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ABSTRACT 

 This thesis explores how the Pak Afghan border management issue was framed by the 

leading national and international newspapers of the world. Newspapers from three countries, 

Pakistan, Afghanistan, and the United States of America, were under study. Two leading 

newspapers from each country were selected for content analysis. From Pakistan leading English 

dailies Dawn and The News, from Afghanistan, two newspapers Afghanistan Times and Outlook 

Afghanistan and from United States of America Washington Post and the New York Times, 

were under study.   So, six newspapers, two each from the above-mentioned countries from 1st 

June 2016 to 30th June 2017, were studied. These particular papers were selected for study 

because of their strong professional standing. Another reason to select these papers for research 

was that the above-mentioned newspapers belong to the media groups having different schools 

of thought, different countries, and different cultural and professional backgrounds.   

 It was assumed that the newspapers would have differently been framing Pakistan while 

giving coverage to the issues pertaining to the Pak Afghan border management. The three 

hypotheses of the study were, “Pakistani media will frame stance taken by Pakistan as justified/ 

friendly while providing coverage to the issue of Pak-Afghan border management’, “Afghani 

media will use frames of foe to steps taken by Pakistan while giving coverage to the issue of 

Pak-Afghan border management,” “American media will use frames to remain neutral to steps 

taken by Pakistan while giving coverage to the issue of Pak-Afghan border management.”   

 Three research questions of the thesis were that “To what extent coverage was provided 

to the issue of “Framing of Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue in Pakistan, Afghanistan, and 

US Press” by the sample newspapers, i.e., The News Rawalpindi & The Dawn Islamabad, 
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Afghanistan Times & Daily Outlook Afghanistan and American papers Washington Post and 

New York Times. “What are the frames frequently mentioned related to the issue of “Framing of 

Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue in Pakistan, Afghanistan, and US Press” by the sample 

newspapers, and “what are the slants about the issue of “Framing of Pak-Afghan Border 

Management Issue in Pakistan, Afghanistan, and US Press” by the sample newspapers.”   

 Implications for framing theory and the news coverage of the Pak Afghan border 

management issue was also an indicator of the post-9/11 war on terrorism, endangering the 

security situation of South Asia, specifically Pakistan and Afghanistan.  
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1.1. Pak-Afghan Border Conflict 

1.1.1. Historical Background  

Despite the Durand Line being a recognized frontier boundary between Pakistan and 

Afghanistan, the Pak-Afghan border management issue remained a major conflict between 

both the countries since the inception of Pakistan. The Durand Line was declared as a border 

after the signing of the memorandum of understanding (MoU) between the then British 

Government representative Mortimer Durand and Afghan leader Abdul Rahman Khan in 1893. 

Therefore, both the countries accepted the Durand Line as an international border but soon 

after the inception of Pakistan in 1947, Afghanistan being neighbouring and an Islamic country 

refused to recognize its status as an independent country and also denied to accept the status of 

the Durand line. “Subsequently, after the creation of Pakistan, there were different views in 

Afghanistan regarding the contract made during British rule in India (Shahwani 2018)”. 

However, Pakistan did try to have cordial relations with Afghanistan and had good 

diplomatic relations as two different independent nations. Pakistan, however, went ahead to 

save their Afghan brothers during the Russian aggression and fought along them to expel 

Russian forces from Afghan soil. In return, Pakistan had to ‘welcome’ thousands of Afghan 

refugees mostly uneducated, at its soil and faced numerous problems like law and order, drug 

trafficking, street crimes and so on. Mainly Pakistan had threats from its eastern side where 

India had the intentions to destabilize this newly emerged country. However, from the western 

side, there were no visible threats for Pakistan, but Afghanistan kept doing conspiracies to 

destabilize it with the help of India and Russia. Afghanistan was not having good intentions 

regarding Pakistan as one it refuses to recognize its freedom and second it showed its dubious 
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intentions regarding the already resolved issue of Durand line. After 9/11 Pakistan was one of 

those countries which joined the war on terror and made concrete efforts to eliminate it from its 

territories. Pakistan had to move its forces to vague war in its territory along with its western 

borders to eliminate foreign elements residing there since the Afghans struggle against Soviets. 

They fought along with Afghan Mujahedeen to repel Soviet aggression on Afghanistan. After 

9/11 United States planned a strategy to launch a war against Muslims declaring Al-Qaida 

responsible for the incident. The United States attacked Afghanistan and declared all of foreign 

Muslims living in Afghanistan and Pakistan as terrorists. The US not only asked the respective 

countries to oust the terrorists out from their areas but entered its forces into Afghanistan, 

threatening Pakistan’s western borders as well. Pakistan, however, took a strict stance that 

there should be no allied forces inside Pakistan borders and they must restrict themselves to 

Afghanistan alone. 

The world forces acknowledged the Durand Line as an international border and 

restricted itself to Afghanistan only. Now when Pakistan is fighting terrorism and is having 

attacks from across the border, it has handled the check posts at different places and had asked 

Afghanistan to ensure its citizens to travel only on legal travel documents. Once again, 

Afghanistan has raised voice regarding Durand line. However, Pakistan has a very clear stance 

on the issue.   So the blame game started at both sides, which created media hype. In this study, 

the historical background of the Durand line and border management issue will be discussed. 

However, while keeping in view, the potential role of media, a content analysis approach 

would be adopted. 
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1.1.2. Complex Situation in Afghanistan  

It would be pertinent to look into the overall situation of Afghanistan. Afghanistan is a 

country with numerous complexes sort of internal and external conflicts. Internally 

Afghanistan’s existing government is in continuous threats from the Taliban which are fighting 

against Afghan National Army and the Allied Forces. Attacks on allied forces and Afghanistan 

government institutions are a routine. Allied and American forces have failed to control and 

defeat the Taliban who want to oust foreign forces from Afghanistan. Even the Afghan 

government officials want the forces to leave Afghanistan as soon as possible. So much so Mr 

Ashraf Ghani the President of Afghanistan has said many times that we are not looking at 

winning the war we are just looking for its culmination which depicts how anxiously Afghan 

nation is looking for the end of this so-called war. Because of the war launched on this region, 

Afghanistan and Pakistan were not fully free to handle their internal and two country mutual 

issues like border management, reversion of Afghan refugees and to tackle the cross border 

attacks which are a cause of sheer mistrust between Afghanistan and Pakistan. Indian lobby is 

also very active there in Afghanistan and never miss any chance to involve in activities to 

destabilize Pakistan. “Indian policymakers know that strategic presence and foothold in a 

country like Afghanistan would give impetus to the Indian strategic objectives and affix a 

stamp over Indian claim of being a major global power (Afifa Kiran ISSRA Papers 2009)” 

Moreover, due to the presence of American forces in Afghanistan and the Americas’ 

overwhelming interest in the region, the regional countries are not fully able to participate in 

the efforts to bring peace in Afghanistan and region. But somehow or the other media frame 

the issue the way media want. So it is obvious that news frames are not that simplistic. When 
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media uses the frame, it may set aside some of the most important facts and information as 

media makes interpretations of the events, favouring one and neglecting or slandering the 

other. The international community and media also sometimes paly fast by maligning Pakistan 

not doing enough and it should do more to stop cross border infiltration from its western 

borders. But a matter of the fact is that Pakistan is lonely fighting against the evils. Pakistan 

became an ally to America when Russia entered its forces in Afghanistan in 1979. America 

promoted Afghans to oust Russian forces from Afghanistan. But when Russian forces left 

Afghanistan, America also left Pakistan alone to tackle with the remaining but trained forces of 

jihadis. Ms Hillary Clinton, during her foreign ministership very honestly accepted that 

America left Pakistan in aloofness to tackle a leftover lot of jihadis. Americas has repeated the 

same after the war on terror is almost over. Pakistan became its ally along with other numerous 

countries of the world to fight terrorists in Afghanistan. Most of the terrorists were the same 

jihadis which were trained and groomed during the Russian invasion in Afghanistan and were 

not rehabilitated to join back the normal peaceful society. Matter of the fact is that America’s 

war on terror in the South East Asian region was over when Osama bin Laden was killed on 

May 2, 2011. Most of the countries have pulled out their forces. But American forces though 

less in number now but is still there in Afghanistan. America has its agenda and policies. But 

Pakistan has continuously been facing cross border attacks from Afghanistan side. Drug 

trafficking, smuggling, the bulk of fresh refugees and criminals running from Afghanistan and 

hiding into Pakistan has become a major problem for Pakistan. They have ruined peace in 

Pakistan. So Pakistan as a state took the initiative to make its western border strong by 

installing barbed wire and digging trenches on its 2,611 kilometres border area. 1230 
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kilometres area will be protected from KPK province side and 1381 kilometre area from 

Baluchistan province side (Amina khan, Strategic Studies 2017).  

1.1.3. Managing the Borders 

In January 2007 Pakistan made an effort to construct The Friendship Gate (Bab e Dosti) 

at Chaman border and introduced biometric system. It was a resolve to stop the illegal entrance 

of the militants, masses and goods etc. from both sides. As a result, Afghan forces started 

attacks on Pakistan security officials deputed to man the border exit points. Pakistan forces 

however responded well and kept on doing its part of the job to secure the border. In 2013 

computerized cards replaces the old procedure to ensure more transparency and check system 

at its border. Despite the incidents of Chaman border and control established by the Pakistani 

forces when Pakistan started building security gate at Torkham Afghan forces attacked on 

security forces; as a result, few Pakistan soldiers got injured and Major Jawad Ali Changezi a 

Pakistan army officer gave his life. As a result, the Torkhum border remained closed for four 

days. It depicts, however, that Afghanistan is least pushed to secure the borders. It has done 

nothing to stop the infiltration and cross border attacks. It seems porous border suits 

Afghanistan rather managing the borders according to the international standard. 

Unfortunately, America and other powers have also not put proper pressure on Afghanistan to 

secure its borders or at least Afghanistan should not interfere if a neighbouring country is 

trying hard to manage the borders and ensuring entry of two sides’ citizens on passports and 

travel documents. Moreover “the international rules give Pakistan all the authority to own the 

areas and separate it from Afghanistan by a border management tool. Subsequently, the 
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international border allows Pakistan to forbid the interference of Afghanistan in the territories 

and people living in the eastern part of it (Shahwani 2017)”.  

Pakistan has always taken the lead in taking the concrete measures regarding the Pak-

Afghan border management. Pakistan as goodwill gesture built one of security post/ gate at 

Angur Ada and handed over the same to Afghanistan. In return, Pakistan is getting attacks 

from across the border. Afghanistan and NATO forces were both failed to stop infiltrations and 

attacks from Afghanistan side. It was told by the allied forces however that most of the attacks 

were made by the terrorists who fled from Pakistan when operations were launched against 

them. But a matter of the fact was that they were hiding in Kunar and Nuristan area which was 

very much part of Afghanistan. Allied forces were also not that week that they couldn’t take 

action against the terrorists sitting there. So Pakistan was not left with other option than to 

construct gates, dig the trenches and barb the borders. The world community has, however, 

failed to understand the need for border management between Afghanistan and Pakistan. The 

world believes in blame gaming and giving statements that Pakistan should do more to stop the 

infiltrations, but don’t help in kind of concrete measures. The world needs to understand that 

Pakistan can ensure stoppage of infiltration from its side of the border but can’t stop every 

infiltrator from Afghanistan side were Americans, NATO and Afghan national army was 

supposed to stop the infiltration. If all of the stakeholders did enough measures, terrorists could 

never have been able to move freely from one side to the other. When Pakistan launched first-

ever major operation Rah e Raast in Swat against the terrorists. Hundreds of terrorists, 

including Mullah Fazl Ullah managed to escape to Afghanistan. Where they lived freely, 

regrouped, did pieces of training and planned terrorist and suicidal attacks on Pakistan. Attack 

on APS School Peshawar was one of those inhuman examples. The world needs to realize that 
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if there was proper mechanism on the borders and there were proper security check posts at the 

borders and that to man by the allied forces and American forces such incidents would have 

never occurred. There is a need that “Both Afghanistan and Pakistan should cooperate and find 

a workable mechanism to manage and regulate their common border and transform it into a 

conduit for cooperation rather than confrontation (Khan, 2017)”.  

1.1.4. Conflict in Narrative  

On the other hand, it was unfortunate enough that due to the propaganda made by 

certain segments in Pakistan this society was also divided that war on terror is not our war and 

Pakistan must come out of that. Even few of moderate political leaders also beat the same 

drum that Pakistan is fighting American war. They only realize the gravity of the issue after the 

incident of APS happened, and innocent kids were killed and injured. Maybe that was public 

pressure, or it was a realization for inside that they stood along with the state and its armed 

forces eliminated terrorism from this land. So Pakistan launched operation Zarb-e Azb. It was a 

ruthless operation which was not pushed about the discussion of good Taliban or bad Taliban. 

Armed forces went into the hideouts of the terrorists to eliminate them once for all. Most of 

them were killed, and many fled towards Afghanistan where no one stopped them from 

entering into another land. Still, those fled Taliban are there in Afghanistan, and whensoever 

they feel like they manage attacks on Pakistan. All that happened was due to the poor border 

management at the part of Afghanistan. Reason being Pakistan stopped the free movement on 

the borders, and from Jan 1st, 2017 Pakistani citizens can’t go to Afghanistan without proper 

visas. Same is for Afghan nationals. If they intend to visit Pakistan, they have to fulfil the 

required documentation. Afghanistan has never cooperated in this regard. And no positive 
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move is seen on its part. Afghanistan needs to understand that Pak Afghan border management 

is not only necessary for a better relationship between the two countries. But it is important for 

the peace in South Asia, and then in the larger spectrum, it is important for world peace. 

Pakistan has however emerged as a key player for the regional peace “The Pakistan-

Afghanistan regional security complex and rather interdependent security challenges and issues 

make Pakistan indispensable to initiate any peace process in Afghanistan (Maleha, Margala 

Papers 2017)”.   

As soon as Afghanistan realizes the necessity of managing the Pak-Afghan borders that 

will be a blessing for world peace. Because prospects and the changing environment of the 

world require that countries like Afghanistan may change its modus operandi of doing the 

things. Giving space to some other countries like India to operate against Pakistan will not be 

workable in the coming scenario. Indian serving naval officer Kalboshan is already in 

Pakistan’s custody. He was deputed to create unrest in Baluchistan province. He was working 

here with the help of certain elements based in Afghanistan. That’s the reason Pakistan is not 

only pushed about to managing Pak-Afghan border from Khyber Pakhtunkhwa side but also on 

the Baluchistan side as well. Indian academicians and researchers are also deputed to malign 

Pak afghan relations and the issues like Durand line. Biswas (2013) in his paper “Durand line: 

history, Legality & future” has quoted “India and neighbouring countries volume –III” has 

tried to prove that no such agreement is there in which durned line was considered as an 

international border between the two countries. According to the Vienna convention if some 

country was given freedom by some occupant empire that will carry along all sorts of pacts on 

border issues as valid and internationally accepted. “Vienna Convention on Succession of 

States in Respect of Treaties (VCSSRT) Article 11 of VCSSRT explicitly states that 
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succession of states cannot impact (a) international border agreed upon in result of an 

agreement, and (b) rights and obligations concerning international border created through an 

agreement (Qaseem, 2008).”. That means at the time of partition when India and Pakistan 

emerged as two separate countries of the world the border pacts done during the British rule 

with the neighbouring countries cannot be overturned, and legality of the borders can’t be 

questioned.   

Biswas (2013, p.18) has mentioned in his paper above that it was the Afghan 

government in 1948 which patronized and supported Independent Pashtunistan Movement 

“that called for independence in Northwest Territories”. It shows the nexus and designs that 

how Afghanistan behaved from day one to launch conspiracies against a newly born country. 

Afghanistan was even reluctant to admit Pakistan as a sovereign country, and it was the last 

country of the world which accepted Pakistan. Pakistan, however, has always tried to be a good 

neighbouring country. So much so Pakistan fought along with Afghans to oust Russian forces 

in the 80s. 

1.2. Russian Invasion and Afterwards    

During the Russian invasion in the eighties, America stepped forward as the saviour of 

Afghans through Pakistan by supporting Pakistan with the weaponry and financial aid. 

Although the then President General Zia initially termed the aid as a peanut for Pakistan 

however later he joined hands with the USA to expel Russia back to its land. It allowed 

Afghanistan nationals to lead their lives according to their own will. Later, Russia was 

dismantled and divided into the many Central Muslim States. The moment America realized 

the fact that Russia is no more in competition with the USA from any aspect. America left the 
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region and especially the Pakistan and Afghanistan on the mercy of their fate. So they had to 

fight with the aftermaths of the war at their own. That’s why extremist elements emerged in 

Pakistan and Afghanistan, and they consider more suitable to their Muslim society. Bomb 

blasts and subversive activities, and millions of Afghan refugees were the other cause of 

instability in Pakistan. However Russian invasion also cost Afghanistan and Russia heavily “an 

estimated one million civilians were killed, as well as 90,000 Mujahideen fighters, 18,000 

Afghan troops, and 14,500 Soviet soldiers (Taylor, 2014)”. 

1.2.1. After the 9/11 

Soon after the 9/11 USA termed that it was done by Al-Qaeda. Before this incident, most 

of the people were unaware even of the term Al-Qaeda. However, USA blamed Osama bin 

Laden for this and asked the Afghan Taliban to hand over OBL to them. Mullah Umar, the 

Taliban leader, declined to do so. America approached the United Nation’s Security Council 

and got passed Security Council resolution against Afghanistan, allowing the US to attack the 

same. Because UN Security Council resolution and American pressure almost all the countries 

of the world, including Pakistan, announced to support the USA. Pakistan, because of its 

strategic location was very important for the USA that’s why the US gave its certain demands 

about the cooperation with its war against terrorism. The then government of Pakistan agreed 

to support and cooperates with the US in its war on terror.  

It is believed that America who had already designed its plans to suppress Muslim 

countries attacked Iraq and then according to its designs it entered its forces into Afghanistan 

in the garb of searching 9/11 ringleaders which according to the US were hiding inside 

Afghanistan and along the western border of Pakistan. It is obvious for any media to incline its 
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homeland to serve the national interest. But at many times it has been observed that media 

swim against the tide favouring foes and harming own soil. No doubt Pakistani media is more 

loyal to its soil than anyone else could be. But due to limited resources and lack of advance 

technology, the national media, sometimes faces difficulty to respond to international media, 

which with huge funds and resources has a strong grip to reach the minds of general masses, to 

affect their perceptions and confuse their thoughts. At times it is felt that some of the national 

papers create sensationalism and uncertainty for the sake of financial benefits. Ironically some 

of the media support foes of their homeland during the conflict situation. It is pertinent to note 

that not only the media of underdeveloped country frame certain events to achieve vested 

interests but developed countries media like the USA is also involved in such practices. 

