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Abstract 

The purpose of this research is to analyse the prevalence of objectivity and propaganda in 

war reporting between the Vietnam and Iraq Wars.  

Despite journalistic aims of truth and objectivity, propaganda is rife in the media, especially 

during war. This manipulates public opinion with lies and half-truths in order to gain public support 

for wars, which would otherwise be unpopular due to their human and financial costs. This area is 

worthy of study as the issues of propaganda and lack of objectivity are detrimental to the public 

right to know in a democracy.  

Three research methods were used. The first was a literature review to assess the issues; the 

second was content analysis to gauge the extent of objectivity and propaganda between the wars; 

and the third interviews with war bloggers and war correspondents to gain an insight into the 

importance of blogs. The results of the first objective of the review, indicated the increasing extent 

of propaganda in war reporting as well as the impact of increasing restrictions placed on journalists. 

The second objective, content analysis, showed that propaganda had increased but objectivity had 

decreased, and these findings support the literature review in this respect. This indicated that that 

propaganda increased during Iraq due to restrictions placed on journalistic freedom as well as media 

manipulation to gain public support. The restrictions increased as a result of the view that negative 

reporting of Vietnam contributed to its loss. The third research objective, investigating war 

blogging, indicated how this fulfilled the function of truth reporting during the Iraq War, through 

alternative and critical perspectives. Blogs arose due to the demand for greater objective reporting, 

the need for which was identified due to increased propagandist media coverage. 

 This research calls for further investigation of these topics to raise critical awareness 

and inform on issues which affect everyone. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 

In 1939, John H Finley of the New York Times called journalism the ‘religion of 

Democracy’ (New York Times, Dec. 19, 1930 cited in Vaughn 2008, p.xiv). In relation to the, 

issues of objectivity and propaganda in war reporting will be examined. These will relate to the 

Vietnam War, which took place between 1 November 1955 and 3 April 1975, and the Iraq War 

between 3 March, 2003 and 18 December, 2011. These issues of media objectivity and propaganda 

and their implications on democracy, due to their impact on journalism and the public, shall be 

discussed. 

As well as examining reporting  these two wars themselves this study will examine them 

historically, comparing objectivity and propaganda in liberal news, through the changes in objective 

reporting over the last 57 years towards decreasing objectivity. The historical angle is relevant 

because as Vaughn  (2008 p.xxv) suggests, an exploration of the historical angle gives us a better 

appreciation of how  journalism has changed. The research will then go on to examine new media in 

the form of war blogs, and the extent to which these indicate whether war can be reported more 

objectively through these. This brings war reporting historically up to date into the present. 

The definition of journalistic objectivity is given thus by Ibrahim et.al (2011, p.4-5): ‘For  

journalists, objectivity does not mean they are impartial observers of events, but they seek out facts 

and report them in a fair and balanced way’. The journalists’ roles, they continue, are that of 

‘watchdogs’ for the public on institutions governing them, in order for citizens to properly manage 

their lives (Ibrahim et.al, 2011 and Kamalipour 2007). 

However, during times of war, this role is even more important, because according to 

Kamalipour (2007, p.31-32), ‘no government can be depended upon to tell the truth... especially 

when that government makes mistakes or misjudgments in wartime.’ Stanley Cloud (Time 
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magazine) also supports this idea by saying that the press is therefore required to discern the reality, 

and agrees that ‘the press’s role in war, even more than in peace, is to act as watchdog and truth 

seeker’ (cited in Kamalipour, 2007, p.31). 

Despite this role, Carruthers (2000 p.9) discusses how during wartime journalists cannot 

carry out their functions in relation to objectivity: ‘It is a general truth that when war comes, truth is 

the “first casualty”. Carruthers applies this to journalism and talks about the differences in reporting 

objectivity: ‘applied to the realm of journalism this might suggest that in peace time, [reporters] 

convey truth, while in wartime, half-truths, propaganda and lies’. 

Ibrahim et.al (2011, p.3) defend the same point of view and explain how war and peace 

‘[require] journalists to adhere to differing demands’. They discuss who controls the news agenda 

during war: ‘News about war and peace negotiations is subsidised by groups who are categorised as 

the protagonists of war’. These are deemed to be the leaders of the involved states and army 

generals, who contribute propaganda. These issues are important to research because they affect the 

aims of journalism. As Vaughn (2008 p.xiv) expresses it: journalists are put under much influence 

and  stress and face obstruction due to propaganda which has emerged as a  result of the increase of  

national measures of state security.   

Carruthers (2000 p.13) expands on this problem of pressures on journalists, and  describes 

these ‘pressures’ as ‘dilemmas’ confronting them during war, and therefore ‘the tension’ 

experienced between ‘loyalty’ and ‘objectivity’. She means towards their country or towards their 

role. This is relevant due to the impact on the public, whose need to know the truth conflicts with 

the military’s aims: ‘the incommensurability of the public’s unfettered ‘right to know’ with the 

military’s requirement for secrecy’. 

The reason behind the propaganda is asserted by Kamalipour (2007 p.25) who claims that 

the aim of it is to gain public backing for the conflict by those in power. She explains ‘there is a 
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need for popular mobilisation and public support’. This public support is raised through the media: 

‘managing... the media is a key strategic imperative to build and sustain a consensus behind any war 

policy’ (Kamalipour, 2007, p.25). 

This media support of the military is therefore essential in war, which entails that the media 

must be guided and influenced, as, according to Carruthers, ‘partly on account of the resilient belief 

that... unregulated images generate intrinsically anti-war effects, states have taken considerable 

pains to manipulate the presentation of war’. (Carruthers 2000 p.9). She further argues that this is 

due to the  view that a free press may backfire against the military. 

Carruthers regards the importance of this as being to mobilise patriotism through the media,  

the problem being that there are no alternative messages; she states ‘critical voices are rapidly 

silenced’ (Carruthers, 2000 p.9)  and that contradiction of even strange and unrealistic stories would 

lead to denunciation. In this regard Carruthers quotes Arthur Ponsonby; ‘War is fought in this fog of 

falsehood…any attempt to doubt or deny even the most fantastic story has to be condemned at once 

as unpatriotic, if not traitorous’ (Carruthers, 2000 p.9). 

