb of state interests, and sometimes the non-

state actors are the natural enemies of the state.      

Tehreek-e-Taliban Pakistan (TTP), a loose affiliation of militant groups headed by leaders from Pakistan’s tribal areas, 

came to prominence in 2007 with the violent attacks on Pakistanis. Though the number of attempts made to negotiate 

with them or deal with them forcefully, in 2014, Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif, who throughout his election campaign, 

had advocated peace talks with the Tehreek e Taliban Pakistan (TTP), was under tremendous pressure to make it 

through. In the period between January 2014 till July 2014, though, the efforts for peace talks with the TTP were erratic 

due to the attacks and the killings; it is of significance to understand the role of media in the struggles for peace talks 

with the TTP. In the case of Pakistan, Tehreek e Taliban Pakistan (TTP) activities have been considered as anti-state in 

the name of bringing Islamic Shariah laws. Therefore, it falls under the Low-intensity conflict (LIC). Since 2007, the 

media has been reporting all the attacks and losses, but it is required to look at how media gave coverage to the peace 

process after the initiatives of the peace process, started in 2014, between the government of Pakistan and TTP. 

This study focuses on the role played by the print media of Pakistan during the efforts for the peace talks as a Low-

intensity conflict. It aims to examine whether print media framed the peace process between the government and 

Tehreek-i-Taliban Pakistan (TTP), promoting the efforts of the government of Pakistan? Did it try to achieve some level 

of reconciliation with the Taliban after more than 11 years of war? Did the editorials and columns of the selected dailies 

try to persuade the public for peace by aligning themselves with the authorities or accentuated the dangers and risks 

associated with the compromise with the TTP and a stage has been set for future armed violence?  

Media in the wake of domestic terrorism 

Though scholarly interest in research on terrorism and media has grown manifold since September 11, media coverage 

on domestic terrorism has been relatively minor. Domestic incidents receive little or no coverage, and the few cases 

which are covered are full of sensationalism. The issues covered are incidents with causalities linked to domestic 

terrorist groups, targeting airlines, etc. In covering these conflicts, media are not considered neutral and objective; they 

are supposed to contribute to sensationalizing, mystifying, and beclouding the issues (Mitra, 2016; Yousaf, 1999). The 

Media is held responsible for the widespread public misconceptions, particularly in the coverage of terrorism attacks 

(Boaz, 2005; Rahman & Eijaz, 2014). And if there is national interest involved, media becomes more nationalistic and 

patriotic and leaves behind norms of quality journalism (Hussain, 2016; Soomro & Rahman, 2018;  Lee & Maslog, 

2005). Researches have shown that media, due to its inherent nature of playing up with conflicts, tends to glamourize; 

disputes. It has the potential to frame conflict events in such a way that issues gain immediate prominence, which 

requires immediate action. Often they construct the issues as sites of conflict and contestation by taking the perspectives 

of political elites, stereotyped imagery, and by dichotomizing; the identities of parties in conflict in distinctly 

hierarchical terms (Anderson, 2015; Armoudian & Milne, 2019; Carter, Thomas, & Ross, 2011; Tenenboim-Weinblatt et 

al., 2016). It usually serves as a destructive agent by accentuating the dangers and risks associated with the compromise 

with the 'enemy' by reinforcing the negative stereotypes of the enemy. News stories give prominence to the political 

elite’s perspectives, polarized; notions of national identity are supported, and for future armed violence, the media set the 

stage. News reports use stereotyped imagery and biased language to dichotomize the parties' identities in the conflict 

(Carter et al., 2011; Rahman & Eijaz, 2014). In the peace negotiations between parties, the elite nature of peace talks 

often excludes or ignores the broader and cross-cutting interests in society (McGregor, 2006). In the case of LIC 

conflicts, when government or military cannot prevent terrorism and political dissent, media does not play an 

independent role, which can be harmful in the peace process (Umber et al., 2016; Wolfsfeld, 1997). If one deconstructs 

news media texts, deep structures have not changed as in the past; even now, media continue to be a significant agent in 

reflecting the military ethos. The army is projected as heroes and the image of the enemy as ‘others.' Eventually, a model 

of warring society is nourished, ignoring the civilian ethos (Peri, 2007).  
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Media as a normative framework for peace   

It is essential to understand that society is better served from a normative perspective when news reports about the 

conflict are in constructive frames than destructive (Herfroy-Mischler and Friedman, 2018; Reuben, 2009a). As media 

has a significant role in society, it has the potential to mitigate the conflicts and work for a peaceful resolution (Gilboa, 

2009). The role of the media as a guide also comes into play when it starts suggesting possible actions in times of peace 

process.  