American media do take sides to promote US policies. That’s why after 9/11, when the USA 

attacked Afghanistan US media immediately changed frames from cold war to 

counterterrorism. To the extent, the Indian government and its media using the “Bandwagon 

Technique” framed the news stories and wowed to attack Pakistan, declaring it a terrorist state. 

Rich Noyes, (2006) narrates “Both international critics and domestic groups such as the 

American Civil Liberties Union have suggested that the American government’s tactics in the 

War on Terror are as frightening as terrorism itself”.  

1.3. Maligning the Reality   

Media do highlight the flaws of the state. However, still, when it is the issue of 

international conflicts like Pak Afghan border management, the afghan media often criticize 

Pakistan just for the venom it has against the Pakistani state.  Indian media also take sides with 

the afghan stance in  

http://www.mrc.org/bios/noyes/welcome.asp
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order to defame Pakistan within the international community. Biswas (2013) terms “Thus both 

1893 agreement and the 1905 treaty were personal in nature”. Ironically the researchers even 

research on prejudice basis. Because when two sovereign powers go into pacts, nothing is 

considered as a personal. Afghanistan was not under British rule in 1893. Amir Abdul Rehman 

held negotiations with the British representatives, Mr. Durand, as head of the Afghanistan 

state. So any decisions regarding the borders and others were pinned down as pact between two 

states and not between the two personalities. So after partition and emergence of Pakistan, the 

Durand line solutions were inherited as settled international border according to the Vienna 

convention.  

Not all but some of the major countries like US, UK and China do accept the same as 

an international border. A researcher does criticize “Durand Line: History, Legality & Future - 

p37) reflects that feeling “The international community, including the US, the UK, China and 

other nations and international organizations have backed the legal position of Pakistan, even 

without bothering to study the original agreements and treaties concerning the Durand Line”.  

On the other, the “clause 2 of Durand line agreement of 1893 terms the Durand Line as a 

border and both the countries as per law were custodians of their respective borders (Ibid 

2013)”.  

Pakistan, however, has left no stone unturned in maintaining and defending its side of 

borders. So much so Pakistan alone fought with terrorists residing inside its borders and the 

terrorist attacking Pakistani side from across Afghanistan. Pakistan has lost nearly 80 

thousands of its citizens which include its Armed Forces personnel as well. Pakistan has paid 

the price of fighting the war on terror in the shape of the ruined economy, political instability, 

uncertainty among the masses, and conflict of narrative among different factions and so on. 
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But Pakistan remained firm to fight this war as it was linked with its sovereignty. Pakistan did 

well. Eliminated as many as terrorists it could. Still, Pakistan is in a war against the remaining 

terrorists living in the disguise of normal citizens and looking for the opportunities to harm 

Pakistan.  Pakistan armed forces have launched operation Rad ul Fisad to eliminate the 

terrorists hiding in the files of common people. Through this operation, many of the terrorist 

networks have been identified and eliminated. And hundreds of terrorists or their like-minded 

extremists have been apprehended, trialled and hanged to death. So Pakistan is still in a war. 

Another issue which Pakistan is facing is a reversion of Afghan refugees. Despite living in 

Pakistan for the last many decades, these refugees have their links in Afghanistan and most of 

the times they work as facilitators for the terrorists entering from Afghanistan into Pakistan for 

terrorists’ activities. So, many incidents can be quoted where Afghan refugees living in 

Pakistan acted as facilitators. Pakistan has the right to ask the Afghan government to take these 

refugees back and request the world community and United Nations to step forward for a 

peaceful reversal of these refugees. Pakistan was also not left with any other solution except to 

manage and barb its borders along with Afghanistan. “We would want to go back to our home 

town if the situation was normal. But we know it is not, and we have no intention of going 

back. If the government of Pakistan forces us to leave this place, then we will find someplace 

else in Pakistan. If we fail to find any place in Pakistan, we will go to Kabul. But we will not 

go to [our village in] Paktia” said an Afghan refugee in Kacha Garhi, shortly before the camp's 

closure in July 2007 (UNHCR April 2009)”.  

       On the other hand, the Afghan government is looking for some miracle to bring in peace 

there. If Afghanistan wants peace, it has to fight hard. There are many incidents where Afghan 

army soldiers ran away and started fighting against their army and American forces fighting 
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there. So there is mistrust between different forces fighting for the so-called one cause. In such 

an environment, armies can’t win the war. Foreign forces must go for some viable solution and 

resolve the things with dialogue and negotiations. These forces need to evolve a strategy which 

stops infiltration and cross border attacks on Pakistan from across Afghanistan. Instead of 

appreciating Pakistan’s efforts America too is shaky regarding Pakistan’s sincerity “Hurried 

negotiations between the United States and Pakistan immediately after 9/11 changed Pakistan’s 

behaviour, but not its interests (USIP 2006)”.   

This depicts how difficult it has been for Pakistan to work under an environment where 

on one side the next-door neighbouring country was supporting cross border attacks on the 

second side America whom Pakistan joined as its ally against war on terrorism thought 

Pakistan did not have any rights to save its interests. This above mentioned USIP report by 

Barnett and Abubakar (2006) opines otherwise “Afghanistan, Pakistan and the neighbouring 

regions would all benefit from a recognized open border between the two countries”.  

1.3.1. Do More Mantra  

  It is amazing that on one side America kept on insisting Pakistan to do more and to stop 

infiltration from both sides of the border and on the other manages certain research reports by 

its think tanks to promote the themes which could lead towards the open borders between 

America and Pakistan. How can Pakistan have open borders with a war-torn country has failed 

to fight the Taliban , having no desire for development and a will to stop cross border 

infiltration and involved in drug trafficking. Pakistan has sacrificed a lot to achieve success 

against terrorist. America itself is very touchy on the issue of border management with Mexico. 

Trump government has stopped infiltration from Mexico side by force. Barbed wire and strict 
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surveillance have been ensured. America and Mexico border management are significant as 

“The boundary between the US and Mexico extends 1,954 miles (USA Today Sept 20, 2017)".  

 1.3.2. Economic Loss to Pakistan 

        On the other American adventure of bringing allied forces in Afghanistan and starting a 

war against terrorism in this region has caused Pakistan loss of trillions of rupees in the 

economy, destruction of its infrastructure, law and order issue in throughout the country, and 

more than 80 thousand human sacrifices. In addition to this, Pakistan faced hundreds of drone 

attacks. Matter of the fact is that not even a single Pakistani was involved in attacks on 

America. However, due to American forces attacks inside Afghanistan, hundreds of terrorists 

entered into Fata and other areas of Pakistan. To whom Pakistan had to fight against either to 

kill them or to push them back to their homeland. It has been a failure at the part of allied 

forces that why they couldn’t stop the terrorists entering into Pakistan. If they had wanted to 

finish the terrorists they must have confined them to some specific area, allied forces instead 

pushed the terrorists into Pakistani land and then adopted the strategy to put pressure on 

Pakistan to do more. It seems Pakistan was a target in the sense that every failure of the allied 

forces could have been to put on it. The terrorist who entered into Pakistan because of the 

allied forces attacks inside Afghanistan started regrouping them as a force to launch direct 

attacks on Pakistani institutions and the masses. However, when Pakistan intended to launch an 

operation Zarbe Azb against terrorists it categorically asked the Afghan government to 

strengthen its border to stop both sides movement of the terrorists. Ironically Afghanistan 

instead taking measures to strengthen the borders it welcomed and looked after the terrorists 

which escaped as a result of an operation by Pakistan army and entered into Afghanistan. 

“Nuristan, an isolated area in northeastern Afghanistan, is one of the most dangerous parts of 
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the country. Insurgents wield considerable influence in a region plagued by oppressive rulers 

and parochial local conflicts (Schriek 2006)”. 

1.3.3. Concrete Steps Taken by Pakistan  

       Unfortunately, allied forces and Afghanistan considered border management solely an 

issue of Pakistan. Reason being cross border attacks, infiltrations and terrorist activities had not 

been stopped and addressed properly. Pakistan, however, focused on border management issue 

in true spirit. It built check posts along the border, started fencing, and digging trenches on 

different palaces in South and North Waziristan, Khyber Agency and on Chaman border. 

Instead of appreciating the same Afghans and few segments here in Pakistan started criticizing 

their resolve declaring it against Pashtuns living on both sides. Not realizing that in this era of 

terrorism and enemy countries conspiracies how an independent country like Pakistan can 

allow free movement to other country citizens. And that too which a war-torn country, with no 

infrastructure and will to overcome weaknesses and to fight terrorism. Free movement on both 

sides of the border rather ruins the societies as it already harmed Pakistan and Afghanistan 

both. So Pakistan in May 2016 came up with some concrete, legal and viable framework for 

Pak Afghan border management. And for the first time since 1947, Pakistan imposed 

restrictions on its citizens and Afghani nationals to travel on both sides with proper travel 

documents, passport, visa and fulfil other required criterion. Pakistan many times held talks 

and meetings with Afghan counterparts, but Afghanistan always backed out after agreeing in 

the negotiations. Afghanistan needs to understand that neighbours always remain neighbours, 

so it must evolve its policies to bring peace in the region instead of making the environment 

worst and worst.  

 

https://jamestown.org/analyst/daan-van-der-schriek/
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1.4. Global Border Management Issues  

       Border management is not only the problem of Pakistan and Afghanistan or Pakistan and 

India; only this issue is the world over. America has to swerve conflict with Mexico. Europe is 

perturbed over border issues. “The expansion of the European Union has required a rethinking 

of how the external borders of the EU can best be protected against transnational crime, illegal 

immigration, trafficking in goods and people, non-legitimate asylum seekers and terrorist-

related threats (Marenin, 2010)” 

 African countries are victims of poor border management conditions. Most of these 

African countries are at civil wars, in many of the African countries United Nations 

peacekeeping forces are operating to bring peace. Lawlessness is at the height of it. “African 

countries are increasingly facing daunting tasks of managing their borders in ways that secure 

their territorial sovereignty/integrity (Okumu, The Borders Institute 2011)”. 

1.5. Theoretical Framework   

1.5.1. Framing Theory  

Framing theory concept is considered a bit closer to the agenda-setting because of its 

feature to have the capacity to change the perception of the news among the readers. It means it 

doesn’t only tell what to think about but also tells how to think about certain issues. Framing 

carries importance in media studies because it influences the media audience. Framing theory 

is one of the extensively researched theories which presuppose that the widely spread and 

mushrooming media will attentively address the events and paint them with the colours of 

particular and specifically designed meanings. Framing comes about practically in every state 

of affairs where an event or piece of evidence or information is considered valuable for 

https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Wafula_Okumu
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broadcast or transmission by dominant and significant media persons. This theory, in most of 

the cases, is closely associated with agenda-setting and gatekeeping theories as well. 

Framing theory was found most suitable for the topic under research, i.e. the ‘Framing 

of Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue in Pakistan, Afghanistan and US Press’ as this 

theory is the one which gives lead that how the framing plays an important role in highlighting 

certain issues the way media desires.  

The foundation of the Framing theory is that the media print and electronic both give 

treatment to certain issues through their placing and frames, narrating specific meanings. The 

newspapers have the tendency and ability to give frames to convey and inject a specific sense 

to certain news stories. Framing theory perceives that media will focus attention on 

newsworthy events and will treat them in a way to give them specific meanings. Framing effect 

appears when, “in the course of describing an issue or event, a speaker's emphasis on a subset 

of potentially relevant considerations causes individuals to focus on these considerations when 

constructing their opinions (Druckman, 2001, p.1041)”.  

Walter Lippman’s book, Public Opinion (1922). Lippmann was the first person to show 

his concern regarding the influence of media on public attitudes. “We are told about the world 

before we see it (p.55)” 

1.5.2. Agenda Setting Theory  

Agenda Setting pertains to the arrangements, or setting of news, current affairs items 

and documentary elements in a describing order of importance. The process relates to the 

dynamics of coverage and to the structuring of what and how. It is the agenda setting theory 

which sets the priority that to where such and such event is to be placed as placing and 
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headline of the story. The world has changed into a global village hence things happening in 

even friction of seconds are known to the whole world. A number of people are engaged in the 

process of collecting and dissemination of the information. Print and electronic media give 

proper coverage and place to the events. However, placing of the events marks the important 

and value of the news item. Media has its own style and priority of handling the news stories. 

They are not bound to take official point of views as it is being delivered but can see its own 

comfort to accept or reject by setting its priority. “Our pictures of the world are shaped and 

refined in the way journalists frame their news stories. This function of media is called the 

agenda-setting function of media (McCombs, 2002)”. 

Agenda Setting is considered to be one of the most important media theories of the 

present times. The professionals who are working in print and electronic media decide which 

news has to be flashed and which was to be ignored. In the words of McCombs (2002)”, in a 

typical daily newspaper, over 75 percent of the potential news of the day is rejected and never 

transmitted to the audience (p.4)”. Newspapers may be having their own priorities and they 

make choices to accommodate news items or so. Choices can be termed as the first steps in the 

gatekeeping routine. It is the newspaper relevant staff which decides to flash or kills the news 

item.  

1.6. Importance of the Media 

Media’s important role in the development of society and shaping opinions cannot be 

denied. It is the media age as wars are fought at media fronts. The country which is strong on 

this front can inject its ideas and messages to get the desired results. Things are moving too fast 

due to the media invasion. The newspapers, magazines, radio, TV, internet and films, which 
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can generate and spread information, are major tools of the media. Every medium has its own 

strength to create public opinion and to change public perception on certain issues. Media’s 

basic role is to inform, to educate and to guide the people. It is a great power which must be 

used in the right direction.  

It is needed that national media should set its priorities and play its role to not only to 

guide the nation in the right direction but also to take appropriate measures to counter 

international media cultural invasions. It is a fact that freedom of information ensures the 

accuracy of the media content. Without it the media, it can’t work smoothly. 

  In countries like Pakistan, where media has a great role to play, media hurdles have 

been varying from time to time. At the same time, one cannot overlook the fact that is not 

always inaccessibility to the information that can lead to distortion of facts rather than political, 

professional and personal motives of the journalists and writers. While keeping in view the 

potential role of media, a content analysis approach would be adopted. Several reports, articles, 

features and columns, raising voice regarding Pak Afghan border management issue published 

in Pakistan, Afghanistan and American print media.   

1.7. Media and Ideology 

Before evaluating the news regarding framing Pak Afghan border management issues, 

it may be pertinent to see what role an ideology play in media, i.e. giving priority to news 

regarding certain issues. Raymond Williams explains it as “relatively formal and articulated 

systems of meanings, values and beliefs, of a kind that can be abstracted as a ‘world view’ or a 

class outlook”. Samuel (1984) sees it as “An ideology is an integrated set of frames of 

reference through which each of us sees the world and to which all of us adjust our actions.”   
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1.8. Ideological Levels versus other Levels 

 Why the news is as we see it is? It is not a simple process in which news is received 

from some agency and then forwarded as it is. Rather the news is received and then tempered 

according to so many formulas and requirements and only then forwarded to the audience. In 

this respect, three things are important, i.e.: 

a. The reporter or the agency which gives the news. 

b. The organizational influences and  

c. Intra organizational influences.  

           In the first case, it is the capability and tendency of the reporter/agency which 

influence the formation of news. One the second stage it is the organization, i.e. the newspaper 

of or magazines policy which influences the media content and thirdly it is the Intra 

organizational factors or outside factors which influence the media content. These are the 

financiers who beneficially pressurize the newspaper or magazine to themselves.  

          As such, the ideology in such instances is eventually to support those who have 

the power. In any system, one thing is common, e.g. there is a tug of war between those who 

are influential and in power and those who are deprived of the power and seeking it. The media 

content is manipulated by those who can influence the same.  

1.9. Role of Ideology concerning Media Content in Pakistan   

The role of ideology concerning media content is an overwhelming factor, but in the 

case of Pakistan, it is more direct and more pronounced.  All those factors discussed earlier 

have their influence on media content in Pakistan in one form or the other.  The government 

pressures, financial constraints, pressure groups, and so many other hidden influences have 

then a direct or indirect bearing on media content in Pakistan. 
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However, the above mentioned pressures are common in the whole of the world. 

Ideology, when it takes the shape of Islamic Ideology or Pakistani Ideology, has an 

overbearing influence on the mass media content. Whether we pay only lip service to our 

ideology or we mean business, the media content certainly gets influenced by it. Whether it is 

news content or non-news content, it is influenced by our Islamic perspective. Once mayor the 

other we eulogize our ideology, whether it fits in the overall content of things or not.  

1.10. Newspapers Understudy  

 The selection of newspapers from three countries, i.e. Pakistan, Afghanistan and the 

United States was made based on their wide circulation. These papers give reasonable 

coverage to regional and international issues. Content analysis was done for the complete one 

year without any break.  

1.10.1. Dawn 

       Dawn is a well-reputed and widely circulated newspaper of English language published 

from Pakistan. It is printed from Islamabad, Karachi and Lahore simultaneously. It started its 

publication in 1941 as a weekly paper, but in 1942 it was converted into daily. After the 

emergence of Pakistan in 1947, its office was shifted from Delhi to Karachi. Muhammad Ali 

Jinnah was the first managing trustee of dawn. It carries along with a professional legacy and 

high professional standards. 

1.10.2. The News 

The News is another well-reputed newspapers publishing simultaneously from three 

cities of Pakistan, i.e. Rawalpindi, Lahore and Karachi. It also has its publication from London. 
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The Jang Group of Newspapers owns it. This group also owns a famous TV channel named 

Geo. It was founded in 1991.  

1.10.3. Washington Post  

        The Washington Post is a popular newspaper published in America. It is considered to be 

a major custodian of democratic culture and values as a slogan "Democracy Dies in Darkness" 

began appearing on its masthead in 2017. It has the biggest circulation in the metropolitan area 

of Washington. It was founded in 1877.  

1.10.4. The New York Times 

       The New York Times is another widely circulated newspaper published from the New 

York City of America. The New York Times Company is its owner. It was founded in 1851. It 

enjoys a wonderful reputation in the profession of journalism world over. It is abbreviated as 

The NYT.  

 The newspapers mentioned above from the United States were selected for their wide 

circulation, and second, these papers give special emphasis to the news on South Asia as 

American forces are here in this region since 9/11 in their resolve to fight against terrorism. 

1.10.5. Afghanistan Times 

An English language newspaper The Afghanistan Times is publishing from Kabul since 

2005. It is a 12 pages newspaper which carries national, international and regional news. 

Articles published on its editorial pages are of political and social nature.  
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1.10.6. The Outlook Afghanistan  

The Daily Outlook Afghanistan is another English language newspaper publishing from 

Afghanistan. It is owned by a group of newspapers, which also publishes a newspaper in Dari 

and Pashto language. It was founded in 2004.  

 1.11. About the Issues of Study 

 The issues selected for the study are greatly linked with the Pak-Afghan Border 

Management Issue. Study of these issues will ascertain the importance and significance of the 

topic under research.  