1.1 Background to the Vietnam and Iraq wars 

Vietnam  

According to Brewer (2009, p.179) the US went to war with Vietnam to perpetuate the 

perception of military and economic strength, by standing up to the Soviet Union, and its 

communism. Therefore, the goal was to stop the communist North of Vietnam conquering South 

Vietnam, which the U.S. supported. Brewer (2009, p179 CF Herring, 2004, p.2) argues that ‘from 

1949 onwards, the U.S. officials viewed the struggle (between North and South) in terms of the 

Cold War, the struggle with Russia’. In reality, the North, states Brewer (CF Herring 2004 p.2) 

‘were also nationalists who sought to reunite their country and liberate it from foreign rule’.   
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However, the Vietnamese aims of nationalism and its sovereignty were unrecognised by the 

U.S., claims Herring (2004 p.2 CF Brewer p. 180). Despite the fact that ‘America could find no 

evidence of Soviet support for Vietnam’, the  U.S. chose  to believe that North Vietnam was under 

Kremlin control, which was regarded as being detrimental to U.S. interests (Herring 2004 p.2).  

This spread of communism, explains Herring, was described as the ‘domino theory’, holding 

that once Vietnam became communist, the rest of Southeast Asia would follow, having political and 

economic consequences for other parts of the world and potentially leading to nuclear war. This 

potential was another factor in going to war with Vietnam (Herring, 2004 p.3). Priest explains 

(2010 p.155) that the Soviets were seen as a nuclear threat and after WWII ‘Truman’s initial goal 

was to work for international control of atomic power’, if the Russians co-operated. However, co-

operation was not regarded as forthcoming, so nuclear energy became central to the U.S.’s plans. 

The indication of impending danger and hostilities merited the requirement of military strength for 

the purpose of ending them. 

To reach this goal of peace, the U.S. aimed for ‘one world control of nuclear research’ states 

Priest (2010 p.1.55); therefore, cooperating countries were classed as  ‘allies’ against the Soviet 

Union, and supporters as ‘Russian Satellites’. Prominent scientists believed in ‘co-operation or 

annihilation’ through nuclear war. This control of nuclear research, continues Priest (2010 p.156) 

became problematic due to its link to war. ‘Realists’ then took over from ‘idealists’; realists  

believed instead that traditional war would combat the communist threat and end hostilities, rather 

than the use of  nuclear arms. 

Other U.S. justification behind American involvement in Vietnam, states Brewer (2009, 

p.180) was the ‘Christian mission’ and ‘the white man’s burden’, which aimed to spread what it 

regarded as superior democratic and economic Western civilisation, while also keeping South 

Vietnam from becoming communist. In opposition, states Brewer (2009, p182), the aims of Ho 
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Chinh Minh, the North Vietnamese leader, were against ‘capitalist exploitation’, as part of the 

reason to ‘overthrow…imperial rule’, meaning he opposed the American way of life for Vietnam. 

Iraq 

There were many explanations behind the Iraq War, the one given to the public being the 

attacks on the World Trade Centre on September 11, 2001, explains Brewer (2009, p.235), during 

which 3,000 people died. Brewer explains how the terrorists behind these attacks belonged to Al 

Qaeda, an organisation led by Osama bin Laden. 

In fact, according to Brewer (2009, p.235), Al Qaeda and the U.S. had together battled the 

Soviet army against its invasion of Afghanistan in 1979. However, bin Laden then turned against 

the U.S. after the Gulf War due to their retention of military bases in Saudi Arabia, ‘which he 

believed violated the sacred grounds of Islamic holy sites’. Bin Laden also rejected American 

attempts at dominance on a different way of life.  

The war, in March 2003, was called Operation Iraqi Freedom, states Brewer (2009, p. 230), 

and Bush’s reasons for it in public, in line with war propaganda in order to gain public support, 

were that it ‘would make American safer and the Iraqis free’. However, she continues, the actual 

underlying reason was to increase the power of America in the Middle East. The U.S. government 

‘defined the crisis in terms of American righteousness’, and ‘freedom and democracy’, which the 

World Trade Centre began to symbolise, rather than ‘economic and military power’. The aim was to 

remove terrorism, which was regarded as a threat to the American way of living (Brewer 2009). 

This way of life was one which the Arab terrorists had rejected, instead favouring their own. 

The American press and citizens were required to be on the side of the government, and to 

be seen as loyal and patriotic, they had to support the war (Brewer 2009, p.236). Brewer adds that 
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the press spoke in the patriotic ‘we’, and any differences from the official line were censored by the 

media itself. 

1.2 Research Focus 

This research is worth doing due to the problem of bias and war propaganda in the media, 

which is not in keeping with the aim of reporting objectivity. This is important in order for 

journalists to fulfil their ‘watchdog’ role (Ibrahim et.al, 2011, p.3) and due to the ‘public’s 

unfettered right to know’ (Carruthers 2000, p.13). This needs to be contrasted with the need for 

propaganda ‘in the national interest’ (Carruthers 2000 p.9), which leads to the elimination of dissent 

(Carruthers, 2000 p.9). As a result of this journalists face a dilemma between ‘loyalty’ and 

‘objectivity’ (Carruthers, 2009 p.13).  

This dilemma requires examination because propaganda affects the public’s right to know 

and goes against the values of democracy. Much harm is done during war; and people need to make 

informed decisions and therefore need to be educated about the truth. Also, propaganda may be  on 

the rise, as evidenced by the number of restrictions increasingly placed on journalists; for example, 

embedding during the  Iraq war. This will be discussed and compared to the relative lack of 

restrictions during Vietnam.   

The reporting of Vietnam will also be discussed within the context of objectivity and 

propaganda. There is a need to explore the validity of other forms of reporting such as citizen 

reporting, which is often accused of bias, but which nevertheless may be reversing the trend 

towards increasing propaganda. 
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1.3  Overall Research Aim, Explanation of Research Area and Individual Research 

Objectives  

The overall aim of this research is to advance an understanding of propaganda in war 

reporting through the examination of propaganda, and reporting objectivity in the Vietnam and Iraq 

wars. This includes historical changes or trends in reporting, as well as empirical research on the 

subject. 

There is some controversy about the use of propaganda, and issues are raised on journalistic 

objectivity, points which will be examined through the literature review in objective 1. It is a 

serious concern because the hypothesis is that objectivity has decreased in the past 57 years. This 

will be examined through content analysis in objective 2. 

Finally, because citizen journalism indicates a demand for more objectivity, this will be 

examined. This final objective will be examined through interviews with citizen journalists and war 

correspondents, to discover whether citizen journalism is leading towards a trend for more, or less 

objectivity, as well as its limitations.  

1.4 Individual Research Objectives 

The following objectives will examine and interpret the hypothesis that objectivity in war 

reporting has decreased in the last 57 years. 

