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Chapter 6 

The Iraq Debacle: The reporting of Iraq during the UNSCOM stand-off 

6.1 Introduction 

This chapter explores broadsheet newspaper reporting of Iraq across the 

sampled four month period, with discussion divided broadly between 

quantitative and qualitative results. Quantitative results are presented first to 

provide an overall profile of coverage, followed by a more detailed 

qualitative analysis of the claims, assumptions and arguments of the 

newspaper articles. 
Quantitative results are presented as tables, with data drawn from the 

summarised frequencies produced by coding the content of the articles (see 

Chapter 3). The quantity of data produced by this coding process is 

substantial and consequently, as with the preceeding chapters, only those 

variables germane to the reporting of Iraq were included in this section. But, 

in an effort to present standardised results across the thesis, certain key 

variables - for example, 'topic', 'actor', 'country' and the physical 

characteristics of the articles, amongst others - will be presented in order to 

provide a cogent and coherent profile of press coverage across the various 

chapters. 

The qualitative results explore the detailed and particularly well 

developed discursive strategy of the story which dominated these Iraq 

articles over the sampled period of newspapers: the UNSCOM weapons 

inspections and resulting `stand-off between Iraq, the UN and the US. This 

section argues that a single dominant discursive strategy is present across 

the sampled Iraq articles, directed at justifying military attacks on Iraq and 

the removal of President Saddam Hussein from power. The discussion is 

divided across six sub-sections, analysing the manifest, the implied and the 

presupposed argumentation of the sampled Iraq articles which support this 

strategy. Following this: a section analyses the minority of dissenting articles 

and the arguments they employ in undermining the dominant discursive 

strategy; and a final eighth section discusses Iraq articles which, at first 
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glance, appear unconnected to the issues of UNSCOM, war and Saddam 

Hussein. 

6.2 Quantitative results and discussion 

Table 6.1 below shows the size and frequency of the reports published by 

the seven newspapers across the four month sample: 

Table 6.1: Size and Number of Iraq articles, by newspaper 

Article size (cm) 

Mean Sum Valid N 

Newspaper Financial Times 172 14938 N=87 

Guardian 192 23363 N=122 

Independent 204 15526 N=76 

Telegraph 192 17129 N=89 
The Times 190 22930 N=121 

loS 244 4147 N=17 

Sunday Times 311 5916 N=19 
Total 196 103949 N=531 

Table 6.1 shows that 103,949 centimetres of column space were dedicated 

to covering Iraq over the four month sample, across 531 articles. Distributed 

across the 123 days of sampled newspaper coverage, this amounts to a 

average 4.32 articles on Iraq per day covering 845.1 centimetres of column 

space: a daily mean of 184.9 column centimetres and a little less than one 

article (n= 0.95) per newspaper. Of the daily newspapers, the Guardian and 

The Times printed the highest number of articles on Iraq whilst the 

Independent printed the least. The Independent on Sunday and the Sunday 

Times, show totals substantially lower than the daily newspapers (17 and 19 

respectively). When their frequencies are multiplied by six, the totals better 

all but the Guardian and The Times, illustrating that these low frequencies 

are due to being published once a week. 
Table 6.1 shows that the Sunday Times had the highest mean column 

size (311 cm), followed by the Independent on Sunday (mean 244 cm), 
whilst the Financial Times had the lowest (172 cm). 
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Graph 6.1 below shows the distribution of articles on Iraq across the 

four month sample: 

Graph 6.1: Number of Iraq articles, by date 
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Three 'peaks' in reporting are discernible: the first starts at the onset of the 

sample, peaks on the 15 November 1997 with 32 articles and decreases to 

an average 1.3 articles per day between 29 November and 8 December 

1997. The second peak occurred between 9 December and 27 December 

1997, with the highest count (7 articles) falling on 16 December. Finally, the 

quantity of articles reporting Iraq started to increase again on 13 January 

1998, peaked on the 19 and 20 January with 15 and 10 articles respectively, 

and remained high for the remainder of the sample. 
Graph 6.2 overleaf shows the total daily centimetres of column space 

which the newspapers devoted to reporting Iraq. 
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Graph 6.2: Daily column centimetres of broadsheet Iraq articles 
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Graph 6.2 indicates that the reporting of Iraq hit a clear peak on 15 

November, with the sampled newspapers devoting 6,802 centimetres of 

column space to reporting Iraq. The combined column centimetres of these 

Iraq articles for 15 November and the three days either side of this date (i. e. 

the week between 12 & 18 November 1997) amounted to 24,464 

centimetres, or 23.5 per cent of the column centimetres dedicated to 

reporting Iraq across the whole sample. This peak in reporting was due to an 

escalation in the inspections crisis following the expulsion of American 

members of the UNSCOM team and the US threatening 'serious 

consequences' should this action not be reversed. A deal was brokered and 

accepted by both sides on 15 November. 

The second peak in output occurred on the 13 December 1997 

amounting to 1,674 centimetres of column space. This day's high column 

centimetres appears anomalous to the surrounding coverage and is almost 

wholly attributable to a single feature article in the Saturday Times colour 

supplement (1,144 centimetres of column). 

The column cm started to increase again on 13 January, peaking on 

19 January 1998 with 2,630 centimetres of column space. This peak was 
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due in part to Saddam Hussein reneging on the earlier deal and the threat of 

hostilities increasing again. 

Table 6.2: Format of Iraq articles, by newspaper 
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News Count 62 75 65 71 94 10 15 392 

Col % 71.3% 61.5% 85.5% 79.8% 77.7% 58.8% 78.9% 73.8% 

Editorial Count 4 4 2 6 9 1 26 

Col % 4.6% 3.3% 2.6% 6.7% 7.4% 5.3% 4.9% 

Column Count 3 9 1 1 2 1 17 

Col % 3.4% 7.4% 1.3% 1.1% 1.7% 5.9% 3.2% 

Feature Count 1 2 2 1 3 2 11 

Col % . 8% 2.6% 2.2% . 8% 17.6% 10.5% 2.1% 

Letter Count 1 5 1 4 1 12 

Col % 1.1% 4.1% 1.3% 3.3% 5.9% 2.3% 

Weekly News Count 3 3 

summary Col % 2.5% . 6% 

Review Count 1 1 

Col % 5.3% 
. 
2% 

News in brief Count 17 24 5 9 11 2 68 

Col % 19.5% 19.7% 6.6% 10.1% 9.1% 11.8% 12.8% 

Obituary Count 1 1 

Col % 
. 
8% . 

2% 

Total Count 87 122 76 89 121 17 19 531 

Col% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Table 6.2 shows that the sampled broadsheet newspapers reported Iraq in 

similar ways over the four months of reporting. 'News' was the format most 

frequently used: 73.8 per cent of Iraq articles were 'news', significantly 

higher than the percentage for the sample as a whole (63.9%; n= 1624). 

Editorials (4.9%; n= 26) were also used to report Iraq more often than in the 

sample as a whole (2.7%; n= 69) whilst 'news in brief (12.8%; n= 68) were 

used significantly less (20.2%; n= 513). These percentages signal the 

importance which the newspapers gave to reporting Iraq - an interest which 

their readers did not appear to share since `readers' letters' on Iraq (2.3%; 
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n= 12) were printed less often than across the sample as a whole (3.4%; n= 

86). 

A 'hard news' index was then calculated in order to reveal the 

(differing) priorities placed on 'hard' and 'soft' news by the seven 

newspapers. This was achieved through combining the frequencies of the 

'hard news' formats: 'news', 'editorial', 'news summary' and 'news in brief'; 

and comparing them with the combined counts of the 'soft' formats: 'column', 

'feature', 'cartoon', 'diary', 'letter', 'review' and 'obituary'. The results for Iraq 

reporting are shown below: 

Table 6.3: 'Hard' and 'soft' Iraq articles, by newspaper 

Format: 'hard' and 'soft' news 

'Hard' news 'Soft' news 

Count Row % Count Row % 

Total 

Count Row % 
Financial Times 83 95.4% 4 4.6% 87 100.0% 

Guardian 106 86.9% 16 13.1% 122 100.0% 
Independent 72 94.7% 4 5.3% 76 100.0% 
Telegraph 86 96.6% 3 3.4% 89 100.0% 
The Times 114 94.2% 7 5.8% 121 100.0% 

loS 12 70.6% 5 29.4% 17 100.0% 

Sunday Times 16 84.2% 3 15.8% 19 100.0% 

Total 489 92.1% 42 7.9% 531 100.0% 

The percentage of 'hard news' for the sample as a whole is 87.8 per cent (n= 

2229), illustrating the predominance of 'hard news' when the sampled 

newspapers reported Iraq: 92.1 per cent (n= 489) of these Iraq articles 

adopted a 'hard news' format. Only the Guardian, the Independent on 
Sunday, and the Sunday Times returned a percentage lower than the mean 

of the sample as a whole. In the case of the Guardian, their 86.9 per cent (n= 

106) of `hard news' articles was still higher than the percentage observed 

across the total sampled Guardian articles (83.9%; n= 521). 

This high proportion of 'hard news' items inevitably favours the 

reporting of 'events' as opposed to coverage discussing the importance and 
effects as experienced and perceived both by the newspapers and the Iraqi 

people. This hard news focus may also inadvertently favour an 'elite' 
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representation (for example US, UK and Iraqi elites) of the events reported 

and of Iraq itself, because of the centrality of 'authoritative' and 'credible' 

sources to 'hard news' reporting. This is discussed further below (see Table 

6.12). 

Table 6.4: By-lined source in Iraq articles 
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No source Count 3 4 5 2 14 
given Col % 3.4% 3.3% 6.6% 11.8% 2.6% 

Staff writer Count 73 89 60 86 106 14 19 447 

Col % 83.9% 73.0% 78.9% 96.6% 87.6% 82.4% 100% 84.2% 

Agence France Count 1 3 3 7 
Presse Col % 1.1% 3.4% 2.5% 1.3% 

Associated Count 6 4 2 12 
Press Col % 4.9% 5.3% 1.7% 2.3% 

Reuters Count 8 13 5 5 31 

Col % 9.2% 10.7% 6.6% 4.1% 5.8% 
US newspaper Count 1 1 

Col % 
. 8% 

. 
2% 

'Agencies' Count 1 4 1 6 

Col % 1.1% 3.3% 1.3% 1.1% 
UK Count 1 2 3 
Government Col % 1.1% 1.6% 

. 6% 
Member of Count 4 1 4 1 10 
Public Col % 3.3% 1.3% 3.3% 5.9% 1.9% 

Total Count 87 122 76 89 121 17 19 531 
Col % 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 

Table 6.4 above shows that the majority of articles (84.2%; n= 447) written 
about Iraq were by-lined to staff journalists. Differences between 

newspapers' use of staff journalists were noticable, ranging from the 
Guardian (73.0%; n= 89) to the Telegraph (96.6%; n= 86). By contrast, the 

Guardian showed the highest percentage of articles by-lined to 'agency' 

sources (18.9%; n= 23) compared with the daily newspapers The Times 
(8.3%; n= 10) and, lowest of all, the Telegraph (3.4%; n= 3). The Sunday 
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broadsheets did not use one press release from the agencies. Articles 

written by `Members of the Public' or the `British Government' were mainly 
`letters to the editor'. 