1.11.1. Status of Durand Line 

       Durand line has been a hot issue since the emergence of Pakistan in 1947. Despite the 

Vienna convention’s clear resolution that Durand Line is an international border Afghanistan 

has always tried to make this issue as controversial.  However, Pakistan is ensuing with the 

resolve to manage the Pak Afghan border. In May 2016 Pakistan stopped any sort of entry 

form both sides without the travel documents and visa.   

 1.11.2. Statements of Political Leadership of Three Countries 

           Statements regarding Pak-Afghan border management from three countries are very 

significant in this regard. As it shapes the public opinions on the issue.  

1.11.3. Cross Border Infiltration 

           Because of the porous kind of a border, cross border infiltration had been a routine, 

causing terrorist attacks on both countries. Cross border infiltration is needed to be dealt with 
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an iron hand to establish peace in the region. The only solution is ensuring Pak-Afghan border 

management.  

1.11.4. Torkhum Border   

           Torkhum border is the main entry and exit route between Afghanistan and Pakistan.  

When Pakistan started construction of a proper check post, Afghan forces opened fire on 

Pakistani officials. Resultantly Pakistan army’s Major Jawad Chengezi martyred and further 

flamed to the conflict between two countries. For the first time, Pakistan stopped all sorts of 

movement on the border, which caused unrest for the masses. Torkhum gate was reopened on 

the official request made by the Afghan government.  

1.11.5. Establishing Check Posts at the Border 

            Pakistan is constructing check posts all along the Pak Afghan border to make 2611 km 

long border secure.   

1.11.6. Sealing of the Border with Barbed Wires  

        Along 1230 km long border from KPK province side, there will be a barbed wire to 

ensure safety. Whereas on remaining 1381 km area along with Baluchistan province there will 

be barbed wire and trenches as well. It will help to stop all sorts of infiltrations.  

1.11.7. Entry on Visa and Travel Documents 

           In May 2016 Pakistan imposed restrictions on without documents entered into the 

country from Afghanistan side. So citizens of both countries have to travel after seeking visa 

and travel documents as per the international rules.  
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1.11.8. Reversion of Afghan Refugees  

        Pakistan is a victim of hosting a huge number of Afghan refugees for the last many years. 

Afghanistan never made an effort to take its citizens back with pride and respect. Pakistan is 

perturbed because there are many examples where some refugees have been acting as 

facilitators for the terrorist doing activities in Pakistan.  

1.11.9. Terrorist Attacks from Across the Border 

           Due to poor management at the Pak- Afghan border, many attacks have been made from 

across the border. Terrorists who ran away from Pakistan because of the military operations 

took hide in Afghanistan. Many of them were based in Kunar and Nuristan. They, along with 

their companions in Afghanistan, made attacks on Pakistan.  

1.11.10. Afghan Soil Used by Pakistan’s Enemy Countries 

         Even planning of the attack on innocent students of APS Peshawar was also designed 

there in Afghanistan. Their facilitators were here in Peshawar. So there is a network which 

works. Therefore, Pak-Afghan border management is very important to stop these attacks. 

1.11.11. Cross Border Trade 

     Due to the porous border, cross border trade had never been institutionalized. So both sides’ 

governments had to face financial losses as taxes were not paid properly.  

 1.12. Objectives 

The study has been designed to: 
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1. To explore the nature and treatment given to the coverage of the Pak-Afghan border 

management issue.   

2.  To identify frames and slants for Pak-Afghan border management issue.   

3.  To investigate differences in the coverage between the Pakistan, Afghan and US press.  

1.13. Research Questions 

RQ-1:  To what extent coverage was provided to the issue of Pak-Afghan Border Management 

in Pakistan, Afghanistan and US Press?   

RQ-2: What are the frames frequently mentioned related to the issue of Pak-Afghan Border 

Management in Pakistan, Afghanistan and US Press? 

RQ-3: What are the slants given about the issue of Pak-Afghan Border Management in Pakistan, 

Afghanistan and US Press?  

1.14. Significance of the Study 

After the incidence of 9/11, Pakistan did not have other choices instead of becoming a US 

ally that waged global war against terrorism. It has played its role beyond its limitations. 

Pakistan is a country with diverse social structure. War against terrorism was not a matter of US 

interest only but was directly effecting the internal situation of Pakistan. Pakistan‘s involvement 

in the war against terrorism has jeopardized Pakistan‘s internal security and has given “gift "of 

suicide bombing, creating uncertainty within the masses.  

Now when most of the NATO and American forces have left, and less number of foreign 

force is there in Afghanistan, the issue of border management aroused as Afghan forces are not 

interested or they are incapable of stopping infiltration. Hence terrorists are doing attacks in 
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Pakistan using the Afghan soil. Even after the attacks of Lahore Chairing cross blast and Sehwan 

Sharif attack terrorists sitting in Afghanistan accepted the responsibility of the attacks.  

To ensure peace in South Asian region, Pakistan is trying to stop the cross border 

infiltration, but Afghanistan does not support these efforts. This study would suggest the media 

industry of both countries as to how to frame the issue of Pak –Afghan border management. The 

study will provide a qualitative and quantitative analysis in comparing and contrasting the media 

of three countries. The study will focus on the media of these countries and its treatment of the 

issue. 

1.15. Limitations  

The study is particularly focusing on the framing of the Pak-Afghan border 

management issue. This study is limited to investigate how the leading English newspapers of 

Pakistan, Afghanistan and US framed Pak-Afghan border management issue.  

Because of the time and source limitations, the research was limited to content analysis 

of the two newspapers each from the US, Pakistan and Afghanistan. Content analysis of news 

pages was made. The news pages were selected due to their importance. While reading the 

newspapers, most of the people rely on these pages because all of the important and sensitive 

issues are given a proper place in these pages. Besides this, editorials and articles published in 

the respective newspapers were also carefully analyzed to know the policy and framing by the 

media on the Pak-Afghan border management issue.  
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2.1. Pak Afghan Border; an Appraisal       

Regional peace is linked with the stability in Afghanistan and other neighbouring 

countries. Afghanistan had been a war-torn area since the Russian aggression in the late 70s. The 

situation became worse after the 9/11 incident when America brought NATO and its forces into 

this piece of land to fight a war on terror. That was the time when Pakistan realized that a porous 

border is a threat to regional security as terrorists can easily move from one side of the border to 

the other.  So sealing of the border was felt necessary to prevent illegal movement and 

infiltration across the Durand Line, the porous, 2,430 km international border between Pakistan 

and Afghanistan. In a paper produced by PILDAT on Pakistan-Afghanistan Border Management: 

A Legal Perspective (p.11) narrates “under customary international law as codified in Article 62 

of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, it is accepted by all that whenever a new 

country is carved out of an existing colonial dominion; all the international agreements and 

undertakings that the previous ruler of the region had entered into would be transferred to the 

newly independent national Government”. So it comes in the legal perspective of Pakistan to 

look after international treatises and its boundaries of the state handed over to it by the British 

Empire. “Even the Major Sandeman, the first agent of the Governor General who died in 1892, 

had done proper paperwork for implementation of tribal management system and settlement of 

the Anglo-Afghan boundary which was finally settled in 1893 between Durand Martimore and 

the then Afghan government led by Amir Abdul Rehman (ibid)”.   

Pakistan and Afghanistan controversy on the border issue is not new. Afghanistan 

declined to accept the Durand Line as an international border on the emergence of Pakistan in 

14th august 1947. By this Afghans negated the MoU signed in 1893 between the then British 

government and the Afghan government led by Abdul Rehman Khan. ISSI Paper on Issues in 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Illegal_immigration
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Durand_Line
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‘Pak-Afghan Border Management’ (p.2) narrates that “the controversy surrounding the Pak-

Afghan border and its mismanagement continues to be one of the most contentious bilateral 

issues between Pakistan and Afghanistan (Ibid)”. 

Mazher (2009) in his research paper published in South Asian Studies journal (Vol. 24, 

pp.204-220) narrates that “For the first time in history (2003), Pakistan has brought and gathered 

its 80,000 troops on Pak-Afghan border, to show that its territory shall not be used for violent 

activities and extremism. But this decision has raised a lot of reactions.”  

After 9/11, the US labelled its reaction in the shape of war on terror and attacked 

Afghanistan with the help of allied forces. In this part of the region, Pakistan also joined hands 

with the USA and decided to do operations against the foreign terrorists hiding along with Pak-

Afghan border. Pakistan did not allow the US to enter its army into the territory of Pakistan. 

Accepting Durand line as a recognized border American forces refrained from doing activities 

on Pakistan side of the border. Due to the porous nature of the border attacks from Afghanistan 

side remained a routine hence need to manage the Pak-Afghan border was felt badly 

specifically by the Pakistani authorities. All the incidents relevant to the Pak-Afghan Border 

Management issue have been reported by the local and international media regularly.  

Media can attract public attention by giving frames to certain topics and can politely 

influence the masses to how to think about the issue. As media has the authority to frame, 

place and give slants to the news stories. It depicts decision lies with the newspapers, and it 

makes a close relationship of framing theory and gatekeeping theory.  Frames are given to the 

news items while giving overage in the print media “An analytical technique of framing was 

developed by social psychologists (Entamn, 1991; Gitlin, 1980;  Goffman, 1974) to study and 
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explain the role of the news media in defining issues for the public”. Baran and Davis (2000) 

stated: “Goffman’s theory of ‘frame analysis’ is a microscopic theory that focuses on how 

individuals learn to routinely make sense of their social world”. Framing theory gives certain 

meanings by interpreting the same through frames, hence swiftly influencing the thoughts of 

the target audience.  

Frames besides highlighting the news stories can influence the readers because the 

newspapers frame certain news items in a way that it leaves an impact on hearts and minds of 

the masses and can influence the thought process on certain issues. Farish and Khan (2005) 

describe “News events are framed to influence audience members’ perceptions of the social 

reality”. Mujahid, (1970) narrates “Many studies have been conducted on the extent and nature 

of coverage given by the press to various national and international issues.”. Markham (1959) 

says “Some have compared foreign news in the dailies of the United States and South 

America”. 

So it is obvious that news frames are not that simplistic. When media uses the frame, it 

may set aside some of the most important facts and information as media makes interpretations 

of the events, favouring one and neglecting or slandering the other. Brasseur (2011) in his 

paper, hoped that withdrawal of coalition forces from Afghanistan be completed by 2014. But 

now it is 2018, and foreign forces are still there in Afghanistan. The irony is that the Taliban 

have their control on more than fifty per cent of the area, which reflects a failure at the part of 

Afghan and Allied forces. He has argued that how border settlement can bring peace and 

harmony among Afghanistan and Pakistan “recognition would not only facilitate the 

establishment of a more secure environment but also speed economic development for the 

Pashtun tribes on both sides of the Durand Line.” It has been however appreciated that during 
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the last decade betterment regarding the border management has been shown in terms of “the 

introduction of a visa regime, biometrics at the Chaman border crossing, increased 

Afghanistan-Pakistan dialogue on management issues (ibid)”.  

Brad (2011), however, concluded that rockets fired by Pakistan on the militants caused 

collateral damage in the shape of the killing of civilian population along Afghanistan side of 

the border. He however never mentioned about the drone attacks sent by allied forces which 

killed many of the civilians on both sides of the border. Drone attacks have however been a 

major cause of the rift between Afghanistan and Pakistan and annoyance among the local 

masses. 

Flawed policies adopted so far had brought Afghanistan and the region to this stage 

because in 2002, when American forces entered into Afghanistan, and the Taliban government 

was abolished, rather they were forced to run away. And new setups were made to run the 

Afghan state. Those setups were made for short term basis as there were no policies in the line 

to rehabilitate the devastated society and to bring political stability in Afghanistan. Allied 

forces claimed a total victory against the Taliban, but that was their sharp move as they hide, 

later regrouped and started attacks on the occupant forces. If a try was made, the Taliban could 

have become part of the political set up of Afghanistan. But things’ were not synchronized the 

way these were to be. So the war on terror prolonged and regional situation became worst and 

worst. Afghanistan and Pakistan states which were both part of the allied forces fighting the 

war to eliminate terrorism from the region, developed problems with each other and blame 

games started from both sides. Both countries blamed that cross border infiltration is causing 

serious threats to the cause of war on terror. American and Afghan officials blamed that it is 

Pakistan which has failed to do enough to stop the infiltrators from across the border. 
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Resultantly pace of attacks on the allied forces has increased manifold. On the other Pakistan 

believed that it is alone to fight its side of the terrorists. Whereas on Afghanistan side huge set 

up of allied forces and the Afghan National Army were there to curb terrorism and the cross 

border infiltrators as well. Because due to the failure of the forces deployed in Afghanistan, 

Pakistan had to face a continuous series of attacks from across the border. The fact of the 

matter was that Pakistan had been insisting for the proper border management to stop attacks 

and arms trafficking from across the borders. Still, specifically the Afghan government and the 

NATO both turned a deaf ear towards the issue. Because of the negligence allied forces, 

Afghanistan and Pakistan, all of the three had to face attacks from different groups of the 

terrorists. Reason being the more than decade long war on terrorism has failed to achieve the 

desired results. Pakistan has however shown better performance on its side of the areas by 

clearing the parts under the control of terrorists and brought peace.  

Ironically United States Institute of Peace’s special report (Oct 2006) gives misleading 

facts by saying that “Afghanistan, Pakistan and the neighbouring regions would all benefit 

from a recognized open border between the two countries”.  The situation is another way round 

that because of the porous nature and open border drug trafficking, smuggling, arms trading 

and above all free movement of the terrorists from one side to the other has thrown the region 

into the worst danger of its kind. Both countries face suicidal, and terrorists’ attacks and are 

still facing. Though its gravity is rather less in Pakistan and more in Afghanistan where allied 

forces and ANA failed to adopt a comprehensive and well-composed strategy to fight terrorism 

and to handle their sides of the borders. Pak Afghan border management is the only solution 

which can bring peace in the region.  
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If so ever there was any of negative effect of the porous border that was on Pakistan 

and that too on its western areas bordering Afghanistan. Magnus and Benjamin in their book 

“Fragments of the Afghan Frontiers” (2012 p.141), “Pakistan’s North-West Frontier province 

today known as Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa, has been profoundly affected by political instability, 

military conflict and disappointment over the past three decades”.   

Despite that Pakistan fought along Afghanis’ to oust Russian forces from Afghanistan it 

had always responded with the venomous approach. Pakistan looked after and is still looking 

after the Afghan refugees, but many of these refugees work as facilitators for the terrorists, 

attacking Pakistan from across the borders. Attack on Army Public School Peshawar was one 

of the worst examples of that. In fact, since the emergence of Pakistan, Afghanistan has its 

design. Even it refused to accept Pakistan as an independent country. So much so it instigated 

to build “pashtunistan” based on ethnicity.  The then Afghan Prime Minister, Muhammad 

Hashim, said: "if an independent pashtunistan cannot be set up, the frontier province should 

join Afghanistan (Statesman 1947)”.   

Afghanistan kept on funding and supporting elements that propagated against the 

Durand Line, which was an international border since the independence of Pakistan. In 1949 

Faqir of Ipi playing in the hands of Afghanistan not only propagated emergence of 

pashtunistan but attacked along with his men on the civil and military forces as well. So 

Pakistan Air Force had to retaliate in the shape of air attacks on the contingents involved in 

attacks against Pakistan. Afghanistan also tried a low scale invasion in Baluchistan province 

area of Pakistan (Emadi, Hafiullah 1990) which was repelled within few days fight. Still, 

Afghanistan never owned them and declared them like the pro-Pashtun tribes. 
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Even America was indecisive about operating inside Pakistan which had denied 

American boots on Pakistani soil. Bob Woodward (2010) in his book articulates “the real issue 

was whether U.S soldiers could conduct operations on the ground in Pakistan. That had 

traditionally been the red line, but it was the crux of the problem that had to be solved (p.208)’. 

As Pakistan afghan borders have been accepted in Vienna convention as an international 

border, the Allied forces refrained from entering into Pakistan side of the border.   

Due to the continuous wars and fighting among different groups inside Afghanistan and 

especially when the war on terror has fought on both sides of the border, the flow of refugees’ 

incased manifold. Magnus Marsden & Benjamin D. Hopkins in “Fragments of the Afghanistan 

Frontier” narrates that “the flow of refugees fleeing from or returning to Afghanistan, heroin 

trafficking, and the violence of continual conflicts along the frontier adds to the sense of this as 

a place of instability and chaos(p.2)’. That shows how borders of porous nature paly nasty for 

the societies and bring disorder in the longer run. Further, the same book narrates “cross border 

smugglers, thus have deftly integrated themselves into international agencies as development 

specialists, while one-time taxi drivers in Chitral have assumed responsibility as security 

officials in Kabul (p.217)”. 

2.2. Background of the Conflict 

Ironically Pakistan is in the illusion that the same kind of breeds can’t live in separate 

countries. When Pakistan came into being in 1947 on the eastern border, Punjabi speaking 

community was also divided into parts. Western Punjab joined Pakistan while eastern Punjab 

remained with India. On both sides, people spoke Punjabi and had the same style of culture. 

Same happened on the western borders where the pushtoons which were on Pakistan side of 

the border joined Pakistan, and the pushtoons across the Durand line had to remain with 
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Afghanistan. The matter of the fact is that Pakistan side tribes had already voted to remain with 

Pakistan. The Pashtun population had voted tremendously in favour of Pakistan in the 

referendum held in July 1947. More than 99 per cent of votes were cast in favour of Pakistan. 

The skirmishes between Pakistan and Afghanistan increased to the extent that the house of 

commons of the United Kingdom had to intervene in 1950 and gave its clear view regarding 

Afghan-Pakistan conflict on the Durand line and said: “It is His Majesty's Government's view 

that Pakistan is in international law the inheritor of the rights and duties of the old Government 

of India and his Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom in these territories and that the 

Durand Line is the international frontier (Philip Noel-Baker, June 30, 1950)”. 

The Southeast Asia Treaty Organization (SEATO) in March 1956 in its meeting at 

Karachi, Pakistan stated: “The members of the Council declared that their governments 

recognized that the sovereignty of Pakistan extends up to the Durand Line, the international 

boundary between Pakistan and Afghanistan.”  

Matter of the fact is that the Afghan Amirs have never been sole rulers of the pushtoons 

community neither afghan Amirs had been considered Amir by the western tribal area of 

Pakistan. The tribes remained independent till the time Pakistan emerges in 1947 and these 

tribes gave their choice to live with Pakistan. Due to their nature of culture and tradition, 

Pakistan didn’t tamper much to them, but they permanently became part of Pakistan. They 

fight against India in 1948 India Pakistan Kashmir war. They joined Pakistan civil and military 

forces and became part of every aspect of the state affairs. Barfield and Hawthorne (2007) in 

their paper narrate “Afghan Amirs often portrayed themselves as the historical leaders of all 

Pashtuns even when they did not rule over them.”  Means afghan Amirs did not have any clout 

over them and no influence was taken by Pakistan side of tribals. Before the emergence of 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Philip_Noel-Baker,_Baron_Noel-Baker
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Pakistan, when so ever Muhammad Ali Jinnah, the founder of Pakistan visited western belt 

tribal areas the local tribes never invited Afghan Amir to be part of the talks during the visit. 