Objective 1 – To examine the hypothesis through interpretation of literature on  war 

reporting This will be carried out through examination of historical and current states of knowledge 

on the subject. This objective will be met through the literature review in chapter 2.     

Objective 2 – To evaluate the hypothesis by establishing through fieldwork of content 

analysis, the reporting objectivity for each war. The findings of the content analysis will be 
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discussed in the conclusion, which will investigate changes, comparing the objectivity in reporting 

of both wars. 

Objective 3 – To evaluate the hypothesis through investigating proposals of the view that 

new forms of war reporting emerged, especially citizen journalism. Research will be carried out on 

whether citizen journalism has contributed to decreased objectivity and increased propaganda, or 

reversed the trend and increased objectivity. This will be verified through a discussion of how war 

blogging is practised and perceived, whether it is more or less objective than traditional reporting, 

and reasons for this, such as increased access to conflict. Its professionalism will also be discussed, 

when compared with traditional reporting. The objective will be met through fieldwork interviews 

with three Iraq war bloggers and two war reporters, and the results interpreted in the discussion and 

conclusion chapters. 

To simplify: objective 1 focuses on an examination of knowledge of war reporting; 

objective 2 focuses on evaluation of the emerging issues of changes in reporting over the last 57 

years through fieldwork; and objective 3 focuses on investigating  proposals that new forms of war  

reporting  have emerged, using citizen journalism to counteract the increase in propaganda in 

traditional media. 

1.5 Chapter Summary 

Chapter 1 – This chapter provides background information on the role of journalism and the 

relevance of propaganda during war, and discusses pressures on journalists to deviate from their 

role of reporting truthfully, particularly related to the Vietnam and Iraq wars. This chapter also 

analyses the research focus as well as stating its aims and objectives. 
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 Chapter 2 – Literature Review - This defines what journalistic objectivity is, whether 

it can exist, and how it can be compromised. It then defines and discusses propaganda in relation to 

the media, examining examples of reporting. It then discusses the limitations placed on journalists 

during the Iraq war as a result of ‘reporting freedoms’ during Vietnam. Citizens’ war blogs are then 

discussed in relation to objectivity, alternative viewpoints, and limitations. 

 Chapter 3 – This chapter discusses research methods: implementation, data 

collection techniques, sampling, and limitations. Quantitative content analysis and qualitative 

interviews are used. 

 Chapter 4 – This chapter gives the research findings, and describes and analyses 

them,finally synthesising them with the literature review to provide an overview of the whole of the 

findings in relation to the hypothesis. It finds that since Vietnam, objectivity has decreased in 

Western Liberal Media, but increased through blogging.  

 Chapter 5 – This discusses the findings in relation to the three objectives and 

whether these have met the hypothesis. Overall, the literature review findings seem to be supported 

and verified by those of the case study. Limits and recommendations are given.  

 The dissertation concludes with a list of references and full details of the research 

given in appendices. 
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Chapter 2: Review of Literature 

2.1.1 Definitions and Theories of Objectivity 

The philosophical question of how to represent reality has been around since Plato, states 

Broesma (2010. p. 2), adding that there is no one definitive answer of how to achieve objectivity. 

However, he continues, the claim that journalism represents the truth is still widely accepted in 

journalism and press criticism because ‘an agreed code of conduct has been developed to ensure 

standards that limit the variability of individual  journalists… to ensure the effect of authenticity 

and truthfulness’ (Broesma 2010. p. 27). This ‘claim to truthfulness’ is also discussed by Marken 

(2007. p.267) who adds that it gives journalism authority, meaning, prestige and influence. This 

‘code of conduct’ was first instigated by Lippmann (2010. p.25) who believed  in the importance of 

scientific objectivity in reporting (Marken 2007 CF Lippmann 2010).  

Broesma (2010. p.27-28) and Marken (2007.p. 267) describe this type of reporting as the 

objectivity norm, and discuss how it works. They assert that it is one of the core elements of 

journalism, which is supposed to provide an unbiased and ‘true account of reality’. The way this is 

put into practise is through journalists who ‘depersonalise and rationalise their working methods’. 

Shudson (2001) CF Zelizer (1993) expand on this, saying the norm works by journalists 

transmitting facts, removing their opinions from a story, prescribing ‘neutrality’, being 

‘detached’,and providing various viewpoints.  

Marken (p.34 2007) and Lippmann (2010. p.25) describe ways in which journalistic 

objectivity functions and the relevance of this for democracy. Lippman believes a scientific 

approach to objectivity is required for reduction of bias in transferring important and relevant 

information to those in democracies, for the media to support democracy. This works by 
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transferring facts ‘through objective testimony’ instead of opinion stemming from the facts. This 

protects the ‘public interest’ from the deceiving influence of those in power.  

In summary, objective reporting would lead to an enlightened public who could make 

informed decisions with regards to being governed, as is the aim of democracy.  

2.1.2 History and Definitions of Propaganda 

The word originated, according to Miller (Bernays, 2005, p.9) in 1622, with the opposite 

meaning to the deception it is now linked with. It appeared when Pope Gregory, to aid the  Catholic 

mission  in the New World and other areas, introduced an updated version of the Roman Curia to 

counter growing Protestantism.The use of Propaganda, continues Miller (Bernays 2005, p.11), 

although utilised for hundreds of years in governance, altered and really took off during the First 

World War through the media. Expertise was now employed to channel supportive public opinion. 

Bernays’ (2005 p.52) definition of propaganda as a manipulation of public opinion is a 

‘consistent enduring effort to create or shape events to influence the relations of the public to an 

enterprise, idea or group,’ explaining it as infiltrating all areas of life, and so widespread that 

‘virtually no undertaking is now carried out without it’. The consequence of this is to enforce 

uniformity of thought in the population. This means that propagandist control of thoughts is 

virtually inescapable in society today and that awareness of it is therefore important for objective 

thought and decision-making. 

The existence of countless similar definitions of propaganda is expressed by Ellul 

(1973 p.xi). He explains Marbury B. Ogle’s definition, which is that ‘the propagandist is anyone 

who communicates his ideas with the intention of influencing his listener’ but dismisses this as 

being too simplistic and broad, continuing that the emphasis of the definition changed due to 

Lasswell’s definition,  to one of  intention and ‘the aim to indoctrinate’. The most widely accepted 
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definition, as given by the Institute of Propaganda Analysis (formed in 1937 to educate Americans 

to think in an independent manner) was the one by Ellul, and describes propaganda as ‘the 

expression of opinions or actions carried out deliberately by individuals or groups with a view to 

influencing the opinions and actions of other individuals or groups for predetermined ends through 

psychological manipulation’. 