As stated in Appendix 1, the variables recording `Country' aimed at 

coding not just the geographical location of the reports but also other 

countries involvement in the reported action. Methodologically, this is 

particularly important in international reporting, where the 'reported event' is 

often commentary and explanation offered by elite individuals and nations 

regarding other individuals, nations and international events. 

Table 6.5: Primary country in Iraq articles 

Valid Cumulative 
Frequency Percent Percent Percent 

Iraq 317 59.7 59.7 59.7 

USA 96 18.1 18.1 77.8 

UK 33 6.2 6.2 84.0 

Jordan 13 2.4 2.4 86.4 

Russia 13 2.4 2.4 88.9 

Israel 12 2.3 2.3 91.1 

Kurdistan 12 2.3 2.3 93.4 
Germany 6 1.1 1.1 94.5 

Turkey 4 
.8 .8 

95.3 

Iran 3 .6 .6 95.9 
Kuwait 3 .6 .6 96.4 
'Arab' countries 3 .6 .6 97.0 
Libya 2 .4 .4 97.4 
Palestine 2 

.4 .4 97.7 
France 2 

.4 .4 
98.1 

China 2 .4 .4 98.5 
Egypt 1 

.2 .2 98.7 

Sudan 1 
.2 .2 

98.9 

Syria 1 
.2 .2 99.1 

Yemen 1 
.2 .2 99.2 

Canada 1 
.2 .2 99.4 

Australia 1 .2 .2 99.6 
'UN' 1 .2 .2 99.8 
'EU' 1 .2 .2 100.0 
Total 531 100.0 100.0 
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Table 6.5 above shows that the most frequently cited geographical location 

for these Iraq news articles was 'Iraq' (n= 317; 59.7%). Such a finding was 

perhaps predictable, given that the articles in question report or regard 'Iraq'. 

What was perhaps less expected was that Iraq would be cited as the primary 

country in only 59.7 per cent (n= 317), or less than two-thirds of cases. In 

100 of these articles (18.8%), Iraq was the only country cited. The USA (n= 

96) and the UK (n= 33) are cited as the primary country in almost a quarter 

of Iraq articles (24.3%; n= 129), indicating the centrality of American and 
British action, explanation and commentary in the sampled newspapers' 

representation of Iraq. By way of contrast, the remaining three permanent 

members of the UN Security Council - Russia, France and China - are cited 

as the primary country in only 17 articles (3.2%), despite Russia's important 

role in negotiating UN access to and in Iraq. 
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Table 6.6: Secondary country in Iraq articles 

Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 
Iraq 178 33.5 41.3 41.3 
USA 163 30.7 37.8 79.1 

UK 27 5.1 6.3 85.4 
Russia 14 2.6 3.2 88.6 

Iran 11 2.1 2.6 91.2 

'Western' countries 6 1.1 1.4 92.6 
Jordan 4 .8 .9 

93.5 

Turkey 4 
.8 .9 

94.4 

'Arab' countries 4 .8 .9 
95.4 

'UN' 4 .8 .9 
96.3 

Kuwait 2 .4 .5 
96.8 

Kurdistan 2 .4 .5 
97.2 

China 2 .4 .5 97.7 
Iceland 2 .4 .5 

98.1 

Israel 1 .2 .2 98.4 
Libya 1 

.2 .2 
98.6 

Saudia Arabia 1 .2 .2 
98.8 

Finland 1 .2 .2 99.1 

Australia 1 .2 .2 99.3 

Croatia 1 .2 .2 99.5 

Japan 1 .2 .2 99.8 

'EU' 1 .2 .2 100.0 

Total 431 81.2 100.0 

Missing 100 18.8 

Total 531 100.0 

Table 6.6 shows that Iraq was the most frequently mentioned secondary 

country (n= 178; 41.3% of valid cases) being referred to as a secondary 

country in 33.5 per cent of these 531 Iraq articles. The USA represents the 

secondary country in the vast majority of the remaining cases (n= 163; 

37.8% of valid cases), resulting in the USA being presented as 'primary' or 
`secondary country' in almost half of these Iraq articles (n= 259; 48.8% of 
Iraq articles). The few remaining cases are predominately constituted by: the 

UK (n= 27; 6.3% of valid cases); Russia (n= 14; 3.2% of valid cases); Iran 

(n= 11; 2.6% of valid cases); and the generic `Western Countries' (n= 6; 

1.4% of valid cases). 
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Table 6.7: Tertiary country in Iraq articles 

Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

USA 41 7.7 27.9 27.9 

Iraq 36 6.8 24.5 52.4 

UK 30 5.6 20.4 72.8 

Turkey 7 1.3 4.8 77.6 

Russia 7 1.3 4.8 82.3 

'UN' 7 1.3 4.8 87.1 

Israel 5 .9 
3.4 90.5 

Iran 4 .8 
2.7 93.2 

'Arab' countries 3 .6 
2.0 95.2 

France 2 .4 1.4 96.6 

Algeria 1 .2 .7 
97.3 

Egypt 1 .2 .7 
98.0 

Multiple Muslim countries 1 .2 .7 
98.6 

'EU' 1 .2 .7 
99.3 

'Western' countries 1 .2 .7 100.0 
Total 147 27.7 100.0 

Missing 384 72.3 

Total 531 100.0 

Table 6.7 shows that only a little over a quarter of Iraq articles (27.7%; n= 

147) featured more than two countries. The most frequently mentioned 

tertiary country was the USA followed by Iraq and then the UK. These three 

countries collectively represent 72.8 per cent (n= 107) of tertiary countries. 

Tables 6.8 - 6.11 present summaries of the 'Primary' and 'Secondary 

Topics' featured in the sampled coverage. The findings were abridged, to 

include only the 95 per cent of cases, so that the tables were of a 

manageable size. 
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Table 6.8: Primary topic in Iraq articles 

Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

UNSCOM standoff 350 65.9 65.9 65.9 

Threat of war 28 5.3 5.3 71.2 

Actions of International 25 4.7 4.7 75.9 
leaders 
Int. Relations/Politics, 15 2.8 2.8 78.7 
Illegal weapons 

Civil War 12 2.3 2.3 81.0 

Int. Relations/Politics, 9 1.7 1.7 82.7 
Terrorism 

Business, Oil 9 1.7 1.7 84.4 

Int. Relations/Politics, 8 1.5 1.5 85.9 
Spying 
Crime, Violence 7 1.3 1.3 87.2 

International 7 1.3 1.3 88.5 
Relations/Politics, General 
Sanctions 7 1.3 1.3 89.8 

Antagonism between 6 1.1 1.1 91.0 
nations 
Int. Relations/Politics, aid 5 .9 .9 91.9 

Executions/Capital 4 .8 .8 
92.7 

punishment 
Int. Relations/Politics, 4 8 .8 93.4 
Meetings between leaders 

Court rulings 3 .6 .6 94.0 

UN 3 .6 .6 94.5 

Culture/Custom, Travel 3 .6 .6 95.1 

Crime, hostages/hijacking 2 .4 .4 95.5 

Table 6.8 above summarises the primary topics of 95.5 per cent of the 

sampled Iraq articles. The remaining 4.5 per cent of cases (n= 26) were 

spread over 19 variable labels (topics) -a mean count of 1.37 per topic. 

Table 6.8 shows that the most frequently cited primary topic of these 

Iraq articles was the UNSCOM 'stand-of (n= 350; 65.9%), forming a 

defining schematic topic against which the majority of the Iraq articles were 

framed. The second highest count was much lower, and was achieved by the 

topic'threat of war'. The `parent topics' of these primary themes illustrate the 

limited topical range in which articles 'cover' Iraq: 
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Table 6.9: Primary Parent Topic in Iraq articles 

Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid Int. Relations/Politics 444 83.6 83.6 83.6 
War 49 9.2 9.2 92.8 

Crime 11 2.1 2.1 94.9 

Business 9 1.7 1.7 96.6 
Policing/Law & Order 8 1.5 1.5 98.1 

Culture/Custom 6 1.1 1.1 99.2 

Health 4 .8 .8 
100.0 

Total 531 100.0 100.0 

Table 6.9 above shows that 92.8 per cent of articles reporting Iraq were 

concerned with 'International Relations/Politics' or 'War' (n= 493). The 

combined percentage of these two parent topics changes according to which 

'Primary country' the article cites: where the UK is cited as the primary 

country it decreases to 81.8% (n= 27); in articles which cite Iraq as the 

primary country it increases only slightly to 93.7% (n= 297); but it increases 

to 99 per cent in articles in which the USA is cited as the primary country (n= 

95). In addition, 19.8 per cent (n= 19) of the articles in which the USA is 

cited as the primary country, cite the parent topic 'War' in a primary position. 

This simple crosstabulation of 'primary country' and 'primary topic' perhaps 

serves to illustrate the manner in which the US government - as the primary 

definer in the articles in which the USA is cited as the primary country - 
presented war as `the solution' to the 'problem' of Iraq. 
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Table 6.10: Secondary topic in Iraq articles 

Frequency Percent 
Valid 

Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 
Threat of war 90 16.9 17.8 17.8 

UN 78 14.7 15.4 33.1 

UNSCOM standoff 62 11.7 12.2 45.4 

Int. Relations/Politics, 49 9.2 9.7 55.0 
Illegal weapons 
Actions of International 

45 8.5 8.9 63.9 
leaders 

Sanctions 26 4.9 5.1 69.0 

Int. Relations/Politics, 18 3.4 3.6 72.6 
Peace deal 
Antagonism between 17 3.2 3.4 75.9 
nations 
Int. Relations/Politics, 17 3.2 3.4 79.3 
Diplomacy 

Int. Relations/Politics, 7 1.3 1.4 80.7 Spying 
War between nations 6 1.1 1.2 81.9 

Acts of war 6 1.1 1.2 83.0 

International 5 .9 1.0 84 0 Relations/Politics, General . 
Int. Relations/Politics, 5 .9 1.0 85.0 
Meetings between leaders 

Israel/Palestinian peace 5 .9 1.0 86.0 
process 
War, General 5 .9 1.0 87.0 

Executions/Capital 4 .8 .8 87.8 
punishment 
Peace talks 4 .8 .8 88.6 

Crime, hostages/hijacking 3 .6 .6 89.2 
Int. Relations/Politics, 
Cordial relations 

3 
.6 .6 89.7 

'Democracy' 3 
.6 .6 

90.3 

Civil War 3 
.6 .6 

90.9 

War and civilian death 3 .6 .6 91.5 
Culture/Custom, 'faith' 3 .6 .6 92.1 
Business, arms trade 3 .6 .6 92.7 
Business, Oil 3 

.6 .6 
93.3 

Child malnutrition 2 .4 .4 94.1 

Table 6.10 shows that the frequencies of secondary topics in these Iraq 

articles is more diffuse that in the case of the primary topics. The most 
frequently cited secondary topic, 'threat of war' was cited in only 17.8 per 
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cent of articles (n= 90). The schematic topic, the UNSCOM `stand-off', was 

again mentioned frequently, almost half of which (n= 30) were mentioned in 

the final 11 days of the sample, as the reporting output was once again on 

the increase (see Graph 6.1) and the pressure to make Iraq and 

(specifically) President Saddam Hussein conform to the 'international will' 

was intensifying. The intensification of this period is illustrated in the 

presence of the topic 'threat of war' as a primary topic in 24.7 per cent (n= 

20) of the articles published between 20 January - 31 January 1998 (total 

Iraq articles = 81 between these dates). 