In conflicts, what is proposed is that media has rights and responsibilities vis-à-vis terrorism, as terrorism is a matter of 

public interest and concern; there is no doubt that in certain situations in low-intensity conflict, reportage can affect the 

operations (Noorani, 1992). Media needs to take their role more seriously by promoting positive, universal core values 

such as truth, objectivity, and tolerance while covering conflict issues; media has a responsibility in the coverage of 

terrorism ((Miller, 2006; Yusuf, 1999). In war and reporting, peace journalism can be taught to bring in deescalating the 

conflict (Abunales, 2016; Ottosen, 2010). It is maintained that in case of terrorists’ manipulation and exploitation of the 

media, the best options for the press in a democratic society are appropriate and effective voluntary, self-restraint and 

self-regulation measures (Rohner & Frey, 2007; Walkinson, 1997).  

However, the role of the media in finding solutions to the conflict may be considered laudable for its humanitarian spirit 

is also criticized; in the journalistic objectivity, values being compromised. Also, the news media's role is seen as more 

of a policymaker rather than of reporter (Reuben, 2009b). At the same time, there is a need to look more carefully at the 

distinction between peace reporting and objective and factual reporting (Fahmy & Eakin, 2014). What is equally 

important is that underreporting does not include bias, and there is no understatement of the actual number of terrorist 

incidents (Drakos & Gofas, 2006).  

Likewise, it is also argued that while seeing media as a means to resolve the conflict, what one fails to see is that in case 

of dispute, it is the parties themselves who have to fix it; it is not the role of the media to do so. Although society at large 

may be interested in resolving the conflict, the role of the media can be seen in the facilitative role rather than an 

evaluative role in the coverage of conflict, one that ultimately lays the ground for the parties to engage in constructive 

problem solving (Reuben, 2009b). The framing of the peace process in the media needs to be linked with the political 

realities existing and how they fit into the meta-narrative that gave birth to the peace process (Yadgar, 2003). The more 

significant function of media outlets is to help develop a communicative space to enable the political negotiation process 

to proceed, rather than it being of that process itself (Spencer, 2004). To realize; a deep, sustainable peace, the peace 

process, at all levels of society, macro-level and at the civil society level, must be engaged equally (McGregor, 2006: 

Reychler, 2006). Curtis (2000) proposes that though local media projects the potential to contribute to peacebuilding but 

the media don't need to show absolute success. Media does play an essential role in constructing the problem historically 

but is not directly part of the political talk's process. Media, mainly television news, helps to develop a communication 

space to enable the political negotiation process to proceed but is not the process of peace itself (Spencer, 1997).  

Researches have shown that in the case of HIC and LIC, the role of the media has been more in line with government 

policies and public sentiments. It is argued that media might be playing a significant role in conflict escalation or conflict 

resolution. Still, many other actors play an important role in the way conflict is framed and the way conflict-related 

knowledge is produced. These include policy-makers, academic circles, think tanks, social media, independent experts, 

governments, and international organizations. The media is just one of the actors. The media’s role in conflict and 

peacebuilding aligns with how the other institutions are taking the conflict or peace process. Suppose other institutions, 

including the government and people, are seriously interested in the peacemaking process. In that case, the media also 

complements the efforts, but if there is no will to make a peace process successful, then the media also frames the issue 

in war frames. So, we need to understand that in an actual peace support operation, the media is present not as a maker 

of the peace process but as one of the facilitators of the peace process (Smith, 2004).  

The present study aims to study whether Pakistani print media played the role of a facilitator of the peace process or 

framed the peace process as an inevitable risk of more violence?  

Objectives of this study 

1. To examine whether print media of Pakistan frame the peace initiatives in the context of resolving the conflict 

between the Taliban and the government of Pakistan. 
 