The definition is explained in more depth by Lasswell (1971, p.9) who belonged to the 

Chicago school of thought. According to Lasswell, public opinion is dominated in many ways by 

‘significant symbols...by stories, rumours, reports, pictures and other forms of social 

communication’ and that this manipulation is done through ‘social suggestion’, meaning opinions 

are influenced through the environment in an unconscious way. Another way he states propaganda 

works is through the telling of truth if lies are told after a period of telling the truth, then the lies 

will go unnoticed and be believed. 

2.1.3 Criticisms and Problems with Journalistic Objectivity 

It is accepted that scientific objectivity may be impossible to achieve for various reasons. 

Brewer (2009 p.92) accepts that the objectivity norm promotes the idea that all views are heard and 

the reporting is ‘balanced’. These are the ideals that journalists aim for. However, Brewer questions 

whether this objectivity can actually exist, and states that there are various ways in which this 

objectivity is compromised. The reality, she states, is that journalists accept that all reporting 

contains bias, or is ‘distorted’.  Similarly asserting that this bias is an inescapable part of journalism 

are Carruthers (2000, p.17) CF Broesma (2010, p.21): ‘journalism is not a science’ (Broesma 2010, 

p. 22).  

Another perspective on the impossibility of proper objectivity is suggested by Ettema and 

Glasner (1994, p.269) who believe narrative gets in the way of objectivity. They argue that 

journalism, in its use of narrative actually ‘reflects particular realities’ in favour of others (Ettema 
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and Glasner 1994. p.268). This structuring of the facts adds ‘moral meaning’. The consequence is 

that this alters the ‘truth’ or reality, creating bias in the ordering of facts. The result therefore is that 

the news continues to preserve the status quo in its conservatism, which Ettema and Glasner regard 

as dangerous, because ‘social order’ is morally communicated through narrative. 

Other reasons for objectivity becoming compromised are discussed below: the need for 

balance giving voice to untruths, presentation, journalists being lied to, commercial logic, and the 

influence of reporters’ own views.  

The requirement of routine balance in journalism often means that views not based in fact 

are given a voice in the drive towards impartiality. According to Cohen (2010, p.115), delivering 

untruths can be harmful to journalists. Cohen asserts that routine objectivity is a reductive method, 

agreeing with authors William Rivers and Cleve Mathews, because all viewpoints are considered 

equal despite this not being the case. Some are based on ‘understanding’ and others on ‘ignorant 

reaction’ but the limits of the objectivity method mean the reporter must treat the viewpoints as 

equal. (Mathews and William, 1998, p70-71, cited in Cohen, 2010, p.115).  

Broesma (2010, p.27) states that all news is an ‘incomplete summary of events’ which the 

public accept as true if reported in an established paper and within accepted formats. The public 

will therefore only question events if they widely differ from accepted common knowledge. ‘So 

journalism does not derive its performance power from its contents, the facts, but merely forms and 

style’. Thus it is the presentation that gives the facts credibility. Objectivity is compromised, as 

Broesma (2010, p.22) explains, because often ‘journalists do not really know what happened either, 

and are often told lies’. All this means the news is a social phenomenon which is only a part of what 

actually exists.  

Another factor influencing objectivity is ‘the corrupting influence of commercial logic and 

PR on journalism via companies, lobbies and democratic and dictatorial governments alike’ 
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(Broesma 2010, p.22). However, journalists don’t want to be seen as liars who mislead. Former 

Observer editor Roger Alton has said ’All one is trying to do is tell the truth’ (The Guardian, 22 

September 2008). 

Carruthers goes further and questions the meaning of truth itself, asserting the impossibility 

of it in journalism: ‘but where truth slides into half- truths is difficult to determine, and whether 

journalists can ever hope to convey the truth is...a moot point’ (Carruthers, 2000, p.23). She means 

it is not easy to decide on the truth, and the argument about whether journalists can put across the 

truth is not worth debating. Objectivity is compromised because reporters’ own views will 

unavoidably influence their journalism.  

Putting the realities of lack of press objectivity in perspective is McChesney (Lippmann 

2010 p.xvii). He exposes the  degree of absence of objectivity in journalism through the context of 

the of the uncritical and non-objective reporting of the Iraq war  and concludes that modern news 

reporting has not lived up to Lippman’s espousal of scientific objectivity. 

2.1.4 Possible Solutions to the Problems of Journalistic Objectivity 

In the debate about possible solutions to the problem of journalistic objectivity, various 

ideas have been expressed. McChesney (Lippmann 2010 p. xvii) claims that few people believe 

‘truly objective journalism can ever exist’ and perceives ‘Institutional and human biases’ as 

‘unavoidable’ reasons for this.  

Carruthers suggests that open subjectivity may actually lead to truth. She argues that truth is 

a different aspect from objectivity (Carruthers, 2000). Certainly, she suggests, many Western news 

organisations have striven for ‘objectivity’, but believes this should not be taken as synonymous 

with ‘truthfulness’. These reports may be from a journalist who seems detached, and ‘balance’ 

different viewpoints, to be objective. However, the problem is ‘this practise of 'objectivity' often 
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reproduces dominant understandings and values, while simultaneously professing the ideology of 

news so manufactured' (Pedelty, 1995, p.9). She means that news is skewed favourably towards the 

viewpoints of the most powerful.  

Carruthers concludes the issue by saying 'openly avowed partisanship may therefore be 

honest- more truthful because of its 'willingness to make explicit judgments on the relative merits of 

competing truth claims’. She means that subjectivity can be more truthful because of its openness in 

the version of the story it supports, rather than different claims to truth all claiming they are right. 

These are problematic, because they could be judged as biased, and therefore be damaging to the 

story or journalist.  

2.1.5 Democracy and Propaganda 

In relation to democracy, Propaganda essentially coexists with democracy, suggests Ellul 

(1973, p.232 CF Lippmann 2010. p.21), because ‘democracy depends on public opinion and 

political parties’, who need it to gain support through votes and therefore control the population. 

Lippmann highlights the implications of this, that as a result ‘the public’s decisions are exposed to 

prejudice and infinite exploitation’. 