Table 6.11: Secondary Parent Topic in Iraq articles 

Valid Cumulative 
Frequency Percent Percent Percent 

Valid Int. Relations/Politics 358 67.4 70.6 70.6 

War 116 21.8 22.9 93.5 

Business 9 1.7 1.8 95.3 

Culture/Custom 7 1.3 1.4 96.6 

Policing/Law & Order 6 1.1 1.2 97.8 

Crime 5 .9 
1.0 98.8 

Health 3 
.6 .6 

99.4 

Immigration 1 .2 .2 99.6 

Employment 1 .2 .2 
99.8 

Youth 1 .2 .2 100.0 
Total 507 95.5 100.0 

Missing System 24 4.5 

Total 531 100.0 

The secondary parent topics of the Iraq articles, again show the centrality of 

'International Relations/Politics' and 'War' in reporting Iraq. The combined 

percentage of these two secondary parent topics (93.5% of valid cases) is 

higher than their combined percentage as primary parent topics (92.8% of 

valid cases), resulting in a comparatively reduced proportion of cases for the 

remaining secondary parent topics. Table 6.11 shows that these Iraq articles 

all but completely ignore topics such as 'Culture and Custom', 'Health', 

'Employment' and 'Youth' in preference to reporting the actions and effects 

of government and the 'threat' posed by Iraq. 
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Table 6.12: Position and Nationality of the Iraq articles' primary actors 

Nationality of source 1 

Iraq Israel Kurdistan UK USA Russia 'UN' Total 

British Prime Minister 8 8 

named UK Secretary of 11 11 
State 

named Govt Minister 2 2 

generic 'Govt source' 4 4 

generic 'Cabinet source' 2 1 3 

named Diplomat 1 1 

generic 'Diplomat' 1 1 

UN 2 59 61 

EU/European Parliament 1 1 

Int. Govt. Leader 98 2 22 1 123 

Int. Govt. Member 10 2 27 13 52 

Int. Govt. spokesperson 1 1 

unnamed Int. Govt. 82 5 7 40 12 146 
member 
Illegitimate Int. 1 1 2 
Opposition Leader 

unnamed illegitimate Int. 7 7 
Opposition member 
Int. Govt. /Military 2 8 10 
intelligence agency 
'Terrorist 1 1 2 

'Terrorist' group 1 1 

Former Int. Govt. member 1 1 

Int. Diplomat 4 4 
Scientist/Scientific centre 3 3 

Police/Prisons/Law 1 1 
enforcement 
Armed Forces 1 9 8 18 

Media Organisations 1 1 

Business 1 1 
sector/Corporate Actors 

Adult citizen 5 1 2 1 9 

Child citizen 2 2 

Artist 1 1 

Criminal 6 6 

Charity 1 1 

Reporter 1 1 

Total 219 11 10 49 111 26 59 485 

The 'actors' cited in these Iraq articles provide another measure of their 

content. Table 6.12 gives the `primary actors' referred to in these texts, 
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crosstabulating the actors' 'job or position' and their `nationality'. The original 

table giving all the results of this crosstabulation was far too large to be 

productive, therefore Table 6.12 lists only the nations which produced a 

count of 10 primary actors or more. In limiting the table in this way, 45 

primary actors were excluded (8.49% of the cited primary actors), spread 

across 23 nations. ' Table 6.12 illustrates that Iraqi actors are well 

represented in the text of these articles: 219 of the primary actors cited in 

these articles were Iraqi (41.3% of primary actors); followed by 111 who 

were American (20.9% of primary actors); 59 actors who were from the UN 

(11.1 % of primary actors); and 49 actors who were British (9.2% of primary 

actors). 

Actors from government, both domestic and international, received 

most citation as primary actors (n= 355; 67.0% of primary actors). 'Iraqi 

government' totalled 194 primary actors (36.6%); 'US government' totalled 

92 primary actors (17.4%); 'British government' totalled 34 primary actors 
(6.4%); and the 'Russian government' totalled 26 primary actors (4.9%). The 

'job or position' most referred to was 'unnamed international government 

member' (n= 146; 27.5% of primary actors), which was the label coded when 
the texts mentioned a country as an 'active' participant: e. g. "Iraq is doing/ 

going to do/ thinking/ etc. "; The majority of these references were made to 

'Iraq' as a primary actor. The most frequently cited primary actor was 
'International government leader of Iraq', Saddam Hussein (n= 99), who 

constituted 18.7% of the text's primary actors. By comparison, the 'American 

President' was referred to as a primary actor on 22 occasions (4.2% of 

primary actors) and the 'British Prime Minister' was referred to as primary 

actor on only eight occasions (1.6% of primary actors). 
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Table 6.13: Position and Nationality of the Iraq articles' quoted primary 

actors 

Nationality of source I 

Iraq Israel Kurdistan UK USA Russia 'UN' Total 

British Prime Minister 4 4 

named UK Secretary of 8 8 
State 

named Govt Minister 2 2 

generic 'Govt source' 1 1 

generic'Cabinet source' 2 2 

named Diplomat 1 1 

generic Diplomat 1 1 

UN 2 22 24 

Int. Govt. Leader 9 2 13 24 

Int. Govt. Member 4 2 18 9 33 

Int. Govt. spokesperson 1 1 

unamed Int. Govt. member 14 3 14 7 38 

Illegitimate Int. Opposition 1 1 
Leader 

unamed illegitimate Int. 2 2 
Opposition member 
Int. Govt. /Military 3 3 
intelligence agency 
Former Int. Govt. member 1 1 

Scientist/Scientific centre 1 1 

Police/Prisons/Law 1 1 
enforcement 
Armed Forces 4 2 6 

Media Organisations 1 1 

Business sector/Corporate 1 1 
Actors 

Adult citizen 2 1 3 

Artist 1 1 

Charity 1 1 
Total 34 73 25 54 16 22 161 

When Tables 6.12 and 6.13 are compared, it is apparent that being cited as 

a primary actor in these texts provides no assurance that the actor will also 

be quoted: the 161 quoted primary actors represent 33.2 per cent of primary 

actors. In addition, quotation appears to be highly dependent on the actor's 

nationality: only 15.5 per cent (n= 34) of the Iraqi primary actors cited in the 

text were quoted; compared to 63.6 per cent (n= 7) of cited Israeli primary 
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actors; 61.5 per cent (n= 16) of cited Russian primary actors; 51.0 per cent 

(n= 25) of cited British primary actors; and 48.6 per cent (n= 54) of cited 

American primary actors. Saddam Hussein was quoted in 9.1 per cent (n= 9) 

of the texts in which he was cited as a primary actor; Bill Clinton was quoted 

in 59.1 per cent (n= 13); and Tony Blair was quoted in 50.0 per cent (n= 4) of 

texts in which he was cited as a primary actor. 

Similar results were observed across the texts' secondary, tertiary and 

quaternary actors. 

Table 6.14: Representation of Iraq and Iraqi actors, by newspaper (1) 

Newspaper 

co co ° 

F- 
cE 

0°cmE 
F= ~ 

'u ai m F= ö 
CD 

°-' ( °ý cc cc f- 

Represented as: Monolithic 1 4 7 4 16 
monolithic/diverse Diverse 1 1 2 

Total 1 5 8 4 18 

Represented as: Separate 24 22 19 20 39 9 7 140 
separate/interacting Interacting 1 1 

Total 24 22 19 20 40 9 7 141 

Represented as: Inferior 45 40 35 38 67 12 16 253 
inferior/equal Equal 1 3 1 5 
Total 46 43 35 38 67 13 16 258 

Represented as: Enemy 56 60 52 64 98 12 16 358 
enemy/partner Partner 1 1 1 3 

Total 56 61 52 65 99 12 16 361 

Represented as: Manipulative 16 23 20 22 41 2 4 128 
manipulative/sincere Sincere 1 1 

Total 16 24 20 22 41 2 4 129 

Table 6.14 shows the results for five of the coded binaried variables. The 

remaining three binaried variables, did not produce particularly significant 

results and were therefore edited out in order to make room for more 

significant findings. The percentages of 'closed' or `negative' representations 

of Iraq and Iraqis differed across the newspapers, as illustrated in Table 
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6.15. The percentages of 'negative' representations are indicated by bold 

type: 

Table 6.15: Representation of Iraq and Iraqi actors, by newspaper (2) 

jp 

E 
i F- 

C7 

Newspaper 

N 0. 

N Ql 

aw 

N 

I-' 
U) 

>N 
N CE 

F- U) 

m Ö 

Monolithic Col % 1.1% 3.3% 7.9% 3.3% 3.0% 

Diverse Col % . 8% 1.1 % . 4% 

No response Col % 98.9% 95.9% 100.0% 91.0% 96.7% 100.0% 100.0% 96.6% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Separate Col % 27.6% 18.0% 25.0% 22.5% 32.2% 52.9% 36.8% 26.4% 

Interacting Col % . 
8% . 

2% 

No response Col % 72.4% 82.0% 75.0% 77.5% 66.9% 47.1% 63.2% 73.4% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Inferior Col % 51.7% 32.8% 46.1% 42.7% 55.4% 70.6% 84.2% 47.6% 

Equal Col % 1.1 % 2.5% 5.9% . 9% 

No response Col % 47.1% 64.8% 53.9% 57.3% 44.6% 23.5% 15.8% 51.4% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Enemy Col % 64.4% 49.2% 68.4% 71.9% 81.0% 70.6% 84.2% 67.4% 

Partner Col % . 8% 1.1 % . 8% . 6% 

No response Col % 35.6% 50.0% 31.6% 27.0% 18.2% 29.4% 15.8% 32.0% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Manipulative Col % 18.4% 18.9% 26.3% 24.7% 33.9% 11.8% 21.1% 24.1% 

Sincere Col % . 8% . 
2% 

No response Col % 81.6% 80.3% 73.7% 75.3% 66.1% 88.2% 78.9% 75.7% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Tables 6.14 and 6.15 show that not every text chose one or other of the 

binary characteristics to represent Iraq and Iraqi actors. Indeed only 18 of 

the 531 Iraq articles (3.4%) chose to represent Iraqis in terms of the 

'monolithic/ diverse' binary. In the overwhelming majority of the articles, 

regardless of the frequency of their appearance, negative representations 

are dominant. Articles which expressed a position argued that Iraqis were: 

'monolithic' (88.9%; n= 16); 'separate' (99.3; n= 140); 'inferior' (98.1%; n= 

253); `an enemy' (99.2%; n= 358); and 'manipulative' (99.2%; n= 128). Two 

thirds of all the Iraq articles argued that Iraq and Iraqis were 'the enemy' 

(67.4%; n= 358, see Table 6.15). The remaining four variables were cited 

less frequently, but three - 'separate', 'inferior' and 'manipulative' - were still 
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cited in significant numbers. These findings indicate a very high level of anti- 

Iraqi sentiment. 
Tables 6.14 and 6.15 and the discussion above illustrate, albeit in a 

rather disembodied way, the form and frequency of `negative' newspaper 

representations of Iraq in the sampled articles. Such representations have 

argumentative weight in reporting, acting to support themes, attitudes and 

conclusions regarding both the government and the people of Iraq. Such 

'themes' - as distinct from 'topics' - will now be analysed and discussed. 