2. To know about the relationship between the way media was framing the peace negotiations and the way peace talks 

were taking a turn.  
 

3. To study whether Pakistani print media played the role of a facilitator of the peace process or framed the peace 

process as an inevitable risk of more violence. 

Research Questions  

RQ1. Did the print media of Pakistan frame the peace initiatives in the context of resolving the conflict between the 

Taliban and the government of Pakistan? 
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RQ2. Is there any relationship between the way media was framing the peace negotiations and the way peace talks were 

taking a turn?  

METHODOLOGY 

It is a quantitative research study in which researchers have used the content analysis technique to determine how print 

media framed the peace negotiations between the government and the TTP, editorials, and columns of two English 

newspapers, namely Dawn and The News, and two Urdu newspapers, Jang and Nawa i Waqt, were analyzed. The time 

period selected was from January 1, 2014, till July 1, 2014. In the light of the peace and war journalism frames, as 

suggested by Gultang Gultang (1999), four categories of peace and war journalism frames were made (Lacasse & 

Forster, 2012; Lee & Maslog, 2005). In the light of the four categories of peace and war journalism further, three 

categories were made. If an article had more peace frames and supported the peace initiatives by the government, it was 

categorized; as ‘supportive’; if there were more war frames and the article was against the peace process, it was 

categorized; as ‘unsupportive’; and if it supported the peace talks but was critical of the way the government or TTP was 

behaving it was categorized; as 'mixed.' Three coders were trained till they reached Cohen's κ = .80 on each framing 

category. Based on these categories, a coding manual is formulated.  

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 

In the period of six months, a total number of 264 (42.3%) editorials and 360 (57.7%) columns related to government 

and Taliban conflict and peace process were published in selected newspapers. In English dailies, out of the 268 news 

articles published with reference to peace talks, 98(36.6%) editorials and 170(63.4%) columns were published, and in 

Urdu dailies out of 356, 166(46.6%) editorials and 190(53.4%) columns were published. Thus, findings show that Urdu 

dailies (356), in their editorials and columns, gave more coverage to the issue compare to English dailies (268). 

Table1: Language and genre-wise coverage to the Taliban and peace process 

Language Editorials Columns Total 

English 98 (36.6%) 170(63.4%) 268(42.9 %) 

Urdu 166 (46.6%) 190(53.4%) 356(57.1 %) 

Total 264 (42.3%) 360(57.7%) 624 

Source: Newspapers 

Table 2: Type of coverage to the Taliban and peace process 

Language Supportive Unsupportive Mixed 

Urdu 10 (17.5%) 154 (46.0%) 104 (44.8%) 

English 47 (82.5 %) 181 (54.0 %) 128(55.2 %) 

Total 57(9.1%) 335(53.6%) 232(37%) 

Source: Newspapers 

Findings in Table 2 show a significant difference between supportive, unsupportive, and mixed frames with reference to 

Government-TTP peace negotiations. Out of 624 editorials and columns on peace negotiations, 335 (53.6%) were 

against peace negotiations, and only 57(9.1%) were supportive of peace negotiations; 232 (37%) had mixed frames. 

Thus, the sample has shown a significant difference in the peace negotiation frames (ꭓ2 =189.93, df=2, p<0.000). 

In English dailies, news articles (editorials and columns) supportive of peace negotiations were 47 (82.5%), and in Urdu 

dailies, only 10 (17.5%) were supportive of peace negotiations. This shows a significant difference in the editorials of 

the two languages.  

However, news articles in English and Urdu dailies against peace negotiations were not significantly different. Against 

peace negotiations, English dailies had 181(54%), and Urdu dailies had 154(46%) news articles published. There was 

also not much difference between Urdu and English dailies in the mixed frames on peace negotiations. 