The connection between the media and democracy occurs despite the fact that in a 

democracy the media is perceived as ‘independent and committed to discovering and reporting the 

truth’. The media promotes this view of itself as ‘unbiased and objective’. However, both Chomsky 

(1994) and Carruthers (2000) agree that media objectivity is influenced by the powerful. Chomsky 

(1994) discusses how the significant propaganda role of the media takes place, and is used as a tool 

of governing. This propaganda, he adds, also occurs when the media go against the government and 

‘expose’ unlawful official conduct, promote free speech and take the side of social groups. What he 

means is that the media are limited or don’t go far enough in their criticisms. He goes on to say that 

unfairness, ‘huge inequality in the command of resources’, exists in the governments’ access to the 
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media and its output, implying that propaganda works because the media promote the official angle, 

with the inclusion of a few criticisms which only lead to the public perception of its objectivity. 

McChesney regards that Lippman (2010 p.xii) in discussing the implications of propaganda 

saw its utilisation by those in power as alarming and as a predicament for the idea of the media as 

autonomous, and thus lacking in objectivity. As a result  impacting on the democratic idea of the 

government as representatives of the public. This predicament of democracy he believed was also a 

catastrophe of the press. 

 

2.1.6 Propaganda and War 

Propaganda is absolutely essential during war (Chomsky 1994 p. xiii and Lasswell), for it 

contributes to its success. Lasswell (1973, p.xx) relates the power of political decision makers to 

‘war aims’, government strategies that lead to winning a war, which the media support through 

propaganda. This works when, during war, the message of the dominant and powerful is 

communicated to the public (Lasswell 1973, p.10) through propaganda which provokes in the 

public a dislike of the enemy; disperses the enemy’s hatred; and so is important for generating 

positive feelings between countries. 

Chomsky cites Ellul (1994, p.xiii) who advocates that propaganda must be done in secret: 

‘The propagandist...cannot reveal the true intentions of the principal for whom he acts’; this would 

not be conducive to success because public opinion would be against it. Lasswell does not see a 

problem with this, as Carruthers does (2000, p.11), in relation to the aims of democratic freedom or 

the right to know.  

The legacy of war propaganda is its permanent penetration into all aspects of life to organise 

and control people’s thoughts and behaviour, by those with the brainpower and wherewithal to do 
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this, perceives Bernays (2005. p.54). The American government in its rousing of patriotism is a key 

source of propaganda. 

Ellul criticises propaganda in its relation to democracy: ‘it is evident that a conflict exists 

between the principles of democracy - particularly its concept of the ‘enlightened’ and free  

individual - and the ’illogical’ process of propaganda’ (Ellul, 1973, P.233). Democratic concepts, as 

well as their underlying basis of democratic action – free participation by enlightened individuals – 

are damaged through propaganda (Ellul 1965 p. 255).. Ellul states that democracy cannot exist 

without this basis, leading to the conclusion that democracy does not exist in the sense  generally 

perceived view. Therefore, he argues (1973, p.255), rejection of propaganda is the issue, because 

the core quality of the individual in a democracy is the ability to choose and discern. Ellul continues 

that those existing in a democracy but exposed to propaganda are being denied that democracy.  

In short, the negative effects of propaganda create a uniform, unthinking society of those 

who are unable to make their own decisions. Ellul (1973, p.257) concludes by suggesting that ‘the 

danger of man's destruction by propaganda is serious’ for instance through war. However, he 

remains positive and adds ‘the side of freedom and truth for man has not yet been lost, but that it 

may well [be lost]’, thus he is highlighting  the importance of the need to be alert to propaganda. 

2.2 Issues of Objectivity in the Reporting of Vietnam 

2.2.1 Journalistic Objectivity 

 Many journalists were able to report objectively during Vietnam despite restrictions, some 

examples being Wilfred Burchett, Walter Cronkite, Peter Arnett and Harrison Salisbury.Laurence J 

(2001, p.1) indicates that Salisbury’s reporting contradicted or ‘disputed the administration’s claims 

that its highly accurate bombing did not hit civilian targets in North Vietnam’. This was contentious 

reporting as Laurence adds this type of bombing civilians was against official U.S. policy.  
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Laurence claims Salisbury’s reporting added momentum to the reporting changes which 

occurred towards the close of the war. It ‘galvanised the peace movement and led to more official 

challenging of government statistics’ (Lannguth 2002, p.436). Reporting became more objective 

towards the end of the war, and bolstered the anti-war movement. Salisbury ( Laurence, J, 2001, 

p.1) reported on the U.S.’s ‘deliberate policy of terror bombing, with civilian population and non 

military objectives as the target.’ Salisbury contends he ‘reported what he saw and what he heard’, 

otherwise, that he reported the truth and Laurence J, (2001, p.1) holds that Salisbury’s reporting was 

indeed accurate, and that the government knew this.  

In contradiction, Stearman (2010 p.113), a military officer out in Vietnam, whose views are  

in keeping with his military role regards that what the editors of American papers wanted was 

‘negative reporting’ against the U.S., and that they were not reporting what was actually happening.  

He criticises objective reporting in the belief that the correspondents misrepresented the war 

in order to secure a win for the Vietnamese. He continues that this was the ‘collective policy of the 

media’ and that the ‘herd instinct’ meant reporters were all reporting ‘negatively’ to copy each 

other. 

In opposition to Stearman, Lawrence (2001, p.9) suggests that Salisbury’s negative 

reporting was actually an exception to the norm. In fact, he believes, citing Hallin (1986 p.49), that 

‘Salisbury’s reports were not typical of reporting on the enemy.’ He continues that Salisbury faced 

problems in getting his reporting published but concludes that ‘in the end, the power of Salisbury’s 

reporting ...[was important in] ultimately shaping public – and official – thinking.’ This example 

shows the power and impact of objective reporting, which, despite its small size in proportion to the 

whole, still had a disproportionate effect on public opinion. 

Brewer discusses how objective reporting of Vietnam, occurred, mentioning Morley Safer’s 

report on the attack on the South Vietnamese village of Cam Ne in August 1965 by American 
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soldiers, which was an example of a few pieces aired which went against the common image of 

‘brave Americans helping innocent Vietnamese fend off ruthless communists’. The footage showed 

a soldier casually setting fire to a hut. One of the answers by the White House, states  Brewer, to the 

‘village burning problem’ was to ‘make sure reporters don’t see them’, and also to ‘take steps to 

prevent this from happening’. This shows how the power of journalistic objectivity was deliberately 

compromised by the government  

Criticising balanced reporting as being the issue during Vietnam,  Vietnam, Laurence 

(2001, p.1) concludes it was unfairly biased towards the military, Laurence (2001, p.1),  Thought to 

represent 'both sides of an issue' fairly, in reality it meant that 'all kinds of lies and distortions were 

reported', despite the facts being at odds, or the reporter being sure of the truth. 