6.3 Qualitative results and discussion 

6.3.1 Introduction 

The sampled Iraq articles were dominated by argumentation on the 

desirability or otherwise of removing President Saddam Hussein from power. 

The sampled Iraq articles employed strikingly similar supporting arguments 

for intervention, to the extent that a remarkably schematic discursive strategy 

developed. This strategy is, in essence, an argument for intervention arising 

from the claims, themes, implications and a number of presuppositions 

present in the reports. This discursive strategy is illustrated in Figure 6.1 

below: principle 

Figure 6.1: Discursive Strategy in the broadsheet reporting of Iraq 

Theme 'Saddam Hussein is defying International law' 

Warrant Saddam is a bad man International law should be upheld 

Implication We should intervene 

Presuppositions We can intervene 

Physically able to intervene Morally able to intervene 

11 
Militarily Superior 'Just' 
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The universal theme of the reporting was 'Saddam Hussein's defiance of 

international law'. This theme ran through the top four coded topics - the 

'UNSCOM stand-off, the 'threat of war', 'actions of international leaders', 

'illegal weapons' (see Table 6.8) - and others less frequently cited (e. g. 

'sanctions', 'UN', 'terrorism'), totalling over 90 per cent of sampled Iraq 

articles. Additional to this theme were the claims that 'Saddam is a bad man', 

and 'international law should be upheld'. These claims often went unstated 
in the articles - hence their being labelled as argumentative 'warrants' in 

Figure 6.1 - illustrating the extent to which they are taken as 'givens', but 

more often, evidence and argumentation were presented to back up these 

two claims. The combination of the 'theme' and claims of the reporting, 

resulted in the implication that 'We should intervene in Iraq'. However, the 

form that this proposed intervention was to take appeared to be directed by 

the presuppositions of the reporting. Necessarily, in order to suggest 'We 

should intervene', it must first be presupposed that 'We can intervene'. This 

presupposed ability takes the form of a physical ability and a moral ability, 

which is in turn based on presupposed military sophistication and a just 

cause - two presuppositions which have come to be practically inseparable, 

particularly since the development of the rhetoric of "military humanism" (see 

Chomsky, 1999,2000; Hammond, 2000). These presuppositions formed not 

only the backbone to much of the reporting, but were also argued explicitly in 

articles focusing on topics such as the 'UN', 'international law', 'diplomacy', 

'actions of international leaders' and others. 
The above discursive strategy informed the vast majority of reporting 

of Iraq and the 1997/8 UNSCOM 'stand-off. Even when reports did not imply 

that 'We' - usually the US/UK coalition - should intervene in Iraq, they were 

generally informed by the presuppositions in the lower section of Figure 6.1 

above: that 'We' are both physically and morally able to direct military 

aggression at Iraq. These presuppositions were in turn confirmed, 
legitimated and reproduced in other, more specialised reports, looking at 

amongst other subjects, the 'smart' military hardware of 'the Western 

powers', the precedence for intervention set by international law, the 
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histories of atrocities by the Iraqi regime, etc. Each element of the above 

discursive strategy will now be presented and analysed, with a view to 

discussing how it confirmed or challenged the drive towards military 

aggression taken by the American and British governments. 

6.3.2. Use of International law as an argumentative resource 

International law was regularly referred to in this sample of Iraq articles, due 

primarily to the centrality of the UN, and specifically the UN Special 

Commission (UNSCOM), to the story. The main use to which international 

law was put in these articles, was to show that the actions of Saddam 

Hussein and/or his government were 'illegal', or a infringement of previous 

treaties or agreements. In an article printed in the Telegraph (14 November 

1997: 1) for example, Bill Richardson, the American Ambassador to the UN, 

was quoted as saying "Baghdad was pushing the crisis 'to the brink' and 

violating the UN Charter". The Telegraph omitted to mention in this article 

that commentators such as Professor Francis Boyle (Professor of 

International Law and Arms Control at University of Illinois) thought that 

America was in violation of the same Charter by threatening to attack Iraq. 

The UN was distilled down and referred to in these articles as the 

'international will' -a 'will' which Saddam Hussein was consistently referred 

to as defying despite the fact that the US and the UK were practically alone 

in demanding Iraq's immediate and total capitulation of sovereignty. British 

Foreign Secretary Robin Cook was quoted as stating "no option is ruled out 
by the world community' and, in the same article, the then Defence 

Secretary George Robertson stated that the actions of Saddam Hussein are 
"simply not acceptable to the world community' (Telegraph Invincible sent 

to the Gulf, 17 January 1998, emphasis added). Madelaine Albright was 

quoted in the Guardian (17 November 1997: 12) as saying that the 'stand-off' 

is "not a dispute between Iraq and the US, but between Iraq and the law, 

Iraq and the world". Similarly, during her attempts to win support for military 

attacks from European and Gulf States, the Financial Times (29 January 

1998: 1) quotes her appeal for a "strong international response" (emphasis 

added) to Iraq. 
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Throughout the crisis, the Americans argued that the decision for 

military aggression could be made without recourse to further Security 

Council resolutions. In an article in the Financial Times headlined 'UN closer 

to tougher sanctions on Iraq'. (12 November 1997) for example, William 

Cohen, US Defence Secretary, "reiterated the US contention that there was 
'inherent authority' under existing UN resolutions for a military response" 
(emphasis added). Another article, headlined 'Defiant Saddam dares US to 

strike' and printed in the Sunday Times (2 November 1997) reported that 

"Saddam" had "given Americans working in the UN arms inspection team in 

Iraq until Wednesday [three days] to leave". The report goes on to state that 

Richard Butler, the chairman of UNSCOM, considered this latest ultimatum 

to be "a breach of the 1991 cease-fire that ended the Gulf War". The 

implications of this are not spelt out by the newspaper, other than to imply 

that it was a little strong since it "drew a rebuke from the French, who said it 

was up to the Council to consider it a violation". Should the newspaper have 

included the implications of Butler's reaction in the report, it could have 

illustrated his threatening brinkmanship and the extent to which his views 

supported the American argument for military aggression. 2 

The UN Security Council, a major 'legal' player in the inspection 

crisis, was only represented by the sampled newspapers as performing a 
legitimate role when the decisions which it produced conformed with Anglo- 

American policy. Conversely, countries like France, Russia and China who 

opposed aggressive Anglo-American policy were criticised by the 

newspapers and even blamed for the 'stand-off. The Financial Times for 

example, in an article headlined 'A win on points for Saddam Hussein' (21 

November 1997), suggests that "a damaging split" in the Security Council, 

produced "when France, Russia and China opposed a US and UK proposal 
for a small increase in sanctions to punish Baghdad's concealment of its 

weapons development", initiated the crisis. "It was that split", the newspaper 

continues, "which tempted the Iraqi dictator into his latest challenge to the 

sanctions regime". A similar point is made in a report printed the same day in 

the Independent ('Baghdad claims victory in battle of nerves with US', 21 
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November 1997) where "divisions" in "the UN Security Council over what to 

do about Iraq" were identified as contributing to the crisis. 
On the same page as the Independent report mentioned above, 

however, another article headlined 'Crisis over as Saddam lets inspectors 

back to work' contained an indication that the US were not adverse to 

creating 'dis-unity' in the Security Council should the Council's decisions not 

go their way. In response to a deal brokered in Geneva which ended the 

current stand-off, Mike McCurry, the White House spokesman is 

paraphrased as saying: "the US would use its veto on the UN Security 

Council should there be any alteration to the terms of former UN 

resolutions". This statement illustrates the commitment of the USA to return 

the UNSCOM inspections to a situation similar to the recently alleviated 
'stand-of should decisions be made that they do not agree with. This stated 

intention was allowed to stand by the journalists - Harriet Martin and Rupert 

Cornwell - without any comment, critique or contention. 

Three days after the printing of this article, the Independent reported 

that the US and UK had followed through with their commitment to veto any 

alterations to the current inspections and sanctions regime which they 

disagreed with ('Britain and US spike Saddam's guns over changes to 

arms inspections', 24 November 1997). The report stated that "Russia had 

wanted the commission to certify that Iraq had dismantled its nuclear 

programme and long-range missiles" which would thereby close the chapter 

on UNSCOM nuclear inspections. Considering that "the Vienna-based 

International Agency for Atomic Energy has officially confirmed that Baghdad 

does not possess atomic weapons, nor the means of manufacturing them" 

(Rouleau, 23 March 1998, Le Monde Diplomatique) Russia's request does 

appear acceptable. Not only did the US and UK reject such a proposal, they 

went above and beyond the requirements of SC Resolution 687 and 
demanded that Iraq "identify [the] countries which sold it nuclear technology 

before the invasion of Kuwait". Further, the article reported that the US and 
UK "were jubilant at the rebuff to Iraq and Russia, which failed to win the full 

endorsement of France and China" (emphasis added). Such celebration in 
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continuing the sanctions regime again elicited no critical response from the 

newspapers, either in their news reports or their op. /ed. columns, suggesting 

that the newspapers do not think 'dis-unity' in the Security Council is 

problematic by when it is 'Our side' who are being obstructive or imperious. 

An editorial, headlined 'Seven Year Itch' and printed in The Times 

(31 October 1997), uses international law in quite an innovative way, arguing 

that Security Council resolutions had failed to restrict Saddam Hussein's 

"grip on Iraq" or reduce "the regional threat he poses" and that military 
intervention was needed. The paper claims that the UN 'miscalculated' the 

size of Saddam Hussein's arsenal, that the terms of the resolution were "less 

than draconian" and it was this which resulted in the UN's failure to disarm 

Iraq. The 'implications' of this failure are given rhetorical prominence where 

the editorial suggests that "Iraq's illegal arsenal' includes "outlawed toxic 

weapons theoretically sufficient to kill the entire world's population four times 

over" (my emphasis), which adds additional weight to the newspaper's 

claims that the resolution did not go far enough. 
In addition, and following the approach of the 'Western' governments 

at the time and since, the newspaper not only blames Saddam Hussein for 

the sanctions regime, but presents the suffering of the Iraqi people as being 

engineered by Hussein: 

By seeing to it that some Iraqis go desperately hungry, Saddam has also 
succeeded in persuading the world that the people of Iraq, which is quite 
capable of growing enough food to supply its populace, are starving because of 
UN sanctions. 

This passage not only refutes the claims that the UN sanctions are to blame 

for the suffering endured by the Iraqi people, but also provides a 
humanitarian pretext for military intervention, in addition to the legal and 

geopolitical arguments already used. By combining these arguments the 

newspaper is enabled to state, in a forceful and emotive conclusion, that 

"[t]he West 
... must ensure that retaliation severely damages the military and 

security apparatus that underpins his [Hussein's] regime". 
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6.3.3. Negative depiction of Iraqi leaders 

Personification of the conflict was one of the main ways in which the 

complexities of the UNSCOM 'stand-off was managed by broadsheet 

newspapers. It is far easier to (re)construct 'the enemy' as an individual, or a 

select group of individuals with a negative image, than it is to make an 

enemy of a nation. Indeed the argument for intervention on 'humanitarian' 

grounds is strengthened if 'the nation' - in this case Iraq - is cast as another 

victim of the enemy's malignancy rather than his supporter or accomplice. 
With this in mind, we would expect the coverage of Iraqi actors to focus 

heavily on a few key individuals, with reference to Iraq's citizens only 

occurring in order to add weight to the central argument for military 

intervention. Reporting tended to focus argumentation and coverage very 

closely upon elite individuals in the Iraqi regime: specifically President 

Saddam Hussein and, to a lesser extent, the Deputy Prime Minister Tarik 

Aziz. Some of the methods in which these elite Iraqi actors were 
'negativised' in the sampled coverage of Iraq will now be discussed. 