Later the local tribes went for the referendum and voted to remain with Pakistan as citizens of 

the same.  

Despite all the understandable facts, the stakeholders have failed to play its part of the 

role in the region. America and allied forces became stakeholders after the 9/11 attacks when it 

was decided to fight a war against terrorism in this part of the world. If the powers could have 

managed to resolve the Pak-afghan border management issue amicably, there must have been a 

less human loss in the war against terrorism. Only Pakistan lost approximately eighty 

thousands of its citizens. Cross border attacks had been a major reason for this. Barfield (2007) 

was ironically promoting the concept of open borders by saying “Any eventual agreement must 

respect the long tradition of unhindered cross border movement by residents of the area that 

neither Afghanistan nor Pakistan can halt.” Unfortunately, this porous border had been a major 

cause of deterioration of the overall situation of the region. It has been the wrong concept that 

the western areas of Pakistan were not taken care of since the inception of Pakistan. In 1947 

the tribals gave vote in a referendum to be part of Pakistan. They joined Pakistan by choice. 

Since 1947 there was not a single incident when FATA people were engaged into brawls 

against Pakistan. They were also not left in aloofness. Proper allocation of the funds, quota in 

jobs and their proper representation in the parliament of Pakistan was ensured. The unrest 

started when Pakistan refused American ground forces inside Pakistan and announced to do 

operation against the foreign terrorists who had taken refuge in Pakistan. When allied forces 

started operations in Afghanistan and Pakistan started the same in its western border, the 

movement of terrorists from both sides of the border increased. Allied forces and NATO 
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started blaming Pakistan for not stopping the terrorists from its side. They were asking the 

thing in which they also failed badly, and terrorists from across Afghanistan were attacking 

Pakistani security and civil officials.  

2.3. Destabilization in Afghanistan  

Despite all the on-ground facts declaring the Durand Line as an international border, 

Afghanistan has never accepted the same. Destabilization is there in all over Afghanistan. No 

political, economic, health, education and development can be seen in Afghanistan. Even 

resolve is not there. A little bit seen that too in the vicinity of Kabul is because of the American 

presence there. As the US helped Afghanistan to develop its infrastructure to some extent, but 

that is nominal. Political instability and lack of peace in Afghanistan is the major cause of 

unrest there. The Afghan Taliban’s demand is immediate expulsion of American and allied 

forces though now not much in number. It’s around 16 thousand or so. On the other Afghans 

and American have the trust deficit as well? There have been many incidents where soldiers of 

the Afghan army attacked American and allied forces. And Taliban attack on all these national 

as well as international forces. The Taliban still occupy more than half of the area. Matter of 

the fact is that peace situation has been deteriorated in Afghanistan after the foreign forces 

entered there. Before 9/11, there was a Taliban government in Afghanistan which was much 

more peaceful. The local Afghans backed it. There were justice and transparency in the 

government, and the crime rate was minimal. Taliban government had good relations with 

neighbouring countries like Pakistan and Iran. If we looked into the history when Russian 

forces attacked Afghanistan in 1979, Pakistan and Iran were the two countries which 

welcomed the Afghan refugees and looked after well.  
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Russian designs were however obvious as narrated by General Sir Walter Walker in his 

book “The Next Domino” (1980 p.4) “The Soviet Union has long cast covetous eyes on 

Pakistan ports of Karachi and Gawadar and the five hundred miles long strategically vital 

Baluchistan coastline. Now that the chips are down and Pakistan has become a buffer state 

against communist expansion, she will no longer have to stand alone, reviled and neglected, as 

if of only peripheral interest to the west.” This was how west stepped forward to counter 

Russian hegemonic designs by supporting Pakistan to save Afghanistan from the danger bear.   

The situation changed after 9/11. Now America was coming as an aggressor in 

Afghanistan. After the foreign forces entered into Afghanistan and toppled the Taliban 

government and implemented their plan and policies Afghanistan’s relations with the 

neighbouring countries, especially Pakistan, changed into conflicts and hostility. The scenario 

is not in favour of these countries, the region and the whole world. President Bush led the 

government had its priorities. Obama brought his Af-Pak strategy, whereas the new 

government led by President Trump seems no concrete policy to address the issue. It appears 

Trump and his establishment is not on the same page. As many announcements of Mr Trump 

are negated and turned down by his establishment. Trump criticized Pakistan for not doing 

anything in the war against terrorism. But on very next day American establishment, said 

Pakistan had played its role amicably. Same is happening in terms of Afghanistan. The 

political and military establishment is not on the same page.  

However, American policies over the years haven’t been fruitful in Afghanistan. This 

has resulted in complete political instability in Afghanistan. America toppled a peaceful 

government of the Taliban, and now there is bloodshed everywhere. The Ashraf Ghani led 

political government is week. Abdullah Abdullah has his network and objectives. So the 
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political government in Afghanistan is not powerful enough to settle and address the regional 

issues.  

Afghanistan has failed in handling its borders with Pakistan and hasn’t been able to 

stop cross border attacks. America also hasn’t proved to be that useful in the region to bring 

peace and harmony in the region. America changed many dates to pull out its forces from 

Afghanistan that made its grip in Afghanistan weaker and weaker. There was a 40 country-led 

allied forces contingent there to fight terrorism. Now terrorism is there, but forces have 

returned to their peaceful countries. Only a few thousand American and other foreign forces 

soldiers are there which are not enough to stop Taliban activities. Taliban are not ready even to 

have talks with America. They have one point agenda, and that is immediate repulsion of 

American forces from Afghanistan.  

The presence of the foreign forces in Afghanistan is one major reason that it is not free 

in interacting with its neighbours. The political government of Afghanistan is performing 

under pressure. It is facing opposition within the political set up, pressure by the occupant 

powers and enmity with the Taliban. So, the political government of Ashraf Ghani is 

handcuffed. Even Hamid Karzai was not having good terms with the occupant powers. He had 

his mind to run his country but interferences from different factions including America he 

could perform the way he wanted to. Even the then president of united states Barak Obama 

(2009) said “Afghans don’t know why they are fighting and Afghans are not fighting with the 

same commitment as “our kids”.  

There was a major wave of mistrust between American and the Afghans regarding the 

objectives and the war, so Afghans were lacking in will and resolve to fight the war. It happens 

to be the major cause of American failure in the Afghan war.  
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2.4. Indian Factor  

Afghanistan also needs to realize that it is the only country of the region which is still 

backward from all aspects. Politically, socially and education and vision wise they are not 

considered at par with the neighbouring countries like Iran and Pakistan. Till the time it doesn’t 

decide to prosper no nation can give them boost. They must stop playing in the hands of the 

country that are posing as its friends but are working to destabilize them. India is one example. 

India is using Afghan soil to work against its neighbouring countries. India’s enmity against 

Pakistan is obvious due to Kashmir and other major conflicts. But it is also not sparing other 

countries like Iran. India sent his intelligence agents like Kalboshan who is serving Indian navy 

officer to Chabahar Iran. He developed his network to operate against Pakistan and Iran both. 

His main concentration was to destabilize Baluchistan province of Pakistan in terms of funding 

the local tribal leaders, agents and launch suicidal attacks in Pakistan. He is now in the custody 

of the Pakistani government. Hanif & Faheem in their paper ‘Indo-Pakistan Rivalry and 

Afghanistan’ (2014) narrates “India successfully exploited the dictum that ‘the enemy of my 

enemy is my friend’. The Indo-Afghan nexus created a nightmarish situation for Pakistan. 

Closer ties between the two states put Pakistan “in the jaws of a nutcracker.”  

Several times American officials have indicated suspicious Indian activities, but no 

solid action has yet been taken to stop India. In “Obama’s Wars” (2010) Pakistan’s concern has 

been expressed in a way that it shows the gravity of the issue which Pakistan has regarding 

Indian involvement in Pakistan to destabilize the country. It says “there also was concern that 

India funded separatists movements in various regions of Pakistan, most notably among the 

natives of Baluchistan (p.215)”.  
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2.5. War on Terror & Cross Border Infiltration   

Pakistan and Afghanistan are both victims of the war on terrorism. Both countries have 

faced huge loss because of this war. Ironically an incident took place thousand miles away in 

America. No citizen of Afghanistan and Pakistan was involved in that incident still the war was 

brought in this region in the garb to apprehend OBL hiding in the mountains of Tora Bora. 

America did give coalition support fund (CSF) to Pakistan to fight the menace of terrorism. 

Pakistan launched multiple operations against terrorists and remained successful. The first-ever 

proper operation was launched in Swat named operation Rah e Rast. In the three-month-long 

operation, Pakistan not only cleared the area and defeated the terrorists but managed to bring 

the internally displaced civilian population back to their homes. Later the operations like Al 

Mizan, Zarb-e-Azb were launched that helped in clearing the remaining areas, especially in 

Waziristan and other agencies. Now operation Rad ul Fisad has been launched to find out 

hidden elements of the terrorists, especially in the civic areas to take them to the task. Pakistan 

has sacrificed about 80 thousand of his citizens, including armed forces personnel.  

On the other Afghanistan was not having their proper force to fight the Taliban. Taliban 

were more organized than its regular forces. Taliban are still giving tough time to the Afghan 

national army trained by American forces and to the remaining allied forced personnel led by 

America fighting terrorism. The terrain in foreign forces are fighting is not favourable to them. 

The local Afghans take these foreign forces as their enemies. Another drawback which 

occupant forces are facing the trust deficit within the Afghan national forces that at many 

occasions their soldiers attack the occupant forces which means they haven’t accepted foreign 

forces on their land from the core of their hearts. In the short war on terrorism has given 

afghans, nothing rather has proved to be a complete disaster for them. Innocent Afghan citizens 
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have been killed. Little bit infrastructure Taliban government had has also been ruined. 

Occupant forces have only developed proper security in Kabul and its vicinity. In the rest of 

the areas, the security situation is aggravated. More than fifty per cent area is under the control 

of the Taliban. So after the war of more than one and a half-decade, the Afghanistan has gained 

nothing but chaos. Still, skirmishes between foreign forces and Taliban are everyday routine. 

Trust deficit everywhere. Even American top military generals don’t trust Afghan national 

army officers and soldiers. In his recent visit to Afghanistan, the American general was the 

only person carrying a weapon the afghan national army staff accompanying him was 

unarmed. It is assumed the day foreign forces will vacate Afghanistan the Taliban will manage 

to get rest of the area as well. So after a long war imposed on innocent citizens has come up 

with a complete disaster not only for the masses of Afghanistan but for the whole region. If 

there is no peace in Afghanistan, there will be no peace in South Asia as well. Occupant forces 

need to evolve a strategy which best suit to Afghanistan and its citizen. Only wise and sincere 

efforts will bring change. Dual policies will further aggravate the situation. The concerned is 

needed to come up with some strong measures and solution in the greater interest of the region 

and the world.  

US understand the delays in talks and withdrawal of the forces will pave the way to the 

fate USSR met once. One of the major reasons for NATO and allied forces failure in 

Afghanistan was the trust deficit prevailing between foreign forces and Afghanistan. There 

were incidents and attacks on foreign forces in which Afghan security officials were involved. 

Even in 2017, when the diplomatic area of Kabul was targeted, and over one hundred people 

were killed, and many were injured, NATO intelligence sources reported involvement of 

insiders. On the other Afghan Taliban at many occasions have clarified that their war is against 
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the occupant forces and not against the poor masses of Afghanistan then the question arises 

which were the hidden forces who were killing the masses to create uncertainty and havoc in 

Afghanistan.  Unfortunately, Afghanistan has turned in to a hub of proxy wars for the last 

seventeen years. Indian involvement could be one reason as India is not having any significant 

role in resolving Afghanistan, but its presence is very much there and it seeming is multi-facet. 

Pakistani intelligence sources have many pieces of evidence regarding Indian involvement in 

suicidal and cross border attacks on Pakistan from across the border.  

Bob Woodward in “Obama’s Wars” (2010) gives the consequences of cross border 

infiltration that how it damages the peace and brings instability in the region “Extremists based 

in Pakistan were undermining the Afghan government. And in the self-destructive cycle, 

Afghanistan’s insecurity fed Pakistan’s instability (p.99)”. This has been happening because of 

poor management of the borders. Afghanistan has always been least pushed regarding the 

issue, and America was worried much about the internal situation of Afghanistan instead 

looking into border management affairs. Pakistan was left with no choice to work on managing 

the borders as much as it could do.  

2.6. Pak-Afghan Disagreement & Skirmishes  

Since the inception of Pakistan, the neighbouring country Afghanistan had its designs 

regarding it. As Afghanistan, itself was not a developed country and was facing a crisis of lack 

of an educated leadership, so it had its style of governance and diplomacy. It thought 

everything in the world is achieved with power and brawl. Instead of considering Pakistan’s 

emergence as an opportunity for it considered it as an enemy country and even refused to 

accept it as an independent country. It not only refused Pakistan as an independent country but 

declared that the Durand Line is not a permanent border. Afghanistan supported Faqir of Ippi 
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to make attacks on Pakistan. For the first time in 1950 border clashes were reported. “On 

September 30, 1950, Pakistan claimed that Afghan troops and tribesmen had crossed into 

Pakistan's Baluchistan, but the low-scale invasion was repelled after six days of fighting. The 

Afghan government denied its involvement and claimed that they were pro-Pashtunistan 

Pashtun tribesmen.” (Daveed and Vassefi, 2012) 

When Pakistan introduced one unit program in 1955, the annoyed mobs attacked 

Pakistani embassies in Jalal Abad and Kandahar. In 1960 to put pressure on Pakistan, 

Afghanistan gathered its forces on Pakistani border then Pakistani air force was moved to 

counter afghan motives to put Pakistan under pressure. Pakistan, however, defended its 

western boundary with full zeal and dignity and always wowed to accept the Durand Line as an 

international border which is supported and declared by the Vienna convention.  

Afghanistan kept on engaging Pakistan at its borders till the time Russia invaded 

Afghanistan in 1979. Then Afghanistan realized the importance of good neighbouring 

countries when its thousands of citizens just crossed the border and entered into Pakistan. 

Pakistan warmly welcomed them. Pakistan joined hands with America and fought along with 

the Afghan mujahideen to oust Russia from Afghanistan. It took ten years to succeed, and in 

1989 Russia pulled out its forces back. During these ten years, the Afghanistan government 

never talked about the Durand line issue. After that, the Taliban government came.It also had 

very good relations with Pakistan. After 9/11 in 2001, America asked the Taliban to hand over 

Osama bin laden.Taliban refused. So America, in order to punish Osama and Taliban both, 

entered its forces into Afghanistan in 2002. America asked Pakistan to become its ally and 

fight against the terrorists present both sides of the borders. Pakistan agreed to become its ally 

but with the condition that American ground forces will not enter on Pakistan side of the 
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border. Pakistan agreed to operate against the terrorists hiding on the western side of the 

border. American forces restrained themselves across the Durand line. Pakistan handled its side 

of the border and asked Afghanistan to do the needful at its side of the borders. Afghanistan 

instead of behaving wise, ensuring protection on the borders and stopping cross border 

movement of the terrorists started cursing the Durand line. It also started blame game 

maligning Pakistan for interference in Afghanistan and sending terrorists from its side to 

Afghanistan. It was, however, another way round when allied and American forces did 

operation inside Afghanistan hundreds of the terrorists crossed the border and hid in the 

western border of Pakistan. On the other Pakistan was alone on its side to fight them. Still, 

Pakistan adopted a reasonable strategy to eliminate terrorism from its soil and remained 

successful in the same. Afghanistan instead becoming part of the solution, became part of the 

problem and its borders and created hindrances for Pakistan in managing its borders. Babar 

Khan Bozdar (2007) narrates “The soil of Afghanistan is always being used against Pakistan in 

which some soldiers and innocent civilians lost their lives.” 

The post-Taliban era was, however, the period when Afghanistan targeted Pakistan 

badly by promoting cross border terrorism. Infiltrators from Afghanistan side had no check on 

them rather they were patronized to regroup and make attacks on Pakistani posts and 

Pakistan’s border villages. Serious attempts were made in 2007 onwards. On 13 May 2007 

Afghan army attacked Pakistani post blaming it was built on Afghan soil. From May 2007 to 

April 2018 Afghanistan initiated skirmish with Pakistan for more than 20 times. One of those 

was on June 13the 2016 when Afghanistan attached on Pakistan army soldiers engaged in the 

construction of the Torkham border pots gate. The News Islamabad narrates “The gate is 
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designed to curb illegal cross-border movement and check the movement of terrorists, and is 

part of the greater under-construction Pakistan–Afghanistan barrier”.     

Such skirmishes are an eye-opener for the think tanks, especially western and the 

segments which malign the need of a proper border saying it has divided pushtoons. They need 

to understand that it is not a matter of any ethnic group or the same languages or culture. It’s 

the issue of bringing peace in the world. If one language and culture restrain someone from 

living as a different state, then why Scotland got separation from England. Why Iran and 

Turkey are not one country as Persian is spoken in both countries. The Arab countries have the 

same dialect and culture why they are not one country or federation. Pakistan side Punjab and 

Indian side of Punjab speak the same language and have the same sort of village culture. But 

they live in different countries. Why Canada is not one of the states of America. Ironically only 

pushtoons demand that there should not be any borders between the two countries. It can’t be 

supported especially in the era of terrorism and in the culture of cross border infiltration of the 

terrorists.  

Shahwani, in his article in Baluchistan Point, narrates “However, it has been castigated 

and attacked by Afghan Government illogically. The fencing by the US on the US-Mexico 

border unilaterally has given good precedence for Pakistan that is legal in the international law 

executed under the Secure Fence Act of 2006. Another example of India to have fencing on 

Line-of-Control (LOC), paves the way of the forbearance and respect of Pakistan towards its 

neighbouring countries. It is the sine qua non that without proper border management, no 

country can control its security and undocumented trade (October 26, 2018)”. 

    Despite the dire need of the proper management of the Pak-Afghan border, many of 

the American think tanks tried to create further confusion regarding the boundaries. Thomas 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pakistan%E2%80%93Afghanistan_barrier
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Barfield of the American Institute of Afghanistan Studies (2007) in his report has tried to 

blame Pakistan for cross border attacks from its side of the border on Afghanistan. Further, he 

narrates “Because the insurgents believe they will not be pursued or attacked across an 

international boundary”.   