2.2.2 Tet Offensive 

The Tet Offensive was launched on the Vietnamese New Year, January 30, by 84,000 

Vietcong and North Vietnamese (Brewer 2009 p.206). Stearman (2010, p.113) points to the 

reporting of the Tet Offensive as an example of media bias, as he believes it was reported it in such 

a way that the enemy were portrayed as the winners. He declares it omitted to report that the 

‘offensive was crushed...that the enemy was thoroughly defeated in Vietnam.’ Due to the press, he 

continues, ‘the enemy won the war where it most counted, the United States’. 

This negative reporting of Tet was considered to have lost public support for the war. 

However Carruthers gives the high death rate as the actual reason for loss of public support (2000 p. 

50-1152) citing John Mueller who states that deaths rose from 1,000 to 10, 000, and as a result 

public support dropped by 15%.  

 A differing perspective and implication of Tet’s outcome from that of Stearman is given by 

scholars such as Brewer (2009) who regard that ‘both sides claimed victory’. She supports her view  
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by citing TV news coverage in which the correspondent Cronkite, coming back from Vietnam, 

acknowledged that ‘we are mired in stalemate’. His answer was for the Americans to ‘negotiate’ or 

agree on a settlement to get out. This report she adds was ‘the most damaging report’ from 

President Johnson’s perspective. 

This controversy and the implications of Tet’s outcome are explained by Hallin, (1989 

p.173) who articulates its interpretation by journalists, of what was indicated by the event,  rather 

than what actually happened. This, he believes, proved that the war had lost direction. Hallin (1989, 

p. 173) and Brewer (2009, p 206) both consider that the journalistic interpretation of Tet had a 

much wider implication for the public: Hallin suggests it gave Americans a fuller, more ‘accurate’ 

picture of the war through ‘inaccurate’ notion...of its conclusion. Brewer (2009 p.206) argues 

similarly that it 'confirmed public doubts' of the war. 

In addition, Hallin considers that the journalists’ own views were paramount in the 

interpretation of its ‘uncertain’ outcome; that the journalists’ role defined their opinions. This, he 

considers, was due to their being ‘part of the political process’, meaning their involvement in the 

policy making of the war. In his view, their acceptance of the view of Tet being an American defeat 

meant they were contributing to it, which most did, and this was regarded as down to their 

‘journalistic instinct’. If they regarded it as a victory they were seen as aiding the government. After 

Tet (and Kien Sanh, another similar offensive) television saw war from an altered perspective, 

states Brewer. ‘The guts and glory image was gone forever.’  in other words, it became less 

supportive of the war (Brewer, 2009, p. 174).  

2.2.3 Anti-War Movement 

This was another viewpoint the establishment did not accept, argues Hallin, stating that it 

took a long time for the anti-war movement voice to be heard objectively through the news; 

although it eventually become part of the ‘political debate’, this only happened to a limited extent 
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(Hallin 1989, p.172). Hallin, as quoted by Chomsky (1994, p.172), also discusses how the 

movement was the lowest priority in the media representation of politics, and that the influence it 

had was even lower. Therefore, he implies, it was not reported objectively at all, which he regards 

as in keeping with the framework of propaganda.  

Hallin (1989, p.194) observes that as a result of this, the movement managed to gain media 

attention by ‘playing the deviant role’ (Hallin p.194): the movement was presented negatively, such 

as aiding the enemy, and it used this perception to gain attention. Examples of this nonconformist 

behaviour are given by Brewer (2009, p. 202).  Activists ‘advocated citizen mobilisation’; their 

demonstration slogan was ‘support our GIs, bring them home now!’  

Brewer (2009, p.203) contradicts Hallin (1989, p.193) in his view that the movement 

penetrated established centres of power and eventually got better media attention. She perceives that 

in fact it received the wrong kind of attention: ‘the television cameras focused on the minority of 

more colourful hippies, who rejected mainstream society’s view on proper dress, hygiene and 

manners’. Chomsky makes the same point on the lack of any real attention they received: ‘While 

dissent and domestic controversy became a focus of media coverage from 1965, the actual views of 

dissidents and resistors were virtually excluded’ (Chomsky 1994, p.172). By this, he means that the 

anti-war movement was not taken seriously by the media 

Hallin (1989 p.174) agrees, arguing that it was still rare for journalists to make unfavourable 

judgments on the war, this being confined to under 10% of articles.The anti-war movement itself is 

criticised for its limited critique. According to Chomsky (1994, p.172), even at its height, criticisms 

of the war did not go far enough: because, he observes, ‘U.S. aggression was unrecognised’. This 

goes to show the powerful hold of propaganda over the media. 
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2.2.4 Discussion of Media Conformism 

Other ways in which journalistic objectivity was compromised are stated by Brewer (2009, 

p.196): Operation Maximum Candor created what was known as ‘the credibility gap’. This 

operation consisted of meetings where journalists met officials where they were given 

misinformation, states Brewer (2009, p.96). The press called these ‘Five O’clock Follies’. One of 

ways this was achieved was through language, for instance ‘soft ordnance’ for ‘napalm’, ‘surgical 

precision’ for ‘bombing’ and ‘collateral damage’ for ‘wounded or killed civilians’. 

2.3 Changes in Reporting between Vietnam and Iraq 

A certain extent of freedom during the reporting of Vietnam meant ‘the press could go 

anywhere and write and film what it liked’ suggests Knightley, (1996, p.15). This occurred due to 

various situations. One was respect for the first amendment to the American constitution, which 

guarantees freedom of expression. The other, Knightley adds, was the fact that war had not formally 

been announced and the U.S. army were under the impression that the media would be on their side, 

as they had been during the Korean war.  

 After Vietnam, controls and limits to access to battle zones were enforced on reporting 

(Brandenburg p. 948, Buchanan p.102, Zelizer, p.190). Discussing the ‘Myth of Vietnam’, as it was 

known, Zelizer, (2004, p190) explains that ‘somehow the media and television in particular were to 

blame for the U.S. losing the war’ and this was the reason for implementing these restrictive 

measures. Chomsky (1994 p.xiv) argues that such accusations are ‘ludicrous’, arguing that what 

these allegations achieved was to cover up the media’s role, which had been to garner support, and 

it push it further into this role,  in its adherence to the government’s policies.  
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The relationship of the press and military was thus altered, as press restrictions increased, 

explains Buchanan, (2011.p.949). The problem was that Journalists saw these limits to press 

freedom as going against democratic principles but the military as a ‘threat to the war effort itself’.  