The 'negativisation' of Saddam Hussein has occurred extensively in 

the pages of the Press since the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait in 1990. Previous 

studies (Allan, 1999; Keeble, 1997; Mowlana, Gerbner & Schiller, 1992; 

Walsh, 1995) have shown that nominalisations such as 'the Arab Hitler', 'the 

Butcher of Baghdad', 'mad dog Hussein' and others are employed so 

regularly by journalists to describe President Saddam Hussein that they 

have reached the point of metonym. Examples of Saddam Hussein's 

brutality were provided by the newspapers, often in seemingly inconsonant 

articles. A classic example of this was included in an article printed in The 

Times, headlined 'Iraq faced threat of nuclear attack' (22 December, 

1997). The article retold the story of the UNSCOM 'stand-off from the 

perspective of "Pentagon Planners", who suggested that during the height of 
the crisis they considered whether a nuclear bomb should be used against 
Iraq in the event of military aggression. The rhetoric of this article is 

analysed in much greater depth later in the chapter, but suffice to say the 

report says the plan to 'nuke Saddam' was dropped. It is against this 

248 



background that an example of the brutality of Saddam Hussein is provided, 
3 probably intended 'by way of contrast'. The report states: 

Saddam, now 60, consolidated his power at a meeting of the Ba'ath Party in 
1979 when he pointed out people he saw as disloyal. After each was escorted 
from the room, they were shot. 

This paragraph illustrates that Saddam Hussein has been a villain from the 

outset of his rule in Iraq. The next paragraph suggests that this 

'consolidation of power' may have had an even more sinister basis, with 
Saddam Hussein appearing to take perverse delight in fear, pain and death: 

A brief video clip of the scene from CIA archives was shown. Saddam's 
behaviour was described by Anthony Lake, Mr Clinton's former National 
Security Advisor, who said: 'With a look on his face like that of a boy tearing the 
wings off a fly, he took a cigar and moved it around his subordinates, picking 
out those to be taken away on the grounds of treachery. He was enjoying every 
minute of it'. 

The "video clip" is mentioned in order to provide objective 'proof' that the 

event being described occurred. The testimony of "Anthony Lake" provides 

us with a reading of the manner in which Hussein carried out such 
barbarism: he "was enjoying every minute of it". 

It is interesting that the discussed event was meant to have occurred 
in 1979. Conspicuously absent from the report is the acknowledgement that 

Saddam Hussein was given political, logistical and financial backing from the 

USA for an additional decade after this event was meant to have occurred. 
Presumably this backing continued to be provided despite sections of the 

American government having full knowledge of this event if, as the report 

states, the "brief video clip" was taken "from CIA archives". 4 The implications 

of this are not discussed by the reporter Ian Brodie, Anthony Lake or any 

other source cited in the article. The possibility that the American 

government continued to support Iraq (see Frank, 1992) despite knowing 

that President Saddam Hussein committed murder order to "consolidate 

power' is a matter which one would have expected any quality journalist to 

have discussed in light of the material in this article. Instead of providing 
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such a discussion - which would presumably have 'muddied' who exactly 

`we' are meant to be criticising - Ian Brodie opts to uncritically accept the line 

coming out of the cited "Pentagon planners" and write an 'isn't Saddam evil' 

piece. 
Articles demonising Saddam Hussein were printed frequently across 

the sample. Less frequent, but no less interesting were articles which 

directed such animosity towards the Deputy Prime Minister Tarik Aziz. A 

Guardian editorial headlined 'Iraq: diminishing options' (12 November 

1997) for example, appeared particularly belligerent towards Aziz: 

He himself is a liar and worse than a liar, as men have to be to survive in the 
highest ranks of Saddam's regime, and he is one of the longest serving and 
most prominent members of that regime. A man in such a position has to 
prostitute his abilities - and Aziz is an able man - to defend the indefensible, to 
conceal the inexcusable and to argue the impossible. 

To suggest that Tarik Aziz is "an able man", who is "one of the longest 

serving ... members" of the regime, entails that he is particularly good at the 

'prostituting' himself to the "indefensible" aims and interests of the regime. 

The editorial also describes him as being "worse than a liar" and as one of 

the "most prominenf' members of the regime which seems to suggest that 

he, at the very least, collaborates in the regime's aims and interests and is 

therefore partially responsible for both their content and effects. 

The Telegraph also printed an article in which Tarik Aziz was the 

focus of criticism. `Baghdad's urbane apologist blends charm with fear' 

(18 November 1997) was printed six days after the Guardian editorial 
discussed above, appears to be written with a similar critical intent as the 

editorial, but discards the bellicose criticism of Aziz present in the Guardian 

article. The article, which appeared at the height of newspaper output on 
Iraq (see Graph 6.1) and was printed on the same page as five other 
UNSCOM articles, is a personal and political profile of Tarik Aziz, apparently 

written in order to provide 'background' to the other reports. 
The article starts by describing Aziz's role in Saddam Hussein's 

government: he "takes on the thankless task of defending Iraq in the 

succession of confrontations with the international community". Here, the 
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newspaper nominalises the transitive verb 'to confront', which acts to remove 

the exact nature of the "confrontations". This removal is almost certainly due 

to such information already being known to the readership, through both the 

co-location of the five other UNSCOM articles on the page and the ongoing 

nature of the conflict. It is interesting however, that Aziz is described as 

"defending Iraq" against such "confrontations", suggesting that the 

"international community" are the attackers in the action process. 

The article goes on to suggest the manner in which Aziz performs his 

designated role: "With his professorial look and mastery of English, Tarik 

Aziz is the most respectable face of the Iraqi regime ... 
One former Arab 

foreign minister described Mr Aziz as 'the most articulate Arab man I have 

ever met'. " Here 'respectability' is defined by the newspaper in a very closed 

and ethnocentric way: looking "professorial" and having a "mastery of 

English". His eloquence is referred to again by the unnamed quoted source, 

where the anomalous status of being an "articulate Arab man" is implied. 

The article also described Aziz as an unusual feature within the Iraqi regime: 

he "seems almost too urbane to represent a regime as repressive as that of 

Saddam", and is "a minority Christian rather than a Sunni Muslim" -a 

characteristic which the article, in contrast to the above Guardian editorial, 

suggests "may explain his survival through Saddam's bloody purges of party 

rivals". 

The article's depiction of Aziz as an intelligent and erudite man are 

put to use in the concluding paragraph, in a striking criticism: 

An exile in London said: 'Tarik Aziz bears a double guilt. Most of the Iraqi 
leaders are ignorant. But Aziz is intelligent, and he still takes part in the crimes 
of the regime. ' 

In the light of the argument in this paragraph, the afore-printed article 

appears like a 'set-up'. The newspaper has constructed an elaborate and 

subtle argument, wherein, should we accept the initial premises of Aziz 

being "respectable", "articulate", "urbane" and perhaps most importantly, a 

"Christian", then confronted with the "crimes of the regime", the conclusion 

regarding his "double guilt" appears to be indisputable. The article therefore 
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appears to be warning the Telegraph's readership of this man's dubious 

character. This is a man who is "reputedly charming to his friends and 

ruthless with his enemies" and who, despite the possible perceptions of the 

readership, should be regarded in the same way as Saddam Hussein 

himself: as a threat to Iraq, to the region and to 'world peace', and therefore 

should be removed from power. 

6.3.4. The `ideological square' in reporting Iraq 

In this section I discuss articles and excerpts from articles which are 

structured in accordance with the `ideological square'. The term 'ideological 

square' was proposed by van Dijk (1984; 1987; 1991; 1992; 1993; 1996; 

1997; 1998; 1999; 2000; van Dijk et al, 1997) in order to describe a 
discursive process, present in prejudiced talk and text, in which a strategy of 

negative other-presentation and a simultaneous positive self-presentation is 

employed. The 'ideological square' in these sampled articles on Iraq, is a 

particularly important aspect of the dominant discursive strategy since it 

provides the basis of presumed 'moral' justification for military intervention. 

The analysed texts concur with and support the dominant reading of the 

events being described - Iraqi intransigence in contrast to 'Western' civility - 
and hence favour a reading of the reported events functional to the military 

aims of the 'Western' governments. Since semantic, rhetorical and 

argumentative moves are discussed throughout this chapter, this section will 
focus on key examples of lexical and syntactic structuring of expression. 
Numerous alternative examples of lexical and syntactic structuring of 

expression exist, which will be discussed at much greater length in future 

work. 
A report, headlined `Iraq faces countdown to attack' and printed in 

the Telegraph (19 January 1998), contains several interesting textual 
features illustrating the ideological commitments of the journalist and 

newspaper. First, the article's use of noun phrases is interesting: "Saddam 

Hussein" is only called by his full name in the first line of the text; is labelled 

as "dictator" on two occasions (one in the 'overheadline'); as "the Iraqi 
dictator" on one occasion in the second paragraph; as "the tyrant" in the third 
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paragraph; as "the Iraqi leader" in the second to last paragraph; and as 

"Saddam" on ten other occasions. "Iraq" is mentioned as an actor on two 

occasions. In contrast, the actors positioned in conflict with Iraq and Saddam 

Hussein are presented more collectively and more positively. The collective 

nouns cited were: "America", (n= 3); "Britain" (n= 1); "Washington and its 

allies" (n= 1); "senior government officials" (n= 1); "UN", (n= 1); and "United 

Nations inspectors" (n= 1). Individuals cited were: "Madeleine Albright, 

Secretary of State" (n= 1); "Bill Richardson, America's ambassador to the 

UN" (n= 1); "Britain's Defence Secretary, George Robertson" (n= 1); "Sir 

Edward Heath" (n= 2); "Richard Butler, head of the UN's compliance team" 

(n= 1); and the shorter "Mr Butler" (n= 2). The contrast between Iraqi and 

non-Iraqi actors is striking. Although each 'side' were cited a comparable 

number of times (n= 19; n= 16), Iraqi actors were dominated by President 

Saddam Hussein, or more specifically by "Saddam", whilst the non-Iraqis 

were either collectivised or else were individuals given their full honourific 

titles. The consequence of these lexical choices is that the conflict appears 

to be both personalised and justified: the collective efforts of the US, the UK 

and the UN against "Saddam", "the tyrant" and "Iraqi dictator". 

Second, the way in which aggressive transitive actions attributed to 

the 'non-Iraqi side' are presented is interesting. Throughout the article, the 

"attack" mentioned in the headline is mitigated, passivised or nominalised 

(as in the headline), which effectively backgrounds or occasionally removes 

the agency of the attackers. The closest the report gets to a foregrounding of 

agency is in the first paragraph, numbered here for ease of reference: 

[1] America warned Saddam Hussein yesterday that [2] it is closer to using a 
military attack to end Iraq's efforts to block United Nations inspectors. 