Table 3: Newspaper-wise comparison of Government-TTP peace negotiation frames 

 

Newspapers 

Negotiation Frames 

Peace negotiations Against Peace Negotiations Mixed Total 

Dawn 
1(1.8 %) 106(31.6%) 

12(5.2 %) 119(19.1%) 

 

The News 9 (15.8%) 48(14.3%) 92(39.7%) 149(23.9%) 

Jang 36(63.2%) 46(13.7%) 48(20.7%) 130(20.8%) 

Nawa-i-Waqt 11(19.3%) 135(13.7%) 80(34.5%) 226(36.2%) 

Source: Newspapers 
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Table 3 findings show that the maximum coverage of the issue was in the daily Nawa-i-Waqat 226 news articles 

(36.2%). In the daily The News, news articles supporting peace negotiations were only 9 (15.8%) whereas, Daily Jang 

had most news articles supportive of the peace negotiations 36 (63.2%). This is an exciting finding as both newspapers 

belong to the Jang Group of Publications. Dawn had only one column in support of peace negotiations, and 106 (31.6%) 

editorials and columns were against the peace negotiations, which means that maximum news articles against the peace 

negotiations were published in the daily DAWN. The other three dailies had more or less the same frequency of 

editorials and columns against the peace negotiations. Daily News had the most news articles on mixed frames, 92 

(39.7%) where peace talks were supported but, either the government steps were criticized, or the violent reactions of the 

TTP were condemned.  

Table 4: Genre-wise comparison of TTP peace negotiation frames 

Genre Supportive Unsupportive Mixed 

Columns 27 (47.4%) 144 (43.0%) 93 (40.1%) 

Editorials 30 (52.6%) 191 (57.0%) 139 (59.9%) 

Source: Newspapers 

In Table 4, findings show that 191(57%) editorials were against peace negotiations and 144(43%) columns were against 

peace negotiations. Thus, the findings show that there was not much difference in the coverage of the peace negotiations 

in the editorials and columns.  

Table 5: Month-wise comparison of TTP peace negotiations frames in the year 2014 

Month Supportive Unsupportive Mixed 

frames 

Total Terrorist 

attacks 

Peace Talk status  

Jan 14 (24.6%) 71 (21.2%) 40 (17.2%) 125 

(20.0%) 

5 Announcement of peace talks 

Feb 33 (57.9%) 113 (33.7%) 92 (39.7%) 238 

(38.1%) 

2 Negotiations first round of peace 

talks 

Talks suspended due to TTP attack 

Mar 7 (12.3%) 54 (16.1%) 55 (23.7%) 116 

(18.6%) 

1 TTP announces a month-long 

ceasefire 

Talks resume 

Apr 0 (0.0%) 34 (10.1%) 21 (9.1%) 55 

(8.8%) 

3 TTP ends ceasefire 

May 1 (1.8%) 18 (5.4%) 11 (4.7%) 30 

(4.8%) 

0  

June 2 (3.5%) 45 (13.4%) 13 (5.6%) 60 

(9.6%) 

3 Attack on Karachi Airport 

Announcement of Zarbe Azab 

Source: Newspapers 

Regarding research question 2, the finding shows that there is a relationship between the way media was framing the 

peace negotiations and the way peace talks were taking a turn. Results in Table 6 show a significant difference in the 

coverage of peace negotiations in the six months. The sample has shown a significant difference between the framing of 

negotiation in six months (ꭓ
2 
=33.196, df=9, p<0.001). There has been a gradual decline in the coverage from January till 

the end of June 2014. In the month of February, when finally, the committee sat for the peace talks, the content is 

maximum. 

Interestingly, articles against peace talks are less in January; however, they increased in February and March. In June, 

when army action was taken, the coverage on the peace talks had reduced, editorials and columns against the peace talks 

were significantly high. Though in February, 238 (38.1%) editorials and columns were maximum on Government- TTP 

peace negotiations, most of the editorials and columns 113(47.4%) were against the peace talks, only 33(13.8%) were 

supportive of the peace process. Compared to other months, only in February, we see maximum coverage to support the 

Government-TTP peace negotiation because that was the time when the first round of peace negotiations commenced. 

Findings show that in the first three months of the year when the government was serious in peace talks with TTP, the 

coverage in the editorials and columns is high from the coverage in April, May, and June.  