It seems he had pet mindset regarding the very important issue of its nature especially 

in the era of war against terrorism when allied forces of more than forty countries led by 

American forces were deployed there to fight the menace. Pakistan was its ally in fighting its 

side of the terrorists. There must have been a line which allied forces were not crossing, and 

they were restrained to the terrain they were deployed. That line is internationally known as 

international border according to the Vienna convention. And that was the line for which allied 

forces and the Afghanistan government have been saying for not being manned by Pakistan, 

and they had to face attacks from this side of the border as well. On the other Pakistan was 

facing all that on this side of the border. Cross border attacks from Afghanistan had been a 

routine as allied forces, and the Afghan national army failed to stop the terrorists. It shows the 

dual face of the matter as when allied forces were attacked, and they blamed Pakistan for not 

doing enough. On the other, when Pakistan was attacked, then they posed that there is no 

certain border exists. This is one reason a powerful military alliance failed in Afghanistan.  

War against terrorism was for a big cause of peace but was politicized in a way that it 

further aggravated the security issues in this region. This mindset had become a reason for 

Skirmishes between Afghanistan and Pakistan.  For the last two years, the powers deputed to 

create unrest in South Asia, specifically in Afghanistan and Pakistan Da’ash has been 

patronized in this part of the world. It’s the second phenomenon after terrorism and al-Qaida. 

In the shape of Da’ash, a new threat has been tried to impose on this region. Da’ash is nothing 
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but terrorism. The terrorists are being given different names to fulfil the agendas set by certain 

powers. Their funding, grooming and training are done by the powers who don’t want peace in 

this region. There is a conspiracy theory that through such threats of terrorism and now Da’ash 

different powers are trying to malign the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor.  

2.7. Way Forward 

Despite that, the international community hasn’t been that productive to help Pakistan 

and Afghanistan improve its bilateral relations which have gone worse after the war on 

terrorism fought in this region. The war has brought instability, destruction, unrest and mistrust 

in the region. Peace has deteriorated. The economy sector has gone pathetic. In such an 

environment, the feasible situation left for both countries is to look for opportunities to 

improve bilateral relations. Babar Khan Bozdar (2017) “it is the need of the time that 

Afghanistan’s leadership should realize the sensitivity of the issue and not be used by foreign 

hands”. 

Afghanistan needs to understand that gone are the days when it had open borders with 

Pakistan, and there was a free movement on both sides. It was for peacetime atmosphere. But 

after the war on terrorism being fought for the last seventeen years in the region, it is not 

feasible and possible for any independent country to have open borders with a wartorn 

neighbour. Afghanistan must support Pakistan’s resolve to organize and manage the two 

country borders on modern lines. Movement of the citizens from both sides has to be on proper 

visa documents and adopting procedures of international standards. To have cordial relations 

with some country, it is not necessary to have open borders. Good relations should be based on 

honouring rules and conditions of the land. Voice of America in its report (April 19, 2018) says 

Afghan authorities allege that Taliban use sanctuaries on Pakistani soil, but Islamabad rejects 
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the same.  The report of Voice of America depicts how America and Afghanistan think about 

Pakistan that it supports terrorists to infiltrate on another side of the border. If this was true 

then why Pakistan has been fencing the border on a fast track. The world needs to understand 

Pakistan’s resolve to bring peace in the region. Securing the borders is one necessary step 

among those.  

Despite skirmishes between Afghanistan and Pakistan for the last ten years, yet there 

are ways and desires from both sides to have cordial relations. It seems both countries have felt 

the need to revive good relations as during the past two years not on the state level, but people 

to people contact has also flourished rapidly.  Afghanistan’s President Ashraf Ghani was 

among the foremost head of the states that phoned and congratulated Imran Khan on his 

party’s victory in the election. He expressed his good wishes. Afghan diplomats also met Imran 

Khan and discussed matters of mutual interest. On assuming the office of Prime Minister 

Imran Khan expressed the need for better relations with Afghanistan. Minister of foreign 

affairs of Imran khan government Shah Mahmoud Qureshi after taking charge of the ministry 

had his first-ever visit Afghanistan showing how Afghanistan is important for bringing peace 

in the region and Afghanistan carries significance in Pakistan’s relations with other countries.  

Recently the Prime Minister Imran Khan visited forward posts of North Waziristan 

along with Chief of Army Staff Gen Qamer Javed Bajwa. He was briefed regarding the 

ongoing development regarding Pak-Afghan border management. Prime minister appreciated 

the resolve and emphasized that the measures be taken to bring peace in the region. He hoped 

for peace beyond borders, especially in Afghanistan. He rightly said so that peace in 

Afghanistan doesn’t mean peace only in Afghanistan; it is the peace in region and peace in 

Pakistan specifically. On the other afghan situation has not remained a sole issue of the United 
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States now. Its spectrum has broadened due to the China Pakistan Economic Corridor in the 

region. Russia is also a stakeholder. The central Asian states have their interest in all that. So 

now America will not be the only stakeholder to decide the fate of Afghanistan. Director 

General ISPR Maj Gen Asif Ghafoor has however updated the world through a tweet that 

Pakistan is pertinent to do its part of the job “The fencing of 2,611 km long Pak-Afghan border 

would be completed by December 2019 (The Nation Dec 16, 2018)”. 

Pakistan has however been trying to play its role in mediation and to conduct 

negotiations with Afghan Taliban in Murree, Pakistan  (2016) the news of the death of Mullah 

Umar was leaked by the segments unhappy with Pakistan’s resolve to facilitate talks with 

Taliban and to bring a viable solution of the Afghan crisis. Till the time stakeholders are not 

sincere; the viable solution is not possible. The then-president of Afghanistan Hamid Karzai 

disclosed that at many occasions when he wanted to have talks with the Afghan Taliban, he 

was pressured by America to not to engage in the talks. Certain powers are not part of the 

solution but part of the problem.  

The world needs to understand that Pakistan is the most important stakeholder in terms 

of peace in Afghanistan. If blame games are played to suppress Pakistan and keep it under 

pressure, it will not be able to play its role efficiently. The United States has also understood to 

some extent that his policy to put pressure and impose threats on Pakistan is not going to work. 

America’s strategy in Afghanistan hasn’t been that successful and desired objectives haven’t 

been achieved. The do more mantra is also not viable in the changing scenario. It seems 

America has also felt the paradigm shift in the South Asian region. Reason being President 

Trump has written letter (2018) to Prime Minister of Pakistan Imran khans to play its role in 

resolving the Afghan crisis. Imran Khan says “instead of ‘do more’ the US wants Pakistan’s 
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cooperation in Afghanistan; Pakistan will play a mediatory role instead of fighting someone 

else’s war” (The News 7th Dec 2018).  Pakistan is also aware of the fact that till the time peace 

does not exist in Afghanistan, there will be no peace in Pakistan and the region. Reason being 

Pakistan has always been on the forefront to be part of the moves to bring peace in 

Afghanistan.  Recently in October 2018 peace conference was held in Moscow, Russia and 

about ten countries attended the same. Ironically America didn’t attend the said conference. It 

seems America is feared of the role of Russia and China in the peace process. American 

attitude on certain issues depicts its uneasiness regarding china’s role participating in the 

development of the region. Specifically, the China Pakistan economic corridor is a piece of 

desperation for America. Afghan Taliban are also reluctant in engaging in talks with the 

Afghan government declaring it useless to hold talks with a week government. Taliban have 

always insisted on having talked not less than with the United States, as decision power rests 

with the US and not with the Afghan government. Taliban’s other condition is that they will be 

engaged in talks only when the United States will decide to leave Afghanistan. US presidents’ 

special correspondent Zalmey Khalil has made many visits to Afghanistan in this regard. He 

has visited Pakistan in Nov 2018 and met high officials of Pakistan and met prime minister as 

well and presented before him a letter of president Trump. In which he asked Pakistan to play 

its role in the afghan solution. Like a stitch in time saves nine, America has wasted many 

opportunities which could have been beneficial in bringing peace in Afghanistan. Maybe there 

is a lack of sincerity or resolve that Afghan issue has deteriorated day by day.  Its need of the 

hour to look for the way forward and to evolve some strategy to solve the Afghan crisis which 

is possible only when its affairs be handed over to the real political leadership of the Afghan 

masses and America to pull out its forces.  
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Unfortunately, different powers have been supporting the ethnicity in the region. 

Pushtoons have been deliberately put in a vague sense of superiority where they couldn’t think 

beyond the local rituals and traditions. Some of the tribals even opposed the education of the 

girls and administering polio drops to the infants terming polio drops harmful to the coming 

generations.  

 Rizvi (The Express Tribune November 5, 2017) opines “As the issues of terrorism, 

stability and peace cannot be settled exclusively at the bilateral Pak-Afghan level, the Afghan 

problem should be viewed as a bilateral-cum-multilateral issue”.  

Rather engaging in a blame game, both Pakistan and Afghanistan need to negotiate and 

talk on certain conflicts, it will broadly help the region to achieve peace. “Pakistan needs new 

multilateral diplomacy that takes into account the complexity of the Afghan problem and the 

varied interest of different states with an unambiguous view of what is possible on long- and 

short-term bases (Ibid).”  

2.8. Hypotheses  

H.1. Pakistani media will frame the stance taken by Pakistan as justified/ friendly while 

providing coverage to the issue of Pak-Afghan border management.  

 H.2. Afghani media will use frames of foe to steps taken by Pakistan while giving coverage to 

the issue of Pak-Afghan border management.   

H.3. American media will use frames to remain neutral to steps taken by Pakistan while giving 

coverage to the issue of Pak-Afghan border management.  

 

https://tribune.com.pk/author/4012/dr-hasan-askari-rizvi-2/
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2.9. Theoretical Support for this Study  

The trend of Pakistan, Afghanistan and US print media was discussed that to how and to 

what extent it has proved to be credible, objective and trustworthy to inform, educate and guide 

general masses while framing Pak-Afghan border management issue. The research revolved 

around the two theories, i.e. Framing Theory and Agenda Setting Theory. 
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3.1. Research Problem 

The study was aimed at framing Pak-Afghan Border Management issue by print media 

of Pakistan, Afghanistan and US. That’s why two major newspaper groups were selected from 

each country to find out the framing of the Pak-Afghan Border Management issue. This 

research was perhaps, the significant among its kind as two papers each of three countries, 

Pakistan, Afghanistan and America were consulted regarding the coverage of the Pak-Afghan 

Border Management issue. 

3.2. Research Design 

All newspapers of Pakistan, Afghanistan and America are the population of this 

research. However, content analysis of sample papers, i.e. two newspapers each of Pakistan 

(The News and The Dawn), Afghanistan (Afghanistan Times and Daily Outlook Afghanistan) 

and America (Washington Post and New York Times) is done. Newspapers of one year were 

consulted to sort out the data that to how and to what extent the newspapers of Pakistan, 

Afghanistan and America frame issue of Pak-Afghan border management. The newspapers 

from June 2016 to June 2017 were analyzed. News reports, Editorial and Op-ed pages of the 

respective newspapers were also evaluated.  

3.3. Statement of the Problem 

Pakistan and Afghanistan share 2,430 km long international border. Due to its porous 

nature, this border had been a threat to the regional and world peace as well. Pakistan at a 

number of times asked the international powers and to the Afghan governments to step forward 

to seal the respective border but in vain. So Pakistan started fencing its side of the border to 
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stop infiltration from another side. On June 14, 2016, when construction of Torkham gate was 

in process Afghan forces opened fire on Pakistani officials. Resultantly a Pakistan Army’s 

major was martyred. Pakistan is however committed to complete the fencing process at any 

cost. Reason being the Pak Afghan border management issue remains a hot issue in regional 

and international media.   

The study analyzes that to what extent and how the media of Pakistan, Afghanistan and 

America frame issue of Pak –Afghan border management. Whether the publishing of such 

news reports play any role in resolving the issue or aggravate the same.   

3.4. Content Categories Scheme  

 Following categories of the problem were analyzed;  

1. Status of Durand Line 

2. Statements of Political Leadership of three Countries 

3. Cross Border Infiltration 

4. Torkhum Border  

5. Establishing Check Posts at the Border 

6. Sealing of the Border with Barbed Wires  

7. Entry on Visa and Travel Documents 

8. Reversion of Afghan Refugees  

9. Terrorist Attacks from Across the Border 

10. Afghan Soil used by Pakistan’s Enemy Countries 

11.  Cross Border Trade 
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3.5. Methodology 

Content analysis has been done for this study. 

 3.6. Content Analysis 

Content of the two dailies each from Pakistan, Afghanistan and US, i.e. Pakistan (The 

News and The Dawn), Afghanistan (Afghanistan Times and Daily Outlook Afghanistan) and 

America (Washington Post and New York Times) is done. The period of newspapers was June 

2016 to June 2017. The reason why the papers mentioned above were selected is that they 

carry professional and journalistic importance. These newspapers have reasonable circulation 

and are widely read locally and internationally. Despite the news pages, the articles and 

editorial pages of the newspapers were also content analyzed.  

The selection of newspapers from Pakistan, Afghanistan and the United States was 

made on the basis of their wide circulation. These papers give reasonable coverage to regional 

and international issues.  

3.7. Variables of the Content Analysis 

3.7.1. Frequency and Length 

News items published on the pages of the sample newspapers were counted. Their 

length was measured in terms of words given to the story. Pictures published along with the 

news stories were not measured. However, articles and editorials were judged based on the 

tone of the writings.  
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3.7.2. Slant 

The slant of news items was also analyzed as favourable, unfavourable and neutral. The 

slant was measured by analyzing the coding unit of analysis that is a paragraph. The detail can 

be viewed in the Rules of categorization.  

3.7.3. Frame 

Framing is considered to be an important factor in gatekeeping and priming effects. It 

narrates how a news story was framed. Whether, it was depicting Pakistan, Afghanistan and 

the US as a friend or a foe or neutral etc.  

3.7.4. Source  

The source of the news stories was recorded as official, unofficial and others etc. Here, 

the category of ‘others’ category includes media reports based on their analyses and the reports 

filed by the other media etc. This variable was included due to the major role of the 

gatekeepers in the news making process. News sources are also the gatekeepers in a way they 

give information to media, keeping in view their interest and agenda. It may be interesting to 

note that treatment giving to the news item by the official channels was altogether different as 

far as slants and frames are considered. So news stories submitted from different quarters and 

sources may have different effects and target audiences. 

3.7.5. Coding Unit of Analysis 

The paragraphs of the news stories were the coding unit of the content analysis. The 

same was counted in terms of favourable, unfavourable and neutral. For instance, the 

paragraphs favouring the issue of Pak-Afghan Border Management issue were considered as 
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favourable. The paragraphs which were against the Pak-Afghan Border Management issue 

were considered as unfavourable. If the paragraph was neither favouring or nor favourable or 

was depicting a mixed image, the coding unit was considered as neutral.  

3.7.6. Universe and Sampling 

Newspapers being published in Pakistan, Afghanistan and the US are the universes of 

the content analysis; while the above-mentioned. Two newspapers each of Pakistan (The News 

and The Dawn), Afghanistan (Afghanistan times and Daily Outlook Afghanistan) and America 

(Washington Post and New York Times) are the samples of this study. 

3.7.7. Population 

Print media of the three countries, i.e. Pakistan, Afghanistan and America is the 

population for this research. News reports appeared in The News & the Dawn, Afghanistan 

Times & Daily Outlook Afghanistan and American papers Washington Post and New York 

Times published during the period of June 2016 to June 2017 had been analyzed. Articles 

appearing on editorial, op-ed and other pages were also evaluated. These particular papers 

were selected for the study because of their large circulation and strong professional aptitude.  

It was assumed that these newspapers would have differently been framing the Pak-Afghan 

border management issue.  
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4.1. Data Analysis of the Content  

As mentioned earlier that the content of the one year of six papers understudy two each 

from Pakistan, Afghanistan and the US are one of the largest circulated newspapers of their 

respective countries were analyzed. Content of the two dailies from Pakistan, Afghanistan and 

US, i.e. Pakistan (The News and The Dawn), Afghanistan (Afghanistan Times and Daily 

Outlook Afghanistan) and America (Washington Post and New York Times) is done. The 

period of newspapers was June 2016 to June 2017. The reason why the above-mentioned 

papers were selected is that they carry professional and journalistic importance.  

These newspapers have reasonable circulation and are widely read locally and 

internationally.  Despite the news pages, the articles and editorial pages of the newspapers 

were also content analyzed.  

The news items published regarding the issues of the study of these newspapers were 

counted, and their length was measured in terms of words being given to that particular issue.  
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TABLE 4.1 

Distribution of news-stories by Frequency, Slants, Frames, and Source 

 

 

 
Variables  Dawn                  The News                        Afgn Times                 Outlook Afgn               Washington Post              N.Y 
Times 
 

No of news-stories 75 (28.51%) 88 (33.46%) 
 

36(13.69%) 
 

32 (12.16%) 
 

17 (6.46%) 
 

15(5.70%) 

Topics Frequency Per cent Frequency Per cent 
 

Frequency 
 
Per cent 

 
Frequency 

 
Per cent 

 
Frequency 

 
Per cent 

 
Frequency 

 
Per cent 

Status of Durand Line 4 5.33 8 9.09 
 

5 
 

13.9 
 

5 
 

15.62 
 

1 
 

5.9 
 

1 
 

6.7 
Statements of Political 
leadership 8 10.7 2 2.27 

 
3 

 
8.33 

 
2 

 
6.25 

 
2 

 
11.8 

 
2 

 
13.33 

Cross border infiltration 7 9.33 9 10.22 
 

2 
 

5.6 
 

4 
 

12.5 
 

1 
 

5.9 
 

1 
 

6.7 

Torkhum Border 4 5.33 6 6.9 
 

3 
 

8.33 
 

3 
 

9.37 
 

2 
 

11.8 
 

3 
 

20 
Establishing check posts 
at the border 2 2.7 4 4.54 

 
2 

 
5.6 

 
2 

 
6.25 

 
- 

 
- 

 
- 

 
- 

Sealing the border with 
barbed wires 5 6.7 6 6.9 

 
4 

 
8.33 

 
2 

 
6.25 

 
3 

 
17.7 

 
- 

 
- 

Entry on visa and travel 
documents 9 12 12 13.7 

 
2 

 
5.6 

 
2 

 
6.25 

 
1 

 
5.9 

 
- 

 
- 

Reversion of Afghan 
refugees 7 9.33 4 4.54 

 
3 

 
8.33 

 
2 

 
6.25 

 
4 

 
12.5 

 
5 

 
33.33 

Terrorist attacks from 
across the border 4 5.33 4 4.54 

 
2 

 
5.6 

 
2 

 
6.25 

 
1 

 
5.9 

 
2 

 
13.33 

Afghan soil used by Pak’s 
enemy countries 13 17.33 19 21.6 

 
 

7 

 
 

19.44 

 
 

6 

 
 

18.8 

 
 

1 

 
 

5.9 

 
 
- 

 
 
- 

Cross Border Trade 12 16 14 16 
 

3 
 

8.33 
 

2 
 

6.25 
 

1 
 

5.9 
 

1 
 

6.7 
 



Framing of Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue in Pakistan, Afghanistan and US Press 

66 
 
 
 
Slant* 

Favourable  32 68.08 36 73.46 0 0 0 0 2 20 2 28.57 

 Unfavourable  12 25.53 11 22.44 16 94.11 9 69.23 1 10 1 14.28 

 Neutral  3 6.38 2 4.25 1 5.88 4 30.76 7 70 4 57.14 

 
 

 
    

        

                            * Chi-square = 130.97    ;        p. = 0.000 
Frame* 

 Friend 35 77.77 43 89.58 1 5.88 4 30.76 6 54.54 4 50 

 Foe 10 22.22 5 10.41 16 94.11 9 69.23 5 45.45 4 50 

               
                            * Chi-square = 126.94     ;        p. = 0.000 
 
Source 

 Official 11 24.44 15 31.25 2 11.7 2 15.38 0 0 1 14.28 

 Unofficial 2 4.44 5 10.41 4 23.6 1 7.7 0 0 0 0 

 Others 32 71.11 28 58.33 11 64.70 76 76.7 10 100 6 85.71 
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4.2. Frequency of the News Stories published on the Issues 

 During the study, it was found that during the period of one year, The Dawn published 

a total number of 75 news stories on its front and back pages regarding the mentioned issues. 