In clause two, the whole of the italicised section represents one single noun 

phrase - the `object' which 'it' [America] intends 'to use. Even here, where 

the presence of `aggressive American agency' is strongest, the expression is 

structured in such a way as to provide the readership with the justification for 

the "military attack... ", qualifying the very noun phrase which proposes it: 
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"... to end Iraq's efforts to block United Nations inspectors". Elsewhere, the 

proposed American military aggression is expressed as "military force", "the 

military option", "military action", "military strikes" and "the military-based 

response", displaying the kind of over-wording indicative of an "intense 

ideological preoccupation" (Fowler et al, 1979). On two other occasions, the 

newspaper uses the terms "punitive missile strike" and "punitive cruise 

missile attacks" which again provide a justification for the military attack in a 

similar way to the numbered quotation above. The addition of the adjective in 

this case is therefore highly ideological, providing the reader with an 

objective for the 'military strike' (i. e. a punishment for "Saddam", "the tyrant"), 

and moreover, through the choice of the adjective, that this objective is a 

'just' and 'justifiable' one. 

Third, the article employs non-obligatory rhetorical devices such as 

metaphor in order that certain meanings of the reported action be 

emphasised in the minds-eye of the reader. The visit to Baghdad by Richard 

Butler, the head of UNSCOM for example is described in the article as "the 

final test of whether to unleash American cruise missiles against the tyrant". 

The choice of the lexical metaphor "unleash" to describe the launching of 

cruise missiles is attractive since it imbues the bombs with life and taps into 

the more literary metaphor '[unleashing] the dogs of war'. The attack is 

further justified through the use of the noun phrase "the tyrant" to describe 

Saddam Hussein, since the missiles are being 'unleashed against the tyrant' 

and not Iraq. This very simple structuring of expression acts to limit the 

possibilities of dissent in much the same way that the classical rhetorical 

argument 'fighting for peace' does. 

Throughout the majority of the articles reporting the UNSCOM 'stand- 

of, the sampled newspapers metaphorically employ an authoritarian 
discourse of discipline (Fairclough, 1995a: 95) to describe the reported 

action, switching between 'parent-to-child' and 'master-to-pet' relations of 
discipline. Saddam Hussein and Iraq were cast in the relationship's 

subordinate role and 'Western' (US and UK) actors are represented as 
dominant. The Financial Times (15 November 1997), for example clearly 

employ this disciplinary metaphor in an article headlined 'The US has a big 
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stick, but it can talk softly'. This metaphor is continued through the article 

in terms such as "punitive strikes" and in the evaluation that previous US air 

attacks on Iraq (e. g. January 1993, September 1996) were "too lenient". The 

article uses the `insolent animal' metaphor most clearly in the claim that the 

Clinton Administration were wondering "how to bring Iraqi President Saddam 

Hussein to heel", suggesting that Hussein was somehow comparable to a 

wayward puppy. The same day the Independent stated that Iraq had "defied 

the United States" ('Last superpower defied by friends and enemies 

alike', my emphasis). Lower down in the article, where a Pentagon 

spokesman criticises Iraq's request to limit the number of US weapons 

inspectors, the disciplinary discourse shifts to a legal-penitive metaphor: the 

Pentagon official is quoted as saying "it is as though an ex-convict were 

trying to pick its own parole officer". The disciplinary image of the 'big stick' 

was also used in an article printed in the Telegraph (18 November 1997): 

first in the headline - 'Western ability to wield the big stick at Saddam is 

slipping away', and also as "the military stick" later in the article. 

Such formulations were built up across the sample, wherein Saddam 

Hussein was persistently described as a subordinate who has not 'learnt his 

lesson' and should therefore be 'punished' and 'brought back in line' with the 

'international community'. Representing the UNSCOM inspections 'stand-off' 

in such a way tends to implicitly invoke "an imperialist and indeed racist 

ideology of relations between nations, which contributes to the continuity of 

imperialist and neo-colonialist relations in practice" (Fairclough, 1995a: 102). 

With this in mind, these formulations appear highly functional to the call of 

the United States and Britain to attack Iraq. 

If we next look at lexical style across other sampled articles it 

becomes apparent that, through the journalist's choices of verb phrase, Iraqi 

action is presented as 'negative' on a far more regular basis than 'Western' 

action. For example, in the article 'Iraq faces countdown to attack' 

(Telegraph, 19 January 1998) discussed above, I showed how President 

Saddam Hussein was labelled "the tyrant" in contrast to America and Britain 

being labelled "Washington and its allies" and 'western' actors being 
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referred to by their full honourific titles. Second, the proposed 'Western' 

military action is generally euphemised in order to de-emphasise its negative 

effects. In one edition of The Times (14 November 1997) for example, the 

military attacks proposed by the American and British governments are 
labelled: "Gulf Action" (in the headline), "grave consequences", and "a 

military confrontation" in a front page article; and as a "strike", a "strike 

against Iraq", the "military option" (in a headline, p. 19), "military action", 
"further measures" and the proposal to "punish Iraq militarily" across seven 

other articles (p. 18-19). This not only illustrates the same intense over- 

wording suggested earlier, but is also highly ideological, since all but two of 
the above descriptions of 'Western' military violence conceal the 'agents' 

and 'objects' (the 'affected') of such violence. 

A classic example of the dichotomous 'ideological square' developed 
in the sampled Iraq articles between the verbs 'to warn' and 'to threaten': the 

actions of Iraq and Iraqi actors being represented as 'threats', whilst the 

actions of 'the West' and 'Western' actors were represented as 'warnings'. 

Below are a few select examples of this dichotomous representation, 
included in chronological order. Iraqi and 'Western' speech acts are 
italicised throughout: 

1. A senior Pentagon official last night gave a warning that any Iraqi attempt to 
shoot down US reconnaissance aircraft would be considered an act of war 
and be met with a military response. As Iraq renewed its threats, America 
urged the United Nations to implement tougher sanctions against Iraq. (The 
Times, 8 November 1997: 16) 

2. Clinton refuses to rule out attack after Iraq threat.... Iraq threatened to 
shoot down U-2 spy planes on UN missions. ... James Rubin, State 
Department Spokesman, said: 'We have made it clear that any attempt to 
shoot them down would be a serious mistake'. " (Telegraph, 8 November 
1997: 12) 

3. [... ] a senior Iraq official threatened to shoot down US spy planes if they 
resumed flights over his country. A senior Pentagon official said yesterday 
that any Iraqi attempt to shoot down a UN surveillance plane would be 
considered an act of war (Guardian, 8 November 1997: 19) 

4. William Cohen said that if Iraq acted on its week-old threat to shoot down a 
U2 plane, this would be tantamount to "an act of war". (Independent, 10 
November 1997: 1) 
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5. The United States is proposing an intensive bombing campaign against Iraq 
next month... How will Saddam respond to a renewed air war? ... His military 
options are limited. He could threaten Kuwait again, as he did in 1994 
(Independent 27 January 1998: 7) 

In each of the five examples above, American and United Nations (Kofi 

Annan) actions which could be construed as 'threats' or at the very least 

'threatening' are de-emphasised through the lexical choices of the 

journalists. In contrast, the actions of Iraq and Iraqi actors are labelled as 

'threats'. 

Moving on to the syntactic structuring of expression, the choices of 

sentence construction made in the sampled Iraq articles further highlight the 

'ideological square' discussed above. Mirroring the findings of Kress (1983), 

the use of the verb/adjective pairing "is/are likely" in the sampled 

newspapers illustrates the (ideological) presuppositions and commitments of 

those using it. The first line of an article headlined 'Israel `threatens nuclear 

reply' to Iraq germ attack' and printed in The Times (29 January 1998) for 

example, states: 

With tension mounting in the Gulf, the CIA has given a warning that Iraq is likely 
to fire scud missiles armed with non-conventional warheads at Israel if attacked 
by the Americans, according to a report in Yediot Aharonot. (emphasis added) 

The excerpt is a complex, multi-layered sentence, containing a number of 

interesting linguistic dimensions. The `factuality' of the sentence - and 

therefore of the threat - is emphasised through the journalists' use of two 

features: the action of the CIA is labelled "a warning" as opposed to 'a claim'; 

and the constructive role of the Israeli newspaper Yediot Aharonot in the 

story is backgrounded to the final clause of the sentence. Shahak (1997) 

describes this newspaper as a "quality paper" but which "tends to include all 

views in the framework of Zionism" (p. 8). The stake of the paper in the story 

should therefore be viewed from within this ideological commitment. Second, 

it is interesting to speculate on what the motivations of the CIA were in press 

releasing such information to Israeli newspapers. What did they expect, or 
intend Yediot Aharonot and their readership would do with such information? 
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Moreover, what were they actually doing with such information in the first 

place, if UNSCOM is as uncorrupted by espionage and covert operations as 

the Americans claimed throughout the stand-off? These questions are not 
broached by The Times. 

Returning to the verb/adjective pairing "is likely", the usage in this 

case is a little more complex than the example discussed by Kress (1983). It 

is unclear whether the syntactic choice "is likely" was made by the CIA, 

Yediot Aharonot or the journalists who wrote the article, and for this reason, 
I'll sideline the issue of authorial agency and focus on the claim: Through 

using "is likely", the factual 'existence' of the proposed missile attack is 

stressed, regardless of onlooker perceptions, in a way which would not be 

possible with the alternative 'seems certain'. This syntactic choice increases 

the 'threat' posed to Israel by Iraq. In addition, the use of the culturally 

consonant phrases "Scud missiles" and "non-conventional warheads", 

combined with the "warning" speech act, result in the newspaper presenting 

an especially threatening sequence of events. 
By way of comparison, the alternative verb/adjective pairing 'seems 

certain' was adopted in other Iraq articles. 5 In the Telegraph article 
headlined 'Clinton refuses to rule out attack after Iraq threat' (8 

November 1997) for example, the journalist Hugh Davies wrote: 

Experience has proven that in disputes with UN inspectors, the Iraqis have 
backed off only when military action seems certain. (emphasis added) 

Here, through the use of the verb/adjective pairing "seems certain", Hugh 

Davies suggests that the Iraqis only 'back off from a dispute when military 

action seems certain to them. This chosen syntactic construction acts to de- 

emphasise the existential, i. e. very real, threat of (US) military action -a 
threat that has been carried out on occasions before and since the article 

was printed. This entailment would have been unavailable should the 

journalist have adopted the pairing "is likely", for the reasons given above. In 

this way, Davies using this particular verb/adjective pairing encourages the 

audience to `read' the reported event as a symbolic conflict being `fought' by 



diplomats in the rooms of, amongst other places, the UN. Thus, to say that 

"the Iraqis have backed off only when military action seems certain [to them]" 

simultaneously suggests that Iraqi perception is the most important aspect of 

the crisis, whilst presuming that the decision to react militarily has not been 

already made. As such, the presentation of the reported event contained 

with the chosen verb/adjective pairing, contributes to the 'ideological square' 

mentioned above. The military threats of American and British forces are 

reframed as simple posturing, devoid of any real intent to attack Iraq. 