With reference to RQ1, results show that even if there was an apparent will of the government to resolve the issue 

through talks, the Pakistani press did not support peace negotiations. Newspapers were sceptical about the success of the 

negotiations, not only because TTP was considered a violent party and any negotiations with them will be illegitimate 

but also because of the vague policies of the government. The government was criticized for not being clear about its 

policy, not taking the parliament into confidence. Moreover, the team negotiating with the Taliban was not competent 

enough to take the talks through. Therefore, the dailies insisted that the option for the government was to combat TTP 

with force, as risks with the compromise with the TTP proposed future arms violence.  
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TTP saw only as a terrorist Party 

The dailies considered TTP to be ‘the militancy threat (which) is immediate and dire and needs to be combated 

aggressively.” (“The militancy threat," 2014). Peace talks were considered to be useless because ‘the Taliban are trained 

only to pull a trigger” (Irfan, 2014). Moreover, engagement with the TTP on peace talks was considered unconstitutional 

because it did not recognize the Constitution of Pakistan.  

The TTP is an illegal terrorist organization, and it violates the constitution for the state to engage 

with it. The outfit has declared war on Pakistan and has claimed responsibility for attacking 

security installations and killing our soldiers. The government would be legitimizing all those 

terrorist actions by unconditionally negotiating with them. However, there is no indication that 

the group is willing to give up violence and accept the nation's constitution (Hussain, 2014). 

TTP was criticized for its narrow interpretation of Sharia and stance against the modern Islamic Republic of Pakistan.  

WHY is it that, those who promote enforcement of a regressive brand of Sharia, those who 

endorse a worldview that supports turning back the hands of the clock on human progress, those 

who were back replacing the nation-state system with a caliphate ruling by the sword, those who 

support the Al Qaeda form of jihad, are also the ones who sympathize with the Tehreek-i-Taliban 

Pakistan (TTP) and insist that no force be used against these ‘misguided’ terrorists irrespective of 

their crimes? (Sattar, 2014, p. 6) 

The talks with TTP are considered to be in vain as “there’s no common ground on the critical 

contentions of both sides. You can get to ceasefires, prisoner exchanges, strategic pauses, and 

buy-out deals, but the TTP has an ideological bend that cannot accept the modern constitutional 

remit (Yousaf, 2014). Therefore, the way forward to bring an end to extremism in the country is 

considered a simple step: we must dissociate from it (Hussain, 2014).  

Talks with the Taliban were considered to be:  

If wishes were horses, peace talks with terrorists would produce happy endings. It has been said 

before, and it needs to be said again: the predominant opposition to talks is not rooted in the belief 

that exterminating members of the TTP-led terror syndicate or revenge is a goal as desirable as 

peace (Sattar, 2014, p. 6).  

TTP was considered a terrorist organization is known for killing innocent people, so any negotiations with them were 

considered completely unacceptable.  

There is absolutely no doubt now that terrorism cannot be combated with dialogues. Nation tried 

to support the government's stance for peace negotiations, which was perceived by the extremists 

as a weakness. The government had repeatedly said that if negotiations failed, army operations 

would take place. Negotiations have failed, the nation is united, the army is ready to eradicate the 

evil of terrorism, now the only way to rid the country from terrorism is an Army operation. If the 

government is afraid of terrorists, please pack up and go home, don't be responsible for more 

deaths (“TTP as a terrorist organization," 2014, p. 6). 

Government Criticized 

The government was warned about the consequences of the peace talks as ‘… the Taliban are not interested in any kind 

of talks (Nawa i Waqt (2/1/13) and it will only be a matter of time that the reality of the situation will become clear. TTP 

attacks were considered the only means that the militants knew to achieve their objectives which, all sides must know, 

and yet the pretense continues of peace through negotiations ("All sides must know," 2014). The apprehensions about 

the peace talks were considered to be a failure because “talking to the TTP is a policy rooted in fear…” (“Talking to the 

TTP," 2014). The talks… are designed to fail. This is because there is no middle ground that can be reached (Rana, 

2014, p. 6).  

The initiation of peace talks with TTP was severely criticized as the first wrong step to legitimize TTPs' violence in the 

country.  

HALF the battle was lost long ago when our national leaders embraced the militant 

narrative and legitimized violence. Now it is complete capitulation. So, it doesn't matter 

how many more people are killed, religious places bombed, or soldiers blew up; it is not 

our war anyway. (Hussain, 2014, p. 7) 

The Government was advised first to take all the possible steps to stop the drone attacks. And secondly, it needs to make 

sure that no one should challenge the government’s writ, and all those who try to do so should be dealt with severely. As 

discussed in “The Government dual policy” (2014) 



 Humanities & Social Sciences Reviews 
 eISSN: 2395-6518, Vol 9, No 3, 2021, pp 1303-1313 

https://doi.org/10.18510/hssr.2021.93129 

1309|https://giapjournals.com/hssr/index                                                                                               © Warrich et al. 