Whereas on the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries it published 13 news 

items; hence this issue got the maximum coverage among the issues. The issue of Cross Border 

Trade got the second position with 12 news stories published in the Dawn. 09 news stories on 

Statements of Political leadership of both countries were published; hence the issue got the 

third position in its coverage during one year of the study. The issue of Entry on visa and travel 

documents remained on the fourth position having a score of 08 news items while the fifth 

position went to the issues Cross border infiltration and Reversion of Afghan refugees with 07 

news stories each. Five news was published on the issue of the  Sealing of the border with 

barbed wires. Four news each have published on the issues of Status of Durand Line, Torkhum 

border and Terrorist attacks from across the border respectively. Establishing check posts at the 

border got the minimum coverage in this newspaper during the one year, and only 02 news 

items were published on the topic. 

 Daily The News published a total number of 88 news stories on its front and back pages 

regarding the mentioned issues. It published 19 stories on the issue of Afghan soil used by 

Pakistan’s enemy countries. Issue of cross border trade got the second position having a 

number of 14 news stories being published in The News. The paper published 12 news stories 

on the issue of Entry on visa and travel documents. Hence the issue got the third position in its 

coverage during the six months of the study.  
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Cross border infiltration issue remained on the fourth position with a score of 09 news 

items while on the issue of  Status of Durand Line 08 news was published and 06 news each 

were published on the issues of Torkhum border and  Sealing of the border with barbed wires 

respectively.  And 04 news each were published on the issues of Establishing check posts at 

the border, Reversion of Afghan refugees and Terrorist attacks from across the border whereas,  

02 news published on Statements of Political leadership of both countries with the minimum 

coverage in this newspaper during one year.  

As for as the understudy newspapers publishing from Afghanistan are concerned, The 

Afghanistan Times published a total number of 36 news stories on the issues. It published 07 

new stories on the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries, 05 news items on 

the issue of Status of Durand Line and 04 news on the issue of Sealing of the border with 

barbed wires were published. 03 news each were published on the issues of Statements of 

Political leadership of countries, Torkham border, Reversion of Afghan refugees and cross 

border trade. 02 news was published on the issues of cross border infiltration, Establishing 

check posts at the border, the entry on visa and travel documents and terrorist attacks from 

across the border.  

 Whereas Daily Outlook Afghanistan published a total number of 32 stories on the 

issues under study. It published 06 new stories on the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s 

enemy countries. 05 news on the issue of Status of Durand Line and 04 stories on the issue of 

cross border infiltration was published. 03 stories were published on the issue of the Torkham 

border. And 02 new stories were each published on the issues of Statements of Political 

leadership of three countries, Establishing check posts at the border, the entry on visa and 
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travel documents, Reversion of Afghan refugees, terrorist attacks from across the border and 

cross border trade.  

The understudy newspapers publishing from the United States of America also gave 

coverage to certain issues. The Washington Post published a total number of 17 news stories. 

04 news stories were published on the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees. 03 stories were 

published on Sealing of the border with barbed wires while 02 new stories were published on 

the issues of Statements of Political leadership of countries and Torkham border. 01 story each 

was published on Status of Durand Line, cross border infiltration, the entry on visa and travel 

documents, terrorist attacks from across the border, Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy 

countries and cross border trade. In contrast, no news was published on establishing check 

posts at the border.  

The New York Times published a total number of 15 stories on the issues under study. 

05 stories were published on the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees. 03 stories were 

published on the issue of the Torkham border. 02 stories each were published on Statements of 

Political leadership of countries and Terrorist attacks from across the border. 01 news story 

was published on the issues of Status of Durand Line, Cross border infiltration and Cross 

border trade. No news story was published regarding Establishing check posts at the border, 

Sealing of the border with barbed wires, the entry on visa and travel documents and Afghan 

soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries.  
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Figure 4.1: Frequency of the news stories published in Daily Dawn 
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Figure 4.2: Frequency of the news stories published in the News 
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Figure 4.3: Frequency of the news stories published in Afghanistan Times 
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Figure 4.4: Frequency of the news stories published in Outlook Afghanistan 
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Figure 4.5: Frequency of the news stories published in Washington Post 
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Figure 4.6: Frequency of the news stories published in the New York Times 
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The issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries got the first position in 

Daily Dawn and The News both. This issue remained at the first position in Afghanistan Times 

and Outlook Afghanistan but with different framing and connotation. However, in Washington 

Post and The New York Times, the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees remained in the first 

position. The issue of cross border trade remained at the second position in Daily Dawn and 

The News respectively whereas the status of the Durand line got the second position in 

Afghanistan Times and outlook Afghanistan. However, sealing the borders with barbed wires 

issue achieved the second position in the Washington Post and Torkham border issue in the 

New York Times. The issue of entry on visa and travel documents remained at the third 

position in Daily Dawn and the News. Whereas sealing the border with barbed wires got the 

third position in Afghanistan Times, but in Outlook Afghanistan, the issue of cross border 

infiltration achieved the third position. Torkham border issue carried the third position in the 

Washington post whereas the issue of terrorist attacks from across the border and statements of 

the political leadership of three countries shared the third position in the New York Times. 

Remaining issues were covered differently in the papers under study.  

4.3. Length of the News Stories 

Daily Dawn 

Daily Dawn gave coverage of 24559 words to the framing of Pak- Afghan border 

management issue. 555 words to Status of Durand Line,  3514 words to  Statements of 

Political leadership of both countries, 550 words to Cross border infiltration, 472 words to 

Torkham border, 1144 words to Establishing check posts at the border, 2192 words to Sealing 

of the border with barbed wires, 700 words to Entry on visa and travel documents, 4100 words 
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to Reversion of Afghan refugees, 1725 words to Terrorist attacks from across the border 8614 

words to Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries and 993 words coverage was given 

to the issue of  Cross Border Trade.  
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Figure 4.7: Length of news stories published in Daily Dawn in terms of Words 

The News 

The News gave coverage of 19835 words to the framing of Pak- Afghan border 

management issue. 630 words to Status of Durand Line, 3451 words to  Statements of 

Political leadership of both countries, 557 words to Cross border infiltration, 427 words to 

Torkhum border, 1030 words to Establishing check posts at the border, 2281 words to Sealing 

of the border with barbed wires, 900 words to Entry on visa and travel documents, 357 words 

to Reversion of Afghan refugees, 2202 words to Terrorist attacks from across the border 7000 
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words to Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries and 1000  words coverage was given 

to the issue of  Cross Border Trade.  
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Figure 4.8: Length of news stories published in The News per words   

Afghanistan Times  

Afghanistan times gave coverage of 18097 words to the framing of Pak- Afghan border 

management issue. 8450 words to Status of Durand Line,2837 words to Statements of Political 

leadership of both countries, 503 words to Cross border infiltration, 1000 words to Torkhum 

border, 300 words to Establishing check posts at the border, 430 words to Sealing of the border 

with barbed wires, 549 words to Entry on visa and travel documents, 400 words to Reversion 

of Afghan refugees, 741 words to Terrorist attacks from across the border 1522 words to 
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Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries and 1365  words coverage was given to the 

issue of  Cross Border Trade.  
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Figure 4.9: Length of news stories published in Afghanistan Times per words   

Outlook Afghanistan   

Outlook Afghanistan gave coverage of 7715 words to the framing of Pak- Afghan border 

management issue. 156 words to Status of Durand Line, 289 words to Statements of Political 

leadership of both countries, 878 words to Cross border infiltration, 1245 words to Torkham 

border, 425 words to Establishing check posts at the border, 600 words to Sealing of the border 

with barbed wires, 450 words to Entry on visa and travel documents, 351 words to Reversion 

of Afghan refugees, 902 words to Terrorist attacks from across the border 1859 words to 
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Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries and 560 words coverage was given to the 

issue of  Cross Border Trade.  
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Figure 4.10: Length of news stories published in Outlook Afghanistan per words   

The Washington Post    

The Washington Post gave coverage of 4656 words to the framing of Pak- Afghan border 

management issue. 200 words to Status of Durand Line, zero words to Statements of Political 

leadership of both countries, 1178 word to Cross border infiltration, 400 words to Torkham 

border, zero words to Establishing check posts at the border, 621 words to Sealing of the 

border with barbed wires, zero words to Entry on visa and travel documents, 100 words to 

Reversion of Afghan refugees, 1654 words to Terrorist attacks from across the border 200 
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words to Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries and 303 words coverage was given 

to the issue of  Cross Border Trade.  
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Figure 4.11: Length of news stories published in The Washington Post per words   

The New York Times     

The New York Times gave coverage of 2849 words to the framing of Pak- Afghan border 

management issue. 175 words to Status of Durand Line, zero words to Statements of Political 

leadership of both countries, 190 words to Cross border infiltration, 837 words to Torkham 

border, zero words to Establishing check posts at the border, zero words to Sealing of the 

border with barbed wires, zero words to Entry on visa and travel documents, 847 words to 

Reversion of Afghan refugees, 300 words to Terrorist attacks from across the border, zero 
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words to Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries and 500 words coverage was given 

to the issue of  Cross Border Trade.  

 

Length of News Stories – The Washington Post  

Status of Durand Line

Statements of Political
leadership of both
countries

Cross border infiltration

Torkhum border

Establishing check posts
at the border

Sealing of the border
with barbed wires

 

                  Figure 4.12: Length of news stories published in The New York Times per words   

 

4.4. Framing of the Issues 

 Table 4.2 elaborates the picture of framing for the issues of the study.  
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Table 4.2  

Framing of the issues 

 

 The Dawn The News Afghanistan 
Times 

Outlook 
Afghanistan 

Washington 
Post 

New York  
Times 

             

Issues Friend /  
Pro-Pak. 

Foe / 
Anti-
Pak. 

Friend / 
Pro-Pak. 

Foe / 
Anti-
Pak. 

Friend /  
Pro-Pak. 

Foe / 
Anti-
Pak. 

Friend / 
Pro-Pak. 

Foe / 
Anti-
Pak. 

Friend /  
Pro-Pak. 

Foe / 
Anti-
Pak. 

Friend / 
Pro-Pak. 

Foe / 
Anti-
Pak. 

Status of Durand Line 1 - 3 - - 6 - 1 1 - - - 
Statements of Political 
leadership of three countries 

5 3 4 2 - 2 1 3 - - - - 

Cross border infiltration 2 - 3 - 1 1 1 - 1 1 - 1 
Torkhum border 1 - 2 - - - - - - - 1 - 
Establishing check posts at the 
border 

2 - 4 - - - - - - - - - 

Sealing of the border with 
barbed wires 

4 1 4 1 - - 1 - 1 1 - - 

Entry on visa and travel 
documents 

2 - 5 - - 2 - - 1 - - - 

Reversion of Afghan refugees 5 2 6 2 - - - 1 1 2 2 1 
Terrorist attacks from across 
the border 

3 1 3 - - 1 - 1 1 - 1 2 

Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s 
enemy countries 

9 3 10 - - 1 - 1 - - - - 

Cross Border Trade 2 - 1 - - 3 - 2 1 - - - 
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 The tables are given above, however, depicts that the Dawn and the News have framed 

Pakistan as a friendly country which means it supported Pakistan’s resolve in managing the 

Pak-afghan borders to ensure security and peace in the region whereas Afghanistan Times and 

Outlook Afghanistan framed Pakistan as foe which shows their annoyance regarding barbing 

the Pak-afghan borders.  On the other Washington post and the New York Times remained 

balanced while framing the Pak-afghan border management issue and framed an anti and pro-

Pakistan frame both which depicts their editorial policies seeing the issues in South Asia 

region.  
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4.4.1. Framing of the issue of Status of Durand Line. 

 The News published a total number of 3 news stories regarding the Status of Durand 

line while Dawn published one news story. Both papers gave pro-Pakistan frames. Afghanistan 

Times and Outlook Afghanistan published six and one news stories respectively and gave anti-

Pakistan frames in all the stories. Washington Post published one news story on the topic 

concerned and farmed anti-Pakistan frames, whereas the New York Times didn’t publish any 

news story regarding this category of the issue.  
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Figure 4.13: Framing of the issue of Status of Durand Line 

 

 

4.4.2. Framing of the issue of Statements of Political leadership of three Countries  
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As for as the stories regarding the Statements of Political leadership of three countries are 

concerned the Dawn published a total of 8 news stories regarding the issue. In five of its 

stories, Dawn gave pro-Pakistan frames while in three stories it gave anti-Pakistan frames. The 

News published a total number of six stories and gave pro-Pakistan frames in four news stories 

and anti-Pakistan frames in the remaining two stories. Afghanistan Times published two stories 

in total, which were framed as anti-Pakistan. Outlook Afghanistan published four stories and 

gave anti-Pakistan frames in three stories and pro-Pakistan frame in one news story. 

Washington Post and the New York Times didn’t publish any news story regarding this 

category of the issue. 
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Figure 4.14:  Framing of the issue of Statements of Political leadership of three countries 

4.4.3. Framing of the issue of Cross Border Infiltration 
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        Regarding the Cross border infiltration issue, Dawn published a total number of two news 

stories, and The News published a total number of three stories. Both newspapers gave pro-

Pakistan frames in the news stories published. Afghanistan Times published two stories in total 

and gave pro-Pakistan frame in one of its story and anti-Pakistan frame in the remaining one.  

Outlook Afghanistan published one news story and gave a pro-Pakistan frame in the same.  

Washington Post published two stories and gave pro-Pakistan frame in one and anti-Pakistan 

frame in the other one. The New York Times published one news story and gave anti-Pakistan 

frame.  
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Figure 4.15: Framing of the issue of Cross Border Infiltration 

 

4.4.4. Framing of the issue of Torkhum Border  
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As for as, the issue of Torkhum border is concerned Dawn published one news story, and The 

News published a total of two stories. Both newspapers gave pro-Pakistan frames in the news 

stories published. Afghanistan Times, Outlook Afghanistan and Washington post didn’t 

publish any story on this issue. The New York Times published one news story and gave a pro-

Pakistan frame.                          
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Figure 4.16: Framing of the issue of Torkhum border 

 

4.4.5. Framing of the issue of Establishing Check Posts at the Border 
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           Dawn published two news stories, and The News published a total of four stories on this 

issue. Both newspapers gave pro-Pakistan frames. Afghanistan Times, Outlook Afghanistan, 

Washington and The New York Times didn’t publish any story on this issue.  
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Figure 4.17: Framing of the issue of Establishing check posts at the border 

 

 

 

4.4.6. Framing of the issue of Sealing of the Border with Barbed Wires  
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          Talking on the issue of Sealing of the border with barbed wires, Dawn published five 

news stories in total and gave pro-Pakistan frames in four news and anti-Pakistan frames in the 

remaining one news story. The News also published five stories in total. Out of those four gave 

pro-Pakistan frames and anti-Pakistan frames in one of its story. Afghanistan Times didn’t 

publish any story whereas Outlook Afghanistan published one news story and gave pro-

Pakistan frame in the same.  Washington Post published two stories and gave pro-Pakistan 

frame in one and anti-Pakistan frame in the other one. The New York Times didn’t publish any 

news story on the issue.   
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Figure 4.18: Framing of the issue of sealing of the border with barbed wires 

 

 4.4.7. Framing of the issue of Entry on Visa and Travel Documents 
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 On the issue of Entry on visa and travel documents, the Dawn published two news 

stories in total and gave pro-Pakistan frames. The News published five stories in total and gave 

pro-Pakistan frames. Afghanistan Times published two stories and gave anti-Pakistan frames in 

the stories, whereas Outlook Afghanistan didn’t publish any story on this issue.  Washington 

Post published one story and gave a pro-Pakistan frame in the same. The New York Times 

didn’t publish any news story on the issue.   

Pro-PAK

0

20

40

60

80

100

Framing – Entry on visa documents  

Pro-PAK

Anti-PAK

 

                   Figure 4.19: Framing of the issue of Entry on visa and travel documents 

 

 

4.4.8. Framing of the issue of Reversion of Afghan Refugees  
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 On the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees, the Dawn published seven news stories 

in total and gave pro-Pakistan frames in five stories and anti-Pakistan frames in rest of the two 

stories. The News published eight stories in total and gave pro-Pakistan frames in six stories 

and anti-Pakistan frames in two stories. Afghanistan Times didn’t publish any story on this 

issue whereas Outlook Afghanistan published one story on this issue and gave anti-Pakistan 

frame. Washington Post published three stories and gave pro-Pakistan frame in one and anti-

Pakistan frames in the remaining two stories. The New York Times published three stories and 

gave pro-Pakistan frames in two stories and anti-Pakistan frame in the remaining one story.   
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 Figure 4.20: Framing of the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees 

4.4.9. Framing of the issue of Terrorist Attacks from Across the Border 
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 On the issue of Terrorist attacks from across the border, the Dawn published four news 

stories in total and gave pro-Pakistan frames in three stories and anti-Pakistan frames in rest of 

the one story. The News published three stories in total and gave pro-Pakistan frames. 

Afghanistan Times published one story on this issue and gave an anti-Pakistan frame, whereas 

Outlook Afghanistan also published one story on this issue and gave an anti-Pakistan frame. 