6.3.5 The sophistication and/or superiority of 'Our' weaponry 
Articles reporting the military vehicles, weaponry, equipment and personnel 

being sent to the Persian Gulf were common during the sampled 

newspapers. These articles almost universally focused on American and 
British military equipment being sent to the Gulf region, with few references 

to the armed forces of other 'allied' countries. When other armed forces were 

mentioned, they tended to be in the lower sections of articles. An article 
headlined "Invincible' is prepared for Gulf action' (The Times, 14 

November) for example, mentions "six Chilean helicopter technicians [who] 

will be left behind to form a skeleton staff at a UN monitoring centre" in the 

final paragraph of an article covering 325 column centimetres. The article 

above this paragraph makes no mistake of informing the readership of 

exactly who and what will be involved in the majority of the (proposed) 

attacks: a British "strike force", sent "to the Gulf to support the Americans in 

any military action against Iraq". The report includes breathless descriptions 

of "the RAF Harriers", which are "more powerful and have a longer range 
than the Sea Harriers", and which may be allocated to HMS Invincible. 

These military vehicles and personnel were being sent to the Gulf, with the 

full backing of the newspaper, to join the "US forces in the Gulf - 2,000 

personnel, 17 warships and 200 aircraft", all of whom "were on full alert". 

The same day (14 November 1997), in an article headlined 'US fine- 

tunes its military machine', the Guardian provided a list of the American 

and British "hardware" stationed in and sent to the Gulf (written here as it 

appeared): 
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United States forces have a wide choice of equipment available to do the job, 
including: 
" Tomahawk cruise missiles, both ship- and submarine-launched, which they 

say are twice as accurate as the ones used during the Gulf War 

" Anti-radiation missiles designed to home in on air defence missile radars 
" F-117 Stealth fighters and carrier-borne aircraft equipped with various 'smart' 

weapons, such as laser-guided bombs. 
To these can also be added a dozen RAF Tornadoes ... also fitted with the Tiald 
laser-bombing system. 

The list continues for much of the report's remaining 300 column 

centimetres, although not in the 'bullet points' seen above. The report 

mentions the "US Naval battle group" including "the [nuclear] aircraft carrier 

Nimitz", "British warships", "US combat aircraft" and the "US ground forces" 

in Kuwait, "where, coincidentally, a British infantry battalion, The King's 

Regiment, is on manoeuvres ... this weekend" (emphasis added). The central 

function of the article is to communicate the strength and, above all, the high 

technological sophistication of the weaponry available to American and (to a 
lesser extent) British forces to attack Iraq. The excerpt above states that this 

military hardware is "available to do the job", a "job" which the newspaper 
does not mount serious opposition to, despite the report acknowledging the 

inevitable "risk of 'collateral damage' -jargon for killing civilians". 

The technophilia of weaponry formed a significant thematic approach 
to these Iraq articles, as it did during the build-up to the bombing of Iraq in 

1991. Where the 'star weapon' bombing Iraq in 1991 was undoubtedly the 

'smart bomb', during the period of this study the bomb of choice was the B- 

61 'bunker bomb'. Several articles mentioned the power and sophistication 

of the 'bunker bomb', one of which was headlined 'Pentagon tests 'bunker 

buster' for Iraq raids' and printed in The Times (30 January 1998). The 

leader of this article states: "NEW BOMBS CAN DESTROY SADDAM'S HIDDEN 

BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS, WRITES IAN BRODIE", again implying that such 
bombs do therefore exist. The real interest in analysing this article lies in its 

rhetoric - directed towards convincing the readership that these bombs 

should be used to "destroy" the "hidden biological weapons" referred to in 
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the leader. The first paragraph, apparently written without a trace of irony, 

reads: 

The Pentagon, which unveiled precision-guided 'smart bombs' during the Gulf 
War, yesterday promised even smarter bombs if and when America and Britain 
launch new raids against President Saddam Hussein's weapons programme in 
Iraq. (emphasis added) 

This first paragraph introduces the premise which the remainder of the 

article attempts to support: that these new bombs are "smarter" than the 

largely discredited "smart bombs" used against Iraq in 1991. It is interesting 

that the Pentagon still felt that the label 'smart' was the best way of 

mitigating the bomb's destructive capabilities, despite the acknowledged 

failures of 'smart' technology during the bombing of Iraq in 1991. The new 

name for the bomb - the "bunker buster" - also supports the conclusion that 

the bomb will destroy buildings, as opposed to Iraqis. No doubt this name 

was chosen from a list of options employing the same catchy alliteration 

guaranteed to secure good copy in the press. 

The reason for the bomb's proposed usage is supplied by Brodie, 

suggesting that "Pentagon officials are acutely aware of the moral and 

political problems that could be created if bombing raids release anthrax and 
botulism spores or poison gas into the atmosphere where they could kill 

thousands of civilians" (emphasis added). The US military, in attempting to 

prevent Iraqi civilian exposure to chemical/biological weapons, have 

"developed a weapon it is believed can vaporise the germ and chemical 

warfare agents Saddam is hiding" (emphasis added). - Note the doubt in the 

weapon's ability to destroy 'Saddam's weapons' and the accompanying 
declaration that such weapons do in fact exist. Brodie stating that the 

Pentagon is "acutely aware of the moral and political problems" suggests 
that they are keen to avoid killing civilians rather than simply acknowledging 
that such deaths would be 'problematic'. This claim is entirely inconsistent 

with the attitude of the American State Department towards Iraq during the 

inspections crisis. ' Ian Brodie does not treat this specious 'military 

humanism' (Chomsky, 1999) with such disdain however, suggesting that the 
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avoidance of civilian deaths was the primary objective of the development of 

this weapon. 
The article states that research and development has occurred in two, 

seemingly unconnected ways: "a bomb filled with rocket fuel has set off a 30 

second inferno that rose to several thousand degrees during testing" 

(emphasis added); and new "5,000lb laser guided penetration bombs or 

missiles, pencil shaped and with hardened nose cones" have been 

developed in order to "penetrate reinforced concrete bunkers as many as 

four floors underground". The article goes on to describe in breathless, 

pseudo-sexual language, the "penetration" of such "bunker busters", which 

"can scythe through layers of metal and reinforced concrete" and not 

explode "until it has fully penetrated the bunker" (emphasis added). This is 

apparently done through the use of "a new delayed fuse" (emphasis added) - 
the use of the modifier 'new' suggesting an improvement or development in 

existing delayed fuses. This 'new fuse' is central to the functioning of the 

bomb since it allows it to "count the number of floors it goes through as the 

bomb penetrates the bunkers". 

The testing of the bomb has not, however, been particularly 

successful, with the fallible nature of this new "smarter" weapon being 

exposed in two ways. The article states: 

As an example, the fuse can be programmed to detonate on the fourth floor. 
American television viewers saw Pentagon videotape of a 'bunker buster' 
smashing it's way through four walls of concrete before exploding. 

First, the obvious conclusion that we are meant to come to in reading these 

two sentences, is that they are connected: that the bomb can be 

programmed to explode after 'smashing' through four floors/walls, and that 

this is what happened in the example broadcast to the American people. But 

the two sentences, and the events they describe, are not necessarily 

connected by any causal relationship. The excerpt is an example of an 

"abbreviated syllogism", which, through omitting a premise, pushes the 

audience to create "coherence in the incomplete argument by consciously or 

unconsciously supplying the 'missing link' from the premises in their own 
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belief system" (Gill & Whedbee, 1997: 175). The suggested causal 

relationship between the two sentence does not therefore exist, but is left for 

us to infer based on the expectations for narrative coherence that we impose 

upon texts. 

Second, and related to the first point above, we must wonder why it is 

that the "bunker buster" is so fond of the fourth floor of 'the bunker'. If it can 
indeed be programmed to explode on whatever floor it wishes, why do all the 

references and examples in the article only refer to the bomb exploding after 

passing through four levels of concrete? As "Frank Robbins, research 
director at the Elgin base" is quoted as saying: "the fuse that counts the 

floors is still being tested". The image that this therefore paints, is of a 

weapon which can penetrate four floors or concrete walls, and, due to the 

incomplete nature of it's research and development always does penetrate 
four floors or concrete walls. What is therefore being described is a weapon 

of such blinding technology that it is able - with the help of a reinforced 

nose-cone and rocket propulsion - to smash through four concrete walls 
before coming to a stop. These "smarter" bombs therefore appear 

remarkably similar to the previous, more cerebrally challenged bombs, 

merely with a hard-hat welded to the front. Despite this, "Mr Robbins said it 

[the development of the fuse] is far enough along to be fitted on 'bunker 

busters' already sent to the Gulf'. This rather frank admission from the 

"research director" should have added fuel to the suggestion that this latest 

American incursion into Iraq is being used as a testing ground for military 

equipment - an arms fair of a more practical nature. This implication is 

missed by Ian Brodie. 

As mentioned at the start of this section, articles reporting the military 
vehicles, weaponry, equipment and personnel were common during the 

sampled newspapers. Through these articles' almost universal focus on 
American and British military equipment, the presumption that 'we are 

physically able to intervene due to military superiority' is supported. In 

addition to this physical ability, the way in which 'Our' weaponry is presented 
in these articles - "precision-guided", "smarter weapons" which "vaporise 
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[Saddam's] germ and chemical warfare agents" without harming civilians - 

also supports the presumed 'moral ability to intervene'. 

5.3.6 The threat of `Their' weaponry 

Accompanying the articles referred to above, in which 'Our' military prowess 

was emphasised, were the seemingly contradictory articles in which the 

threat of 'Their' weapons was emphasised. The capability or otherwise of 
Iraq to produce and launch chemical, biological and nuclear weaponry was, 

of course, a frequently cited topic of the sampled Iraq articles (n= 134; 

25.2% of Iraq articles), since it formed the crux issue of the UNSCOM 

inspections and resulting 'stand-off. The existence of these weapons could 

conceivably be thought of as threatening per se, since they are designed to 

kill in horrific and often indiscriminate ways. Further, it could be argued the 

presence of these weapons in the Middle East, an area with a particular 

reputation for 'unrest', could be construed as 'threatening' to the peace or 
'stability' (hegemony) of the region. But the fact that Israel's nuclear and 
(possibly) chemical/biological weapons programmes were not treated as 'per 

se threatening', casts doubt on both of the arguments given above. 

Within the 134 articles which mentioned 'Iraqi illegal weaponry', 
semantic, linguistic and stylistic features were employed to specifically 

highlight the threat of these weapons to 'Us'. Israel was also included in the 

position 'We', and the possibility that Iraq would launch chemical or 
biological warheads at Tel Aviv was frequently cited - particularly in the 

periods of 'peak output' in the weeks before 17 November 1997 and 31 

January 1998. The article, headlined 'Israelis prepare for attack' and 

printed in The Times (17 November 1997) for example reports that, in light of 
the threat posed by "non-conventional Scuds attacks", "as many as 6,000 

[Israeli] people a day are visiting gas mask distribution points". An article on 
the same page headlined 'Saddam given warning over Scud offensive', 

claimed that it was only "Israel's implied threat to use nuclear weapons 

... that stopped Saddam from launching Scuds armed with chemical and 
biological warheads against Tel Aviv" during the 1991 conflict with Iraq. 
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The head of UNSCOM, Richard Butler, also made reference to the 

threat Saddam Hussein and Iraqi weapons may pose to Israel, an argument 

which was reported by all of the sampled newspapers. The Independent for 

example, in an article headlined 'US seeks support for Iraqi airstrikes' (28 

January 1998) suggests that Butler said "Iraq had enough biological 

weapons to 'blow away Telegraph Aviv. "' Earlier, Butler had claimed that 

"Saddam is hiding about 200 tonnes of VX gas" ('Children hunger for 

peace in Iraq crisis', Independent, 27 November 1997), a claim which was 

later used by America as 'proof the 'the UN' thought Saddam both held and 

was concealing chemical weapons. 