However there were differences between the U.S. and U.K. press in relation to their level of 

criticism and reporting restrictions, as ’the success of the Iraq War depended on the government’s 

ability to gain public support for war’ (Fahmy 2008 p.455). Fahmy whose research was based on 

photographs,  (2008 p.456) suggests that therefore ‘the  U.S. media may have felt the need to frame 

news in a more patriotic framework in an effort to meet the readers’ expectations’, and due to lack 

of support from the majority of British people, ‘the British media may have felt a greater need to 

frame the news more critically...to meet the public’s expectations’. (Fahmy 2008 p.457) The fact 

that the U.S sent in more troops and had more public support as stated by Fahmy , implies their 

journalists were more restricted than those of the U.K.  

 There were several strategies the government and military employed in order to keep the 

press in check after Vietnam, and especially during the Iraq war. Carruthers (2000 p.50) identifies 

four ways of limiting ‘independent reporting’: The Forward Press Information Centre, Kuwait; the 

embedding of journalists with the army; journalists being put under pressure to leave Baghdad; and 

independent journalists being threatened and killed. 

2.3.1 Embedding 

Buchanan (p.102, 2011) and Zelizer, (2004, p.287) both discuss changes in reporting which 

took place in response to unconstrained coverage during the Vietnam war, and other wars. One of 

these was the implementation of embedding reporters with the military during the Iraq war to an 

unprecedented extent. 
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 Buchanan (2011) describes the way embedding works; embedded journalists are chosen due 

to their support of the military, and the association of the news organisation for which they work. 

The incentive for the journalist was that they would be entitled to safety and protection by the 

military and in return, the army gets supportive coverage. The journalists must accept strict 

guidelines that their work supports the viewpoints of the armed forces. According to Buchanan 

(2011, p.104), the aim of embedding is that it assists in propaganda, and is ‘a weapon in the 

information war that runs parallel to combat’.  

Embedding occurred on a massive scale: Buchanan, (2011, p.28) gives the figure of more 

than 250 embeds during Iraq. Journalists were embedded with U.S. troops, and the large amount of 

embedded journalists in Afghanistan led to it being nicknamed ‘Embedistan’ (Farrell, 2010). This 

form of reporting was successful in its aim to reduce objective reporting, which (Buchanan, 2011, 

P.111) describes as ‘more likely than non-embedded’ to present favourable interpretations of 

military activities and the soldiers that they served with (Robbe, 2010). This result was  discovered 

through content analysis. 

Fahmy and Johnston (2005, p. 301-304) indicate both critical and supportive views of 

embedding during Iraq. Those in support regarded it resulted in a better picture of war than in 

Vietnam due to a higher amount of accessibility by journalists. As to criticisms, one was that 

dependence on the army led to lack of objectivity. 

 Their empirical research supports their critical perceptions: Fahmy (2005, p.309) found 

through questionnaires with 159 embedded journalists that ‘nearly 9 in 10 of the respondents 

indicated that embedding reporting provided only a “narrow slice of the conflict”... only one-third 

agreed that stories from embedded journalists were thorough and 64.3 agreed that the reports were 

“fragmented” ’. 
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Despite the negativities with regard to objectivity, the reporters believed embedding was a 

success in respect of its goals, found Fahmy and Johnston. One reason was that reporting only ‘a 

small slice of the war’ had been its ‘intention’. The fact that embedding only allowed the 

perspective of officials to be imparted was however a criticism from many of the journalists. Fahmy 

(2005, p.309) found that this led to ethical worries by many with regards to a lack of possibility for 

objective reporting, as well as the view that unembedded reporters were therefore important. Fahmy 

and Johnston conclude that embedded reporting played a massive part in the war, and contributed to 

lack of objectivity in reporting, but many journalists are critically aware of this and the fact that it 

goes against the aims of  journalism. Therefore it is a surprising finding that they were compliant 

with it.  

Buchanan (2004 P.105) argues that due to embedding, the lack of objectivity  backfired, the 

drawback being that by 2007, the American public began to lose interest in war stories.  

2.3.2 Centcom 

Buchanan states that Centcom was launched in 2003 in order to ‘eliminate the possibility of 

independent reporting’. The press room, based in Doha, Quatar, cost a million dollars, states Brewer 

(2009, p.43), indicating it was a serious concern. According to Brewer (2009, p.255). Centcom 

provided news every day to journalists, who realised they would only receive real news if someone 

provided it by accident. Brewer believes these ‘briefings’ aimed to provide an overview of events, 

and put the multitude of stories through embeds into context. ‘However, Centcom, in constantly 

pushing the progress perspective, failed to provide the big picture’.  

Brewer (2009, p.43) explains how many complaints ensued, for example, from Michael 

Wolf who asked, ‘What is the value proposition of these briefings?’ Another problem, identified by 

Brewer (2009 p.255), was that its broadcasters did not have time to think about what they were 
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saying because the goal was ‘to fill air time’. As a result, Brewer concludes, the lack of coherence 

of the enormous amount of data muddled the audience, which therefore dwindled. 

2.3.3 Technology  

Another change from the reporting of Vietnam which affected journalistic objectivity was 

new technology. January (2008, p.96) acknowledges how, during Vietnam, reporters had gone off 

‘upcountry’, ‘chasing leads, using their intuition, [and] producing eye-witness accounts’ which 

offered  different views and variety. However, technology altered all this during the reporting of 

Iraq. Due to ‘real time connections’, reporters always had to be available for covering the press 

agencies’ and military ’requirements and competing with other  networks’ output. As a result, all 

filmed stories turned out similar with regards to ‘perspective’ and ‘shots’ 

Although journalists’ aims in war reporting did not alter between Iraq and Vietnam, states 

Maniaty (2008, p.99), he also believes new technology has altered reporting. During Iraq, ‘the 

major networks failed dismally’ on this issue. Instead of real reporting, they showed ‘glimpses of 

spectacle drawn from embeds’ and ‘endless commentary of hotel-bound dish monkeys’, i.e., war 

correspondents staying in nice hotels and setting up fake live broadcasts via satellite. Therefore he 

argues there was a lack of 'focused content' and 'serious debate' which 'harmed democracy', Maniaty 

concludes that autonomous film reporters of ‘new media’ may be the saviours of authentic war 

reporting. 