The government needs to stop its dual policy to bring peace to the country. On the one 

hand, it has banned the organizations which are responsible for terrorism in the country, 

and on the other hand, they are ready to negotiate with the terrorist organization. This 

way, they are only encouraging the terrorist to carry on with their terrorist activities. 

(“The Government dual policy,” 2014, p. 7) 

The government was criticized that in the name of negotiations, they have put the entire nation into danger 

(“Government dual policy," 2014).  

If anything has become clear amidst all the fog of peace, the press for talks is very much 

an initiative of the prime minister and his interior minister. Repeatedly, both men have 

owned their policy and sought to push ahead with it in the face of near-universal 

disapproval. But neither seems willing to explain to parliament, the media, or the public 

precisely what they are doing and how far they are ready to go. The approach seems to 

be: trust us, we won’t let you down. But trust in such matters is always a scarce 

commodity, doubly so when the interior minister suggests the TTP is a friendly entity. 

The prime minister needs to explain clearly what he is authorizing; and why when it 

comes to talks with the TTP (“Talks with the TTP," 2014, p. 6). 

The government was advised to take serious steps to combat the terrorist activities of TTP. 

The whole county is under threat from the terrorists…now; there is no room 

for consideration or cowardice; courageous steps are required… (“Threats 

from the terrorists," 2014, p. 7).  

… the government, in a joint effort with the military leadership, should 

continue to work on a plan to knock off the remaining TTP strongholds while 

also tightening security in the cities and towns where blowback can be 

expected. That would send the clearest possible signal to the TTP that 

negotiations are not the only option — that the state security apparatus is able 

and ready to protect the citizenry and the state itself. If that resolve is shown 

and maintained, the TTP’s room to manoeuvre will diminish greatly 

(“Government military leadership," 2014, p. 6).  

It may sound like a cliché, but talks need to be conducted from a position of 

strength. This point is even more relevant where a state is negotiating with 

terrorists. Of course, ideological support for the terrorists in influential 

segments of society does complicate matters. But any sign of weakness is 

pounced upon by the terrorists, as already we have evidenced in the killing of 

our soldiers (Raza, 2014, p. 6). 

Military operation the only option 

The failure of the peace talks was warned right from the beginning, and the military operations were considered 

inevitable. 

I have reasonable certainty that there will soon be a series of military operations 

against TTP groups. How will these be qualitatively different from previous 

operations? (Hussain, 2014, p. 6). 

The obstinate attitude of TTP was thought could only be handled with brutal force alone 

rather than talks. TTP was considered to be “fixed with kicks, not with talks" (Raja, 2014, p. 

7).  

…the choice is clear either we fight the Taliban’s or hand over the country to 

them (Zaidi, 2014, p. 9). 

The support and confidence in the Army to combat TTP was far more than the confidence in the politicians to 

continue with the peace talks, and “military operation was considered to be inevitable” (“Peace talks and 

military operations," 2014, p. 7).  

It seems that talks are leading to failures, and Army will have to take action. 

And when it happens, it will be the victory of the truth as the Army and people 

of Pakistan are on the same page (“Talks are leading to failures," 2014, p. 7). 

The Army was considered to be on the number one hit list of TTP, "The army is Enemy No 1, and the TTP is 

always aching to hit it (Almeida, 2014, p. 6). 



 Humanities & Social Sciences Reviews 
 eISSN: 2395-6518, Vol 9, No 3, 2021, pp 1303-1313 

https://doi.org/10.18510/hssr.2021.93129 

1310|https://giapjournals.com/hssr/index                                                                                               © Warrich et al. 