Elsewhere, articles include rhetorical 'figures of speech' in order to 

make the argument that 'Saddam poses a threat' even more clear to the 

audience. The Sunday Times, in an article headlined 'Saddam hides secret 

arsenal behind women and children' (16 November 1997), claimed that "a 

warhead containing enough anthrax virus to kill tens of thousand of people, 

for example, need be no bigger than a suitcase" (my emphasis). In a similar 

move, William Cohen was reported by most of the sampled newspapers 
holding up a 51b bag of sugar and claiming that "such a bag filled with 

anthrax bacteria could kill half Washington's population if it were spread 

over the city" (The Times, 17 November 1997: 13). 7 

The Financial Times, based the whole of an article to William Cohen's 

allegations ('Iraq `may have huge nerve gas stockpile", 26 November 

1997). The first paragraph of the article stated Cohen's claim that "Iraq may 

possess enough of a nerve gas known as VX to kill the world's entire 

population". This claim is also rephrased lower down in the article in even 

more hyperbolic language, where Cohen is cited "stressing the danger 

posed by Iraqi weapons of mass destruction to humanity as a whole". This 

claimed 'threat to humanity' is supported by two additional claims (all italics, 

my emphasis): "One drop [of VX] on your finger will produce death in a 

matter of mere moments"; and "the UN believes that Saddam may have 

produced as much as 200 tonnes of VX 
... theoretically enough to kill every 

man, woman and child on the face of the earth". The threat of the nerve gas 
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in Saddam's hands in driven home even further to the American public by 

Cohen stating: "The front lines are no longer overseas - it can be in any 

American city". 8 

Despite British and American claims to the contrary, the actual 

existence of Iraq's chemical and biological weapons was neither proved nor 

disproved during the sample period. This inevitably led to the rhetorical use 

of 'vagueness' in the sampled articles, used in order to produce an 

ambiguous sense of uneasiness and threat. Despite the accusatory 

declaration of the headline 'Saddam hides secret arsenal behind women 

and children' (discussed above), the article itself could only make reference 

to "a frightening amount of anthrax" which Iraq "could" produce using 

pharmaceutical fermenters. On other occasions, the claims being made 

regarding the 'threat' or Iraq were so couched, hedged and mitigated to be 

almost devoid of any real content. An article printed in the Independent 

headlined `Britain warns of Saddam's timebomb' (19 November 1997) for 

example, quoted a British "intelligence assessment" which stated: 

Provided it still has key components - and that is unclear - Iraq could within a 
few months build, with little risk of detection, missiles capable of hitting Israel 
and key targets in Saudi Arabia. (emphasis added) 

What this assessment therefore states is that Iraq may be able to produce 

missiles providing it has certain key (i. e. essential) components, the 

likelihood of which is unclear. 

Finally, an article printed in The Times, headlined 'Clinton cites 

Tokyo attack as a warning' (17 November 1997), combines several of the 

linguistic features mentioned above in the form of an especially strong 

rhetorical argument for intervention. As the headline suggests, President 

Clinton used the deaths of Japanese civilians in the March 1995 gas attack 

on the Tokyo underground in an analogous argument of `what can happen 

when these weapons fall into the wrong hands'. The first paragraph sets the 

scene of the UNSCOM stand-off in typically hyperbolic language: "The crisis 

with Iraq is not a replay of the Gulf War but a battle against organised forces 

of destruction, President Clinton said yesterday" (emphasis added). The 

266 



pseudo-apocalyptic language drawn upon in the opening paragraph, again 

written by Ian Brodie, lends a histrionic feel to the article. Casting Iraq as an 

example of, or perhaps possessed by "organised forces of destruction" 

negativises Iraqi action and justification. The deaths of the Japanese 

civilians in Tokyo is referred to "as an omen" of the "battle" suggested in the 

first paragraph. Clinton continues: 

Think about it in terms of the innocent Japanese who died in the subway and 
how important it is for every responsible government in the world to do 
everything possible not to let big stores of chemical or biological weapons fall 
into the wrong hands. 

The reference to "every responsible government in the world" is a barely 

concealed swipe at the governments of France, China and the Russian 

Federation who were, for whatever reason, less than enthusiastic about the 

policy being advocated by America. What Clinton is actually demanding is 

also interesting to discuss. First, he calls to "responsible governments" to 

remove "big stores of chemical or biological weapons [from] ... the wrong 
hands". Does this mean that if Saddam Hussein had a small store of 

chemical or biological weapons that would be okay? Second, Clinton is not 

calling for the total irradication of chemical or biological weapons, merely 

that large numbers of them should be kept from falling "into the wrong 
hands". This of course accords exactly with America's long-term policy on 

chemical and biological weapons, as illustrated by their refusal to ratify the 

(1986) Declaration on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and 
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and Their 

Destruction (see Shearer, 1994: 413-4). 9 Third, arguing that chemical and 
biological weapons should not be allowed to "fall into the wrong [i. e. Saddam 

Hussein's] hands" suggests that this is how Saddam Hussein previously 

acquired them: they 'fell into his hands'. This of course completely removes 

the very active role which, amongst others, Britain and the United States 

played Saddam Hussein's acquisition of weapons of mass destruction. 

The first two paragraphs of this article therefore structure the "crisis 

with Iraq" as a battle between the "organised forces of destruction" and 
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"responsible government". The United States is firmly cast in the of these 

second positions, despite their 'ambiguous' approach to bacteriological 

weapons proliferation and very active role in the creation of the 'force of 
destruction' that is Saddam Hussein. 10 

6.3.7 President Saddam Hussein's 'removal' from power 
The presuppositions and implications of the dominant discursive strategy 

supported an argument advocating the removal of President Saddam 

Hussein from power in Iraq. In some articles reporting Iraq and the UNSCOM 

'stand-off this argument was placed in a much more central position. In such 

articles, journalists either explicitly supported the argument, wrote about the 

argument in the form of a 'for-and-against debate', or else elliptically and 

euphemistically advocated military intervention to 'solve the problem of 
Saddam'. These articles form the focus of this next section. 

The arguments for military intervention and the possible removal of 
Saddam Hussein were presented and discussed as 'options' open to 'Us' in 

resolving the 'stand-off. In an editorial headlined 'Iraq: diminishing 

options' (12 November 1997), the Guardian presents such an argument: 

Sooner or later, the Council will almost certainly have to consider military action, 
a choice which is far from satisfactory and yet may be necessary, because not 
to take it would lead to an even worse situation. 

Perhaps most interestingly, this editorial attempts to allay the presumed 

reticence of the Guardian-reader to military aggression by describing it as a 
"far from satisfactory" option, but one which "may well be necessary, 
because not to take it would lead to an even worse situation" (emphasis 

added). Here the newspaper adopts a 'consequential ist' view to the "military 

action", based on a utilitarian principle whereby punishment - in this case the 

proposed "military action" - is "an intrinsic mischief' whose use can only be 

justified by its countering "some greater mischief or evil" (Atkin, 2000: 2). In 

achieving this criterion of justification, the Guardian suggests that not 

punishing Iraq simply would lead to an intentionally ambiguous "even worse 

situation". The editorial's argument for military intervention closely mirrors 
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the view of Downing Street at that time. Prime Minister Tony Blair was later 

quoted presenting an almost identical argument: "if he [Saddam Hussein] 

isn't stopped - and stopped soon - the effects will be worse for the whole of 

the region in the long term" ('Blair joins US in warning Iraq over hidden 

weapons', Financial Times, 29 January 1998). 

The Financial Times also summarised the 'options' which may end the 

'UNSCOM crisis' in an feature article headlined 'Saddam stand-off' (20 

January 1998) - the overheadline to the article stated 'DAVID GARDNER 

LOOKS AT THE LIMITED OPTIONS FOR DEALING WITH A DEFIANT IRAQI 

REGIME'. To the journalist's credit, the article argues that all "the limited 

options" will be limited in success: the American demand for "full 

compliance" is described as almost unenforceable; previous cruise missile 

attacks only served to "strengthen Mr Saddam"; and the much discussed 

"targeted attacks against ... weapons installations" are also dismissed since 
"there is little guarantee such strikes would hit easily concealable germ and 

nerve gas agents". The options discussed were, of course 'the limited 

options of the US and UK, presupposing that they were in the position - 
morally and physically - to take such options. Further, the article suggests 

another option: "an alternative government-in-exile to Mr Saddam, with a 

generous programme to reconstruct Iraq built around it. " This "option" open 

to 'the West' is not objected to as strongly as with the others - the journalist 

merely suggests that it "is unlikely to yield short-term results" (emphasis 

added). This implies that it may not be entirely unsuccessful, an implication 

given further weight in the following sentence: "Mr Saddam is not alone in 

realising that a lot can happen in six months". The failures of the alternative 
'options' suggested appear even more marked in light of this partial criticism. 
This, along with Gardner describing the deposition of Saddam Hussein as 

signalling 'the West's' "good intentions" suggests that the long-term removal 

of the "defiant Iraqi regime" is the "option" which he is endorsing. 
Articles that referred to military intervention without explicitly arguing 

that the assassination or deposition of Saddam Hussein should be a war aim 

were in the main printed in the more 'liberal' newspapers such as the 
Guardian and the Independent. However, due to the personification of the 
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coverage previously discussed, the proposed aggression still appeared to be 

directed at Saddam Hussein. Occasionally euphemisms, such as 'the 

regime' or 'the military', were employed by the sampled newspapers as the 

target of aggression. The headline of an article printed in the Independent 

(29 January 1998), 'Pentagon hints at blitz on Saddam's military elite', 

not only used such a euphemism but also employed the culturally resonant 

term "blitz" to describe the attack itself. Further, Tony Blair is quoted arguing 

that "if he [Saddam Hussein] isn't stopped ... the effects will be worse for the 

whole world". 

The 'consequentialist defence' used in a Guardian editorial discussed 

above, is also drawn upon in a column printed by the Guardian, headlined 

'Still armed and dangerous' (31 January 1998). The column, written by 

. 
Martin Woolacott, 'debates' the possible ways in which 'We' are to 'deal with 

Saddam', with the overheadline of the article illustrating its primary 

argument: 'DROPPING BOMBS ON IRAQ MAY BE THE LEAST WORST 

OPTION'. He rightly suggests that "bombing Iraq with the intention of 

destroying part of the regime's mass-destruction capacity is a risky business 

that will not bring an easy solution to the problem posed by Saddam". 

However, his evaluation that bombing "will not bring an easy solution" 

suggests that it will bring 'a solution' nonetheless. 

He then goes on to identify further "problems" with destroying "the 

regime's mass-destruction capacity": 

After four or six or 10 days of bombing, what if Saddam is still defiant? What if 
the bombing should inadvertently spread chemical or biological stocks? What if 
the bombing left intact some biological or chemical capacity? 

These problems and others are swept aside in the final paragraph however, 

where Woolacott concludes: 

There is no answer to these questions, except to say that alternative, if it is to 
let Saddam prevail, is worse. This is a deep game, and it should be played with 
the intention of denying him the advantage and not with any predisposition to 
either force or diplomacy, even if it seems likely that force, for all its manifest 
disadvantages, will in the end be needed. 
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