Washington Post published one story and gave a pro-Pakistan frame in the same. The New 

York Times published three stories and gave pro-Pakistan frames in one story and anti-

Pakistan frame in the remaining two.   
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Figure 4.21: Framing of the issue of Terrorist attacks from across the border 

 

4.4.10. Framing of the issue of Afghan Soil Used by Pakistan’s Enemy Countries 
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             On the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries, the Dawn published 

twelve news stories in total and gave pro-Pakistan frames in nine stories and anti-Pakistan 

frames in rest of the three. The News published ten stories in total and gave pro-Pakistan 

frames in all its stories. Afghanistan Times published one story on this issue and gave an anti-

Pakistan frame, whereas Outlook Afghanistan also published one story on this issue and gave 

an anti-Pakistan frame. Washington Post and The New York Times didn’t publish any story on 

this issue.    
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Figure 4.22: Framing of the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries 

 

 

4.4.11. Framing of the issue of Cross Border Trade 



92 
 

             On the issue of Cross Border Trade, the Dawn published two news stories and gave 

pro-Pakistan frames while The News published one story and gave pro-Pakistan frames in the 

same. Afghanistan Times published three on this issue and gave anti-Pakistan frame whereas 

Outlook Afghanistan published two stories on this issue and gave anti-Pakistan frame. 

Washington Post published one story and gave a pro-Pakistan frame. The New York Times 

didn’t publish any story on this issue.    
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Figure 4.23: Framing of the issue of Cross Border Trade 

 

4.5. Sources of Information  
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 Sources are something which depicts the credibility and authenticity of the news stories 

being published.  One can easily ascertain the value of the news story if the source is known. 

Hence the source plays an important role in the trustworthiness and reliability of the news item. 

While undergoing research on certain topics source of the news being observed is very 

important. The sources for this study were categorized into official, un-official and other 

sources. The Dawn published 11 news stories with official, 02 stories with un-official and 32 

stories under the other sources. The News published 15 news stories with official, 05 stories 

with un-official and 28 stories under the other sources. Afghanistan Times published 02 news 

stories with official, 04 stories with un-official and 11 stories under the other sources. Outlook 

Afghanistan published 02 news stories with official, 1 story with un-official and 10 stories 

under the other sources. Washington Post published 10 stories under the other sources. The 

New York Times published 01 news story with official and 06 stories under the other sources. 

4.6. Slant 

The slants carry much importance while undergoing research on issues like framing 

something in a certain environment and scenario. So in order to ascertain the findings on 

‘Framing of Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue: In Pakistan, Afghanistan and US  Press’ it 

was appropriate to measure the slants in terms of favourable, unfavourable to Pakistan. The 

tables given under shows the slants of the news stories published by The News Rawalpindi & 

the Dawn Islamabad, Afghanistan Times & Daily Outlook Afghanistan and American papers 

Washington Post and New York Times. 

 

4.6.1. Slant for the issue of Status of Durand Line 
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 Figure 4.24 depicts the slant for Status of Durand Line issue. Dawn gave a hundred per 

cent slants favourable to Pakistan for the issue of Status of Durand Line. The News gave 53.84 

per cent coverage favourable and 30.76 per cent unfavourable for Pakistan and 7.69 per cent 

neutral. The Afghanistan Times gave 100 per cent coverage unfavourable for Pakistan. 

Outlook Afghanistan didn’t cover the issue. Washington Post gave 100 per cent slants 

favourable to Pakistan. The New York Times didn’t cover this issue.  
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Figure 4.24: Slant for the issue of Status of Durand Line 

 
 
 

4.6.2. Slant for the issue of Statements of Political Leadership of three Countries  
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Figure 4.25 depicts the slant for Statements of Political leadership issue. Dawn gave 50 

per cent slants favourable and 37.5 per cent unfavourable to Pakistan. It gave 12.5 per cent 

neutral slants. The News gave 100 per cent favourable slants. The Afghanistan Times gave 100 

per cent coverage unfavourable for Pakistan. Outlook Afghanistan gave 50 per cent favourable 

and 50 per cent unfavourable slants. Washington Post and The New York Times didn’t cover 

this issue.  
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 Figure 4.25: Slant for the issue of Statements of Political leadership 

 

4.6.3. Slant for the issue of Cross Border Infiltration 
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Figure 4.26 depicts the slant for the issue of Cross border infiltration. Dawn gave 100 

per cent news coverage as neutral. The News gave 50 per cent favourable and 50 per cent 

unfavourable slants. The Afghanistan Times gave 100 per cent coverage unfavourable for 

Pakistan. Outlook Afghanistan also gave 100 per cent unfavourable slants. Washington Post 

gave 100 per cent neutral and The New York Times gave 100 per cent unfavourable slant for 

Pakistan.   

 

0
5

10
15
20
25
30
35
40
45
50
55
60
65
70
75
80
85
90
95

100

Slant – Cross border infiltration  

Favourable

Unfavourable

Neutral

 

Figure 4.26: Slant for the issue of Cross border infiltration 

 

4.6.4. Slant for the issue of Torkhum Border  
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Figure 4.27 depicts the slant for the issue of the Torkhum border. Dawn and The News 

gave 100 per cent news coverage as favourable to Pakistan. The Afghanistan Times didn’t 

cover the issue. Outlook Afghanistan gave 100 per cent unfavourable slants. Washington Post 

didn’t cover the issue. The New York Times gave 100 per cent neutral slants.   
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Figure 4.27: Slant for the issue of Torkhum border  

 

 

 

4.6.5. Slant for the issue of Establishing Check Posts at the Border 
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Figure 4.28 depicts the slant for the issue of Establishing check posts at the border. 

Dawn gave 100 per cent news coverage as favourable to Pakistan. The News gave 80 per cent 

favourable and 20 per cent unfavourable slant for Pakistan.  The Afghanistan Times, Outlook 

Afghanistan, Washington Post and the New York Times didn’t cover the issue.    
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Figure 4.28: Slant for the issue of establishing check posts at the border 

 

 

 

4.6.6. Slant for the issue of Sealing of the Border with Barbed Wires  
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Figure 4.29 depicts the slant for the issue of sealing of the border with barbed wires.  

Dawn gave 80 per cent favourable and 20 per cent neutral slants. The News gave 100 per cent 

favourable slants. The Afghanistan Times didn’t cover the issue. Outlook Afghanistan gave 

100 per cent neutral slants. Washington Post gave 50 per cent favourable and 50 per cent 

unfavourable slants. The New York Times didn’t cover the issue.    
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Figure 4.29: Slant for the issue of Sealing of the border with barbed wires  

 

 

4.6.7. Slant for the issue of Entry on Visa and Travel Documents 
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Figure 4.30 depicts the slant for the issue of Entry on visa and travel documents.   

Dawn gave 100 per cent news coverage as favourable. The News gave 80 per cent favourable 

and 20 per cent neutral slants. The Afghanistan Times gave 50 per cent coverage as 

unfavourable for Pakistan and 20 per cent as neutral. Outlook Afghanistan didn’t cover the 

issue.  Washington Post gave 100 per cent neutral slant. The New York Times didn’t cover the 

issue.  
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Figure 4.30: Slant for the issue of Entry on visa and travel documents 

 

4.6.8. Slant for the issue of Reversion of Afghan Refugees  
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Figure 4.31 depicts the slant for the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees. Dawn gave 42.85 

per cent favourable and 57.14 per cent unfavourable slants. The News gave 66.66 per cent 

favourable and 33.33 per cent unfavourable slants. The Afghanistan Times didn’t cover the 

issue. Outlook Afghanistan gave 100 per cent neutral slants. Washington Post gave 50 per cent 

unfavourable and 50 per cent neutral slants. The New York Times gave 33.33 per cent 

favourable and 66.66 per cent neutral slants.  
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Figure 4.31: Slant for the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees  

 

4.6.9. Slant for the issue of Terrorist Attacks from Across the Border 
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Figure 4.32 depicts the slant for the issue of Terrorist attacks from across the border. Dawn 

gave 75 per cent favourable and 25 per cent unfavourable slants. The News also gave 75 per 

cent favourable and 25 per cent unfavourable slants. The Afghanistan Times gave 100 per cent 

unfavourable slants. Outlook Afghanistan gave 100 per cent neutral slants. Washington Post 

gave 100 per cent neutral slants. The New York Times gave 50 per cent favourable and 50 per 

cent neutral slants.  
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Figure 4.32: Slant for the issue Terrorist attacks from across the border 

 

4.6.10. Slant for the issue of Afghan Soil used by Pakistan’s Enemy Countries 
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Figure 4.33 depicts the slant for the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries. 

Dawn gave 75 per cent favourable and 25 per cent unfavourable slants. The News also gave 

100 per cent favourable slants. The Afghanistan Times gave 100 per cent unfavourable slants. 

Outlook Afghanistan also gave 100 per cent unfavourable slants. Washington Post and The 

New York Times didn’t cover this issue.   
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Figure 4.33: Slant for the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries 

 

4.6.11. Slant for the issue of Cross Border Trade 
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Figure 4.34 depicts the slant for the issue of Cross Border Trade.  Dawn gave 66.66 per cent 

favourable and 33.33 per cent unfavourable slants. The News gave 60 per cent favourable and 

40 per cent unfavourable slants. The Afghanistan Times gave 100 per cent unfavourable slants. 

Outlook Afghanistan gave 50 per cent favourable and 50 per cent neutral slants. Washington 

Post gave 100 per cent neutral slant. The New York Times didn’t cover this issue.   
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Figure 4.34: Slant for the issue of Cross Border Trade 

 

4.7. Articles published on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue 
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Articles published on editorial, op-ed and other pages reflect the policy of the 

newspapers concerned and the opinion/ feedback of intelligentsia and the masses. However 

editorial/editorial notes are the main source of knowing the exact policy of the newspapers and 

their owners. The amount of criticism or appreciation on certain issues portrays the policy of 

the newspaper. The op/ed pages and articles appearing on the pages other than the editorial 

pages do depict the opinion of the writers and the general public. Most of the newspapers do 

give a disclaimer along with the columns and the articles that views and opinions given in this 

piece may not reflect the opinion of the newspaper concerned. 

Keeping in view the importance of the articles appearing on editorial, op-ed and other 

pages the same were evaluated to ascertain the frames and slants of the articles published in the 

understudy newspapers publishing from three countries, i.e. Pakistan, Afghanistan and the 

United States of America.  Dawn, The News, Afghanistan Times, Outlook Afghanistan, 

Washington Post and The New York Times from June 2016 to June 2017 were evaluated.  

4.7.1. Frequency of the Articles on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue  

During the study, it was found that within in the period of one year all six newspapers, 

i.e. Dawn, The News, Afghanistan Times, Outlook Afghanistan, Washington Post and The 

New York Times published a total number of 57 articles on their editorial, op-ed and other 

pages on the issues related to the Pak- Afghan border management. The Dawn published 13, 

The News 25, Afghanistan Times 07, Outlook Afghanistan 05, Washington Post 04 and The 

New York Times published 03 articles, respectively. That means The News gave 43.85 % 

coverage to the issues related to the Pak- Afghan border management on its editorial, op-ed 
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and other pages. Dawn gave 22.80 %, Afghanistan Times 12.28 %, Outlook Afghanistan 

8.77%, Washington Post 7.01 % and The New York Times gave 5.26 % coverage respectively.  
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Figure 4.35: Frequency of Articles published on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue 

 

4.7.3. Length of the Articles on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue  

During the study, it was found that within in the period of one year all six newspapers, 

i.e. Dawn, The News, Afghanistan Times, Outlook Afghanistan, Washington Post and The 

New York Times published a total number of 57742 words on their editorial, op-ed and other 

pages on the issues related to the Pak- Afghan border management. The Dawn published 
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11394, The News 27833, Afghanistan Times 9355, Outlook Afghanistan 3291, Washington 

Post 4237 and The New York Times published 1632 words, respectively. That means The 

News gave 48.20 % space to the issues related to the Pak- Afghan border management on its 

editorial, op-ed and other pages. Dawn gave 19.73 %, Afghanistan Times 16.20 %, Outlook 

Afghanistan 5.69 %, Washington Post 7.33 % and The New York Times gave 2.82 % space 

respectively. 
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Figure 4.36: Length of Articles published on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue 

4.7.4. Framing of the Articles on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue 

  It was found that within the period of one year all six newspapers, i.e. Dawn, The 

News, Afghanistan Times, Outlook Afghanistan, Washington Post and The New York Times 

gave different frames in the articles published on their editorial, op-ed and other pages on the 
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issues related to the Pak- Afghan border management. Dawn gave 76.92 % pro Pakistan and 

23.07 % anti-Pakistan frames. The News gave 88% pro Pakistan 12 % anti-Pakistan frames. 

Afghanistan Times and Outlook Afghanistan gave 100 % anti-Pakistan frames. Washington 

Post gave 25 % pro Pakistan and 75% anti-Pakistan frames while the New York Times gave 

33.33% pro Pakistan and 66.66% anti-Pakistan frames.  
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Figure 4.37: Framing Articles published on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue 

4.7.5. The slant of the Articles on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue 

While undergoing research on certain issues, slants carry ample importance. So in order 

to ascertain the findings of the articles published in editorials, op-ed and other pages pertaining 

to the Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue it was appropriate to measure the slants in terms 

of favourable, unfavourable to Pakistan. Dawn gave 61.53 % favourable slants to Pakistan for 
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the issues pertaining to Pak Afghan border management. It gave 23.07% unfavourable and 

15.38% neutral slants as well. The News gave 60% coverage favourable and 36% unfavourable 

for Pakistan and 4% neutral. The Afghanistan Times gave 100 % coverage unfavourable for 

Pakistan. Outlook Afghanistan gave 80 % unfavourable slants for Pakistan and 20 % neutral 

slants. Washington Post gave 25% slants favourable to Pakistan and 75 % neutral slants. The 

New York Times gave 33.33 % slants favourable to Pakistan while 66.66 % neutral slants.  
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Figure 4.38: Slant of Articles published on Pak-Afghan Border Management Issue 
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4.8. Tests of Hypotheses 

4.8.1. Tests of Hypothesis 1. Pakistani print media will frame the stance taken by Pakistan as 

justified/ friendly while providing coverage to the issue of Pak-Afghan border management.  

The News and the Dawn published a total number of 88 and 75 news stories on the issues 

pertaining to Pak-Afghan border management. Whereas Afghanistan Times and Outlook 

Afghanistan published 36 and 32 new stories respectively. Washington Post and New York 

Times published 17 and 15 news stories, respectively.  

All these newspapers gave frames of a friend, foe, Pro-Pakistan and Anti- Pakistan in their 

coverage. The News gave 89.58 % Pro- Pakistan frames and remained at the top among the 

newspapers understudy from three countries, i.e. Pakistan, Afghanistan and the United States.  

Dawn remained second with 77.77 % Pro-Pakistan frames. It proves that Pakistani print media 

supports measures taken regarding Pak Afghan border management by Pakistan as a state.  

As the content analysis was done, a non-parametric test was made. Hence the Chi-Square on 

non-parametric test comes to 126.94, which is significant (p. = 0.000).  Hypothesis 1 was, 

therefore supported.  

4.8.2. Tests of Hypothesis 2. Afghani print media will use frames of foe to steps taken by 

Pakistan while giving coverage to the issue of Pak-Afghan border management.   

Afghanistan Times gave 94.11 % Anti- Pakistan frames. It remained at the top among the 

newspapers understudy from three countries, i.e. Pakistan, Afghanistan and the United States 

in regards to opposing Pakistan’s resolve to take appropriate measures in connection with Pak-

Afghan border management. Outlook Afghanistan remained second with 69.23 % Anti-
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Pakistan frames. It proves that Afghani print media didn’t support measures taken by Pakistan 

regarding Pak Afghan border management.  

The Chi-Square on non-parametric test comes to 130.97, which is significant (p. = 0.000).  

Hypothesis 2 was, therefore supported.  

4.8.3 Tests of Hypothesis 3. American print media will remain neutral to steps taken by 

Pakistan while giving coverage to the issue of Pak Afghan border management.   

Washington Post and New York Times published 17 and 15 news stories, respectively. That 

shows American print media was not that absorbed in giving coverage to the issues pertaining 

to the Pak –Afghan border management. Still, it focused on certain issues depicting American 

stance and policies for South Asia, especially in terms of Pakistan and Afghanistan issues like 

border management.  

Washington Post remained at the top while giving slants of Neutral regarding Pak-Afghan 

border management with 70 % while New York Times remained second with 57.14 % neutral 

slants that clearly shows the intent of the United States of America and its print media which is 

more inclined towards state policies rather than the gravity of conflicts of other countries.  

The Chi-Square on non-parametric test comes to 122.74, which is significant (p. = 0.000).  

Hypothesis 3 was, therefore supported.  
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5.1. Results and Findings 

Main findings of this study are as follows;  

 The Dawn published a total number of 75 news stories on issues of the content analysis 

while The News published 88; Afghanistan Times 36, Outlook Afghanistan 32, 

Washington post 17 and New York Times published 15 news items on these issues. These 

were published on different pages of the papers during one year.  

 During the study, it was found that during one year, the issue of Afghan soil used by 

Pakistan’s enemy countries with 13 news items got the maximum coverage among the 

issue remained at the first position. The issue of Cross Border Trade got the second 

position with 12 news stories published. 09 news stories on Statements of Political 

leadership of both countries were published; hence the issue got the third position in its 

coverage during one year of the study. The issue of Entry on visa and travel documents 

remained on the fourth position having a score of 08 news items while the fifth position 

went to the issues Cross border infiltration and Reversion of Afghan refugees with 07 news 

stories each. 

   It was found that all of these six papers from different three countries gave different 

frames and slants to these news items. Issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy 

countries remained at the top among other issues but with different treatment and framing 

by the newspapers from the respective countries. Newspapers from Pakistan ascertain that 

factually Afghan land is being used by the enemies of Pakistan. Whereas newspapers from 

Afghanistan termed it otherwise and gave anti-Pakistan frames. While newspapers from the 
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United States of America remained neutral in most of the coverage and gave fewer frames 

favouring to Pakistan.  

 As for the length of the coverage given to the issue of Pak Afghan Border Management, the 

Dawn took the lead with 24559 words while The News remained second with 19835 words 

and Afghanistan Times at third position with 18097 words. Outlook Afghanistan 7715, 

Washington post 4656 and New York Times gave coverage of 2849 words. 

 Regarding the Frames of the issue of Status of Durand Line, the Dawn and The News both 

gave pro-Pakistan frames. Afghanistan Times and Outlook Afghanistan gave anti-Pakistan 

frames in all the stories. Washington Post also gave anti-Pakistan frames in this issue 

whereas the New York Times didn’t publish any news story regarding this category of the 

issue. 

 Regarding frames of the issue of Statements of Political leadership of three countries, the 

Dawn and the News both gave more pro Pakistan frames and less anti-Pakistan frames. 