The extremism and the violence in the TTP were considered to be an inevitable threat to the peace of the 

country, and the only option put forward was to fight them with military force:  

That is why it is crucial to fight the militants, destroy their hideouts and safe 

havens, uproot the infrastructure that brainwashes, train, and dispatches suicide 

bombers, and prosecute those guilty of waging war on the people and state of 

Pakistan. But, does the government have any such intention? Or will it continue 

to be on the defensive, capitulating to the terrorists and ceding more and more 

ground? The state needs to assert itself and display some leadership if the 

militant onslaught is to be stopped (“The extremism and the violence in the 

TTP," 2014, p. 6). 

Counter Discourse 

Though the coverage of the peace talks was relatively consistent, in all six months, there were few frames supportive 

of peace negotiations. The peace talks were supported on the grounds that ‘no form of violence will be tolerated. Both 

must try their best to make the talks a success by upholding the truce cease-fire agreement (“No form of violence will 

be tolerated," 2014, p. 9). All possible efforts must be made to make the talks successful. Though in the past, the talks 

have failed and both parties have resorted to violence, but this time a conscious effort was needed to make sure that the 

talks are successful (“Past talks have failed," 2014, p. 9). Third mischievous power must be controlled to make the 

talks successful. For the peace in the country, TTP was also considered one of the stakeholders, and without taking 

them seriously, the country could not talk about the future of Pakistan.  

Therefore, let's talk about the possible success of these talks... let's talk about the future of Pakistan once these talks 

succeed. Let's support these talks, which recognize the local Taliban and other Al-Qaeda allies as legitimate players 

and stakeholders in our state. The prime minister and his men are on the right course... Pakistan is heading in the right 

direction. Let's talk and keep talking ... that the best we can do (“For the peace in the country," 2014, p. 8). 

The dailies also touched on the effect war would have on ordinary citizens. 

What strategy should a journalists adopt to stay away, at least ideologically, 

from the conflict in which the stakeholders — both the military and militants — 

are more interested in the aesthetics of war than concerned by the loss of 

innocent lives? (Arshad, 2014, p. 6).  

CONCLUSION  

The findings of the study show that in the peace talks between the government and TTP, the print media of Pakistan did 

not engage in constructive dialogue to facilitate the peace talking process. The media failed to give the communicative 

space to promote the political negotiating process to proceed. Narratives of despair and fear were dominant. TTP was 

considered to be an extremist, violent group with no hope of ever coming to any sort of reconciliation. The government 

was not only criticized for taking the initiative but was also considered to be responsible for giving time to TTP so that 

they can bring more violence to the country. The findings did not support the argument that if the government is serious 

about negotiation, the media also follows (Wolfsfeld, 2011). Pakistani print media stance was quite independent of the 

stance of the government stance. Newspapers repeatedly warned the policymakers and readers of the dangers of any 

peace talks with the TTP. The condemnation of the extremist view of TTP was quite apparent. It is argued that the local 

newspapers would use more peaceful journalism frames and present a less pessimistic and negative view of the conflict 

(Drakos & Gofas, 2006). Pakistani newspapers presented the conflict more as a simple open and shut case. Where TTP 

just needed to be controlled through force and not through any negotiations. Pakistani press was very clear about TTP 

not just as the enemy of the state but also of the people of Pakistan. 

 From a normative perspective, it is argued that society is better served if the conflict coverage is constructive rather than 

destructive (Reuben, 2009a). As the way media reports the conflicts has an impact on the conflict and conflict resolution 

and those involved in the conflict and disputes. 

LIMITATION AND STUDY FORWARD 

In the Low-Intensity Conflicts peace process, like government-TTP peace talks, it does become quite problematic to 

speak for peace journalism, especially when one of the conflicting parties is resorting to extreme violence and 

challenging the constitution. Maybe terrorism needs to be understood as a social problem in the policymaking process. 

What needs to be understood is that peacebuilding is a slow process that requires a lot of patience, as it is full of 

uncertainties and competing values and interests (Reychler, 2006). Those who want to make a difference must not lose 

sight of the big picture and ground political and social realities. They need to explore ways to facilitate understanding the 

viewpoints of all the decision-makers in the conflict. Those who want to make a difference must not lose sight of the big 

picture and ground political and social realities. They need to explore ways to facilitate understanding the viewpoints of 

all the decision-makers in the conflict. For further researches, this study can be used to know about the psychology of 

newspapers that how they are framing the news, columns, and articles related to complex issues like Taliban peace talks.  
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