Afghanistan Times gave all anti-Pakistan frames whereas Outlook Afghanistan gave more 

anti-Pakistan frames and less pro Pakistan frame in its coverage. Washington Post and the 

New York Times didn’t publish any news story regarding this category of the issue. 

 Regarding frames of the Cross border infiltration issue, Dawn and the News both gave pro-

Pakistan frames in the news stories published. Afghanistan Times gave an equal number of 

pro and anti-Pakistan frames in this issue. Outlook Afghanistan gave pro-Pakistan frame in 

the same.  Washington Post published two stories and gave pro-Pakistan frame in one and 

anti-Pakistan frame in the other one. The New York Times gave an anti-Pakistan frame. 

 Regarding the frames of the issue of Torkhum border Dawn and The News, newspapers 

gave pro-Pakistan frames in the news stories published. Afghanistan Times, Outlook 
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Afghanistan and Washington post didn’t publish any story on this issue. The New York 

Times published one news story and gave a pro-Pakistan frame. 

 Regarding the frames of the issue of establishing check posts at the border Dawn and The 

News, newspapers gave pro-Pakistan frames. Afghanistan Times, Outlook Afghanistan, 

Washington and The New York Times didn’t publish any story on this issue. 

 Regarding the frames of the issue of sealing of the border with barbed wires, Dawn and the 

News both gave more pro Pakistan frames and less anti-Pakistan frames in this issue.  

Afghanistan Times didn’t publish any story whereas Outlook Afghanistan published one 

news story and gave pro-Pakistan frame in the same.  Washington Post published two 

stories and gave pro-Pakistan frame in one and anti-Pakistan frame in the other one. The 

New York Times didn’t publish any news story on the issue.  

 Regarding the frames of the issue of Entry on visa and travel documents on the issue of 

Entry on visa and travel documents, the Dawn and the News both gave pro-Pakistan 

frames. Afghanistan Times gave anti-Pakistan frames while Outlook Afghanistan didn’t 

publish any story on this issue.  Washington Post gave pro-Pakistan frame in the same. The 

New York Times didn’t publish any news story on the issue. 

 Regarding the frames of the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees, Dawn and the News 

both gave more pro Pakistan frames and less anti-Pakistan frames. Afghanistan Times 

didn’t publish any story on this issue whereas Outlook Afghanistan gave anti-Pakistan 

frame. Washington Post gave more anti-Pakistan frames and less pro Pakistan frames. The 

New York Times gave more pro Pakistan and less anti-Pakistan frames. 

 Framing of the issue of Terrorist attacks from across the border Dawn gave more pro 

Pakistan frames and less anti-Pakistan frames. The News gave all-pro Pakistan frames. 
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Afghanistan Times and Outlook Afghanistan gave anti-Pakistan frame. Washington Post 

gave pro-Pakistan frames. The New York Times gave more anti and less pro Pakistan 

frames in its stories. 

 Regarding frames of the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries, Dawn 

gave more pro Pakistan frames and less anti-Pakistan frames. The News gave pro-Pakistan 

frames in all its stories. Afghanistan Times and Outlook Afghanistan both gave anti-

Pakistan frames. Washington Post and The New York Times didn’t publish any story on 

this issue. 

 Regarding frames of the issue of Cross Border Trade Dawn and The News both gave pro-

Pakistan frames in this issue whereas Afghanistan Times and Outlook Afghanistan both 

gave anti-Pakistan frames. Washington Post gave pro-Pakistan frame. The New York 

Times didn’t publish any story on this issue.                            

 Regarding the slant for the issue of Status of Durand Line Dawn gave all favourable slants 

while The News gave more favourable and less unfavourable slant. The Afghanistan Times 

gave all unfavourable slants for Pakistan. Outlook Afghanistan didn’t cover the issue. 

Washington Post gave all favourable slants to Pakistan. The New York Times didn’t cover 

this issue. 

 Regarding the slant for the issue of Statements of Political leadership, dawn gave more 

slants as favourable and less neutral slants. The News gave all favourable slants. The 

Afghanistan Times gave all unfavourable for Pakistan. Outlook Afghanistan gave fifty per 

cent favourable and fifty per cent unfavourable slants. Washington Post and The New York 

Times didn’t cover this issue. 
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 Regarding the Slant, for the issue of Cross border infiltration, Dawn gave all neutral slants. 

The News gave fifty per cent favourable and fifty per cent unfavourable slants. The 

Afghanistan Times gave full unfavourable slants for Pakistan. Outlook Afghanistan also 

gave full unfavourable slants. Washington Post remained neutral in all slants and The New 

York Times gave all unfavourable slants for Pakistan. 

  Regarding the Slant for the issue of Torkhum border Dawn and The News fully supported 

Pakistan’s stance and gave all slants favourable to Pakistan. The Afghanistan Times didn’t 

cover the issue.Outlook Afghanistan gave all unfavourable slants. Washington Post didn’t 

cover the issue. The New York Times gave all neutral slants.  

 Regarding the Slant for the issue of establishing check posts at the border, Dawn gave all 

slants as favourable to Pakistan. The News gave more favourable and less unfavourable 

slant for Pakistan.  The Afghanistan Times, Outlook Afghanistan, Washington Post and the 

New York Times didn’t cover the issue. 

 Regarding the Slant for the issue of Sealing of the border with barbed wires, Dawn gave 

more favourable and gave twenty per cent neutral slants. The News gave full favourable 

slants. The Afghanistan Times didn’t cover the issue. Outlook Afghanistan gave all neutral 

slants. Washington Post gave an equal number of favourable and unfavourable slants. The 

New York Times didn’t cover the issue. 

 Regarding the issue of Entry on visa and travel documents.   Dawn gave all favourable 

slants. The News gave more favourable and less neutral slants. The Afghanistan Times 

gave more coverage as unfavourable for Pakistan and remained neutral in few stories. 

Outlook Afghanistan didn’t cover the issue.  Washington Post gave all neutral slants. The 

New York Times didn’t cover the issue. 
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 Regarding the Slant for the issue of Reversion of Afghan refugees. Dawn gave less 

favourable and more unfavourable slants. The News gave more favourable and less 

unfavourable slants. The Afghanistan Times didn’t cover the issue. Outlook Afghanistan 

gave all neutral slants. Washington Post gave half unfavourable and half neutral slants. The 

New York Times gave less favourable and more neutral slants. 

 Regarding the Slant for the issue of Terrorist attacks from across the border. Dawn and the 

News both gave more favourable and less unfavourable slants. The Afghanistan Times 

gave all unfavourable slants whereas Outlook Afghanistan gave all neutral slants. 

Washington Post gave all neutral slants. The New York Times gave half favourable and 

half neutral slants. 

 Regarding the Slant for the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries. Dawn 

gave more favourable and less unfavourable slants. The News gave all favourable slants. 

The Afghanistan Times and Outlook Afghanistan both gave all unfavourable slants. 

Washington Post and The New York Times didn’t cover this issue. 

 Regarding the Slant for the issue of Cross Border Trade Dawn and the News both and gave 

more favourable and less unfavourable slants. The Afghanistan Times gave all 

unfavourable slants, and Outlook Afghanistan gave half favourable and half neutral slants. 

Washington Post gave all neutral slants. The New York Times didn’t cover this issue. 

5.2. Discussion on Results 

Pak Afghan border management issue is not only important from a regional point of view 

but considered an international issue specifically when American and other allied forces were 

here in this region since 2001 after 9/11. And the issues like cross border infiltration, cross 

border trade and cross border terrorist attacks occurred and affect both countries civilization 
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and the regional & international troops deputed there. Afghanistan has its different point of 

view, but Pakistan authorities are pertinent regarding the management of Pak afghan borders. 

The Nation (2018) reported quoting Maj Gen Asif Ghafoor “It is not fencing against the people 

of the nation of Afghanistan, but it is aimed at stopping the flow of terrorists”. The newspapers 

from Pakistan, i.e. Dawn and The News, however, gave maximum coverage to the issues 

pertaining to Pak Afghan border management. The News took the lead with publishing 

maximum 88 stories and remained at the first position, and dawn with a total number of 75 

news stories on issues of the content analysis remained second.  Afghanistan Times with 36 

and Outlook Afghanistan with 32 news stories captured third and fourth position, respectively. 

They framed the coverage mostly as anti-Pakistan and gave unfavourable slants while giving 

coverage to Pak Afghan border management and its allied issues. The Washington Post with 

17 and New York Times with 15 news remained at fifth and sixth positions.  These were 

published on different pages of the papers during the period of one year. 

It was found that during the period of one year, the issue of Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s 

enemy countries with 13 news items got the maximum coverage among the issue remained in 

the first position. Newspapers from Pakistan framed the coverage on this issue as pro-Pakistan 

while newspapers from Afghanistan gave anti-Pakistan frames. American papers remained 

neutral. Same was the case with other issues like Cross Border Trade, Statements of Political 

leadership, Entry on visa and travel documents, Cross border infiltration and Reversion of 

Afghan refugees as Pakistani newspapers gave favourable slants and the afghan newspapers 

gave unfavourably and gave anti-Pakistan frames.  

Newspapers from Pakistan gave maximum coverage to the issues pertaining to Pak Afghan 

border management. It’s because Pakistan has been suffering from terrorism for the last many 
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years, so Pakistan’s print media is more vigilant to the information and news regarding the 

menace. Pakistan fought and is still fighting the menace of terrorism. So for Pakistani media 

news pertaining to cross border infiltration, cross border attacks, Afghan soil used by enemy 

countries matters a lot, and it gave maximum coverage to these issues whereas newspapers 

from Afghanistan termed it otherwise and gave anti-Pakistan frames in almost all the issues. 

Newspapers from the United States of America had shown a balanced policy. Though it gave 

few pro and anti-frames to Pakistan as well but remained neutral in most of the coverage given 

on these issues. 

5.3. Conclusion 

Keeping in view the findings of this study it can be concluded that regional newspapers, i.e. 

Dawn & The News from Pakistan, Afghanistan Times and Outlook Afghanistan from 

Afghanistan gave amicable coverage to the issues pertaining to Pak Afghan border 

management issue and did give frames to them. These papers gave importance to the issues 

like Cross border attacks, Cross border trade, Statements of Political leadership, Entry on visa 

and travel documents, Cross border infiltration and Reversion of Afghan refugees etc.  

Another important finding was that all the newspapers understudy had a different treatment 

on the issues under study. In view of the findings, it can be said that the media not only educate 

the readers what to think about but also guide them on how to think. So media by framing and 

giving slants to certain news items have the power to give hype to some issues and hence can 

develop a public opinion. 

It can also be narrated from the study that pro-Pakistan slants and frames ultimately 

resulted in a pro-Pakistan public opinion. But where unofficial sources were trusted, the 
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coverage can be seen as unfavourable slants and framing, ultimately appears in an anti-

Pakistan opinion in respective countries from where those newspapers are published, and 

stories are filed and treated according to the gatekeeping and framing theories. 

It was found that the newspaper publishing from America gave coverage to certain issues 

pertaining to the research topic according to the policies of respective newspapers and the 

United States of America. American papers gave few pro and anti-Pakistan frames but 

remained neutral in certain issues. It seems American newspapers taking shelter of the 

gatekeeping theory avoided taking sides, so a balanced coverage has been noted in these 

newspapers.  

The study proved that Afghanistan based newspapers hardly appreciates even positive steps 

being taken at the part of the Pakistani government and security forces to manage both 

countries borders in an amicable way. Pakistan has the stance that by sealing the border 

terrorism will gradually finish on both sides as it will minimize the cross border movement and 

infiltration of the terrorist and subversive elements.  

The fence, however, would be a major factor in checking the free and unrestricted 

movement of terrorists. The fence will settle the Durand Line controversy forever. It is now a 

permanent demarcation line and the border between the two countries. This will formalize 

trade and other exchanges between the two countries. This is going to save the world from 

drugs because the free flow of narcotics will be stopped. This will also stop the smuggling of 

items from the international market through Afghanistan and will minimize the chances of 

human trafficking from both sides. The fencing and management of Pak-Afghan borders will 

also help American and other foreign forces deployed in Afghanistan to exit safely. And the 
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world could see new rays of peace in this region, which will not only contribute to regional 

stability but will help in subsidizing international peace, harmony and development. 

 5.4. Recommendations 

Following recommendations are made by the researcher; 

 While giving coverage to certain issues, media organizations should keep the framing and 

gatekeeping theories in mind. They should realize that the frames are given and the slants 

attributed can ultimately influence the masses.  

 Balanced reporting of the issues and events should be enforced by the media organizations. 

International and regional conflicting situation/issues must be reported keeping aside the 

element of subjectivity. As objective reporting can play its role towards normalcy of the 

situation and a viable solution indeed.  

 Media should remain independent while covering certain issues. If media organizations 

follow the agenda of specific elements or specific state organizations, it will be unable to 

perform its duties freely that will ultimately question ethics of the journalism and the 

journalists.  

 Media organization must keep in mind the public interest as well. Media must revolve 

around its basic intents, i.e. to inform, to educate and to guide. Media organizations must 

keep their professionalism at priority while giving coverage to certain issues.  

 Though the factor of political economy cannot be negated as it influences the professional 

acumen of media organizations, still they need to resist certain pressures to perform well 

while ensuring utmost freedom and independence.  
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5.5. Opportunities for Future Research  

  

Due to time limitations, this research was confined to a one-year period. Two papers each 

from Pakistan, Afghanistan and the United States of America were under study. So it covered 

the print media of three countries. Future researchers can elaborate the research for a longer 

time period, and the same can be expanded to electronic media of these countries. There are 

great opportunities for research in social media as well. So the future researchers may 

explore that part of the opportunity as well.  

This study was confined to the Pakistan-Afghan border management related issues. There 

is a vast scope of issues of research on the new development in South East Asia, specifically 

Afghanistan, as the war on terrorism has been fought in this part of the world. Now when the 

US forces are on their way to leave this region, so a series of talks with the stakeholders, 

especially the Taliban, is in the offing. So the scope and need for research on the connected 

issues of WOT and carving ways to bring peace and harmony in the world at large requires 

the attention of future researchers to explore the hidden areas of research, etc.    

The researchers may keep in mind the post-withdrawal scenario of Afghanistan under the 

Taliban and what will be the relationship of the new broad setup evolve especially with 

Pakistan, Iran, Central Asian states, and obviously with the United States of America.  
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Code Sheet for Content Analysis 

Date News 

paper 

Topics/ 

Issues 

Length per 

words 

Slant 

F      UF     N 

Frame Source 

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

Topics: Status of Durand Line 1, Statements of Political leadership of three countries i.e. Pakistan, Afghanistan 

and America 2, Cross border infiltration 3, Torkham Border 4, Establishing check posts at the border 5, 

Sealing of the border with barbed wires 6, Entry on visa and travel documents 7, Reversion of Afghan 

refugees 8, Terrorist attacks from across the border 9, Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s enemy countries 10, 

Cross Border Trade 11.  

Slant: Favorable, Unfavorable, Neutral,         Frame: Friend 1, Foe 2, Pro Pak. 3, Anti Pak 4. ,  

Source: Official 1, Unofficial 2, Others 3.          
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Categories and Rules for Coding 

Variables Categories Rules 

1- Topics / Issues Status of Durand Line Coverage on status of Durand line 

means coverage given in terms of 

news items related to the status of 

Durand line in the newspaper 

understudy. Articles appearing on 

editorial, op-ed and other pages 

will also be evaluated 

 Statements of Political 

leadership of three countries 

Coverage on Statements of 

Political leadership of three 

countries means   coverage given 

in terms of news items related to 

Statements of Political leadership 

of three countries.  Articles 

appearing on editorial, op-ed and 

other pages will also be evaluated 

 Cross border infiltration Coverage on the issue cross 

border infiltration means   

coverage given in terms of news 

items related to the cross border 

infiltration.  Articles appearing on 

editorial, op-ed and other pages 

will also be evaluated 

 Torkhum border  Coverage about  Torkhum border  

means   coverage given in terms 

of news items related to the  

Torkhum border.  Articles 

appearing on editorial, op-ed and 

other pages will also be evaluated 

 Establishing check posts at 

the border 

Coverage on establishing check 

posts at the border means   

coverage given in terms of news 

items related to the issue of 

establishing check posts at the 

border.  Articles appearing on 

editorial, op-ed and other pages 

will also be evaluated 

 Sealing of the border with 

barbed wires  

Coverage of the issue of sealing 

of the border with barbed wires 

means coverage given in terms of 

news items related to the issue of 

sealing of the border with barbed 

wires.  Articles appearing on 

editorial, op-ed and other pages 

will also be evaluated 
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 Entry on visa and travel 

documents 

 

Coverage on the issue of entry on 

visa and travel documents means   

coverage given in terms of news 

items related to the issue of entry 

on visa and travel documents.  

Articles appearing on editorial, 

op-ed and other pages will also be 

evaluated 

 

 Reversion of Afghan 

refugees  

 

Coverage on the issue of 

reversion of Afghan refugees 

means   coverage given in terms 

of news items related to about the 

issue of reversion of Afghan 

refugees.   Articles appearing on 

editorial, op-ed and other pages 

will also be evaluated 

 Terrorist attacks from across 

the border 

 

Coverage on the issue of terrorist 

attacks from across the border 

means that   coverage given in 

terms of news items related to the 

issue of terrorist attacks from 

across the border.  Articles 

appearing on editorial, op-ed and 

other pages will also be evaluated 

 Afghan soil used by 

Pakistan’s enemy countries 

 

Coverage on the issue of Afghan 

soil used by Pakistan’s enemy 

countries means   coverage given 

in terms of news items related to   

Afghan soil used by Pakistan’s 

enemy countries.  Articles 

appearing on editorial, op-ed and 

other pages will also be evaluated 

 Cross Border Trade Coverage on the issue of Cross 

Border Trade means coverage 

given in terms of news items 

related to the issue of cross border 

trade.  Articles appearing on 

editorial, op-ed and other pages 

will also be evaluated 

2- Slant Favorable for Pakistan  Favorable for Pakistan means 

coverage giving a positive image of 

Pakistan’s stance on Pak-Afghan 

border management issues. 
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Unfavorable for Pakistan Unfavorable for Pakistan means 

coverage giving a negative image 

of the Pakistan. 

 Neutral Neutral means equal coverage 

giving positive and negative 

image of the Pakistan’s stance  

3- Frame Friend Coverage giving an image of a 

friendly country with pro Pakistan 

stance 

 Foe Coverage giving an image of an 

enemy country with anti-Pakistan 

stance  

4- Frequency  Frequency means number of news 

stories published in the 

newspapers about the issues under 

study. 

5- Length  Length of the coverage means 

number of words being attributed. 

6- Source 

 

Official Official source means information 

given to media by government or 

its official set up. 

 Un-official Unofficial source means 

information given to media from 

outside the government or official 

set up.  

 Others The news story whose source is 

not identified will be treated as 

‘others’.  