2.3.4 Targeting of Journalists 

According Schechter (2006, p.48) this was another means of restricting reporting. The press, 

he says, began to be co-operative with the military, and journalists were protected from harm by the 

army in exchange for entry to combat zones. However, there was hostility towards coverage that 

was unfavourable, and, it is claimed, of the wrongdoing of  ‘deliberate targeting of journalists’, one  

example being the bombing of a  hotel where a group of  journalists had been staying. 
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Reporters without Borders (RWB) delve into this issue in their 2010 report: RWB (2010 

p.5).  In their study of the Iraq war they discovered that nearly 172 journalists died ‘simply because 

they were doing their jobs’. RWB (2010 p.7) do state that is difficult to pinpoint exact reasons for 

these deaths. However, the consensus is that the media people involved (the majority British), were 

all in some way against U.S. control of the country. The report also states that ‘coalition forces are 

also responsible for the deaths of at least 16 journalists’. The U.S. government accepted that they 

were to blame for many of these killings, pleading ‘accidental fire’ or even ‘collateral damage’. In 

addition, the report states, ‘The U.S. military headquarters in Iraq... never stopped repeating that 

their troops had acted "according to the rules of war" or in self-defence’. The report criticises this 

answer: ‘these explanations are inadequate’, implying that they are indeed likely to be a case of 

‘attacks on critical reporting’ of U.S. policy. 

2.4 Iraq War Lies and Media Manipulation 

Schechter discusses the issue of lies and manipulation during Iraq, arguing that (2006 p.127) 

‘The Iraq war has bombed us all with a torrent of lies, half- truths and infotainment’. He continues 

that lack of knowledge of how the press communicates this, or its influence, causes people to fall 

into the trap of believing it. He advocates that there were two ways Iraq was being fought 

(Schechter, 2006 p.44). The ‘Weapons of Mass Destruction’ involved the armed forces. On the 

other hand, the parallel war of ‘Weapons of Mass Deception’ used ‘propaganda, the media and 

communication technology’ It is this issue of deception that will be examined here. 

Zelizer (2004, p. 284) carried out research employing content analysis of  four main British 

television news sources during the Iraq war. Weapons of mass destruction, liberating Iraqis from a 

tyrannical regime, and the spreading of democracy were three concepts in the case for war, Zelizer 

discovered (2004 p.286). She was supported by Brewer (2006, p.243) who includes Al Qaeda and 
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the acquisition of oil as additional concepts in which propaganda was involved. Zelizer discovered 

that the media generally supported the government’s propaganda, despite its untruthfulness.  

The above concepts of the war were all interlinked, as the current literature review research 

uncovered that Bush wanted to go to war with Iraq in America’s quest for world dominance, and 

that conquering the Arab world was therefore a goal. Conquering the oil fields was one of the aims 

to ensure continuing oil supplies. Therefore weapons of mass destruction and Al Qaeda were used 

as an excuse to gain public support through propaganda, as was Saddam Hussein’s cruel regime, 

which democracy would liberate. 

2.3.1 Liberation of Iraqis from Dictatorial Regime, and the Spread of Democracy 

Brewer (2009, p.244) regards ‘spreading democracy to Iraq’ and freedom as the largest aim 

of the war. ‘Officials predicted that the Iraqis would welcome the U.S. military liberators’, explains 

Brewer (2009, p. 244). In contradiction, Zelizer (2004 p.291) cites the first survey done by YouGov 

after the war, which examined the views of the Iraqis. This ‘suggested that most people were happy 

to see the end of Saddam Hussein but unhappy about the U.S. occupation and cynical about its 

motives.’ 

The reflection of propaganda by the media in this respect has been indicated by Zelizer 

(2004 p.291), who found that television news reflected the government’s view: ‘it erred heavily, 

around 2 to 1 – on the side of the government’s claims that the Iraqi people would welcome the 

U.S. “liberation” and not consider it an “invasion” ’ (Zelizer, 2004, p.293).  This result goes to 

show that the U.S. government’s view was not supported by the majority of Iraqis, but that the 

media reflected the U.S. propaganda. 

The reason the U.S cited for this ‘liberation’ was Saddam Hussein’s ‘villainy’, against 

Iranians and Iraqi Kurds, his own people, explains Brewer (2009, p.244) and going against human 



29 

 

rights. This may have been the case, accepts Zelizer, and the evidence showed that 7% of reports 

included proof of this. However, this regime was not compared with dictatorships in other 

countries, and without this background, in the depiction of it as abnormal, justification of the war 

was assisted by the media. 

 2.4.2 Weapons of Mass Destruction 

This was an excuse for the war, explains Brewer (2000 p.243) advocating that the war was 

justified through removal of Saddam’s weapons of mass destruction, which may soon attack the 

West. Brewer discusses how the propaganda of the threat of nuclear weapons proliferated in the 

media through the press, for example by the New York Times’ Judith Miller. Miller had been the 

recipient of ‘unreliable’ reports of Iraq’s nuclear weapons programme from the Iraqi National 

Congress (INC) which was financially supported by the American government. The issue of the 

existence of nuclear weapons is also discussed by Zelizer (2004 p.291), who reveals that ‘national 

security’ justification for war was undermined by the lack of any such finding. 

Despite the evidence to the contrary, Lieutenant General DeLong, who was in charge of the 

war on terror, is still on the side of the government: ‘On another matter of controversy, we will 

eventually find Iraq WMD. The intelligence evidence we had before the war was too overwhelming 

to be wrong.’ (DeLong 2004 p.135.) His belief is that the weapons were hidden, and that the 

Saddam’s inner circle who had been taken prisoner were not telling the truth DeLong, however, 

provides no evidence to justify his claim, which is based on opinion and had already been refuted 

by the evidence.  

However, despite the lack of evidence of WMDs, the media continued to support the 

government’s allegations: Zelizer's content analysis found 91 per cent of mentions in support but 

only 15 per cent discrediting the allegations (Zelizer 2004 p.292). Zelizer concludes that ‘the 
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adoption of such an unquestioning stance’ could lead to the controversial assertion that ‘the public 

had been misled’ by the media. 

2.3.3 Al Qaeda 

Getting rid of the danger that Al Qaeda, together with Saddam Hussein, posed against 

America was another excuse given to the public for the war (Brewer 2009, p.243).  Brewer says this 

was done through official statements in which Saddam would be described as a ‘tyrant’ and then be 

connected with Al Qaeda, and that Bush even stated this connection quite straightforwardly. 

However, the government failed to produce much to substantiate this. Brewer (P.244, 2009) 

discusses reports that said that the government had given invalid evidence but these were virtually 

ignored by the media. As a result, the public believed the propaganda: ‘By March 2003 many 

Americans believed what was not true - that Iraq was responsible for the September 11 attacks’. 

2.3.4 The Issue of Oil 

The aim of acquisition of oil by the U.S. was regarded by many as the main motive for the 

war and was a contentious issue which was denied by the government. As Schechter explains, 

(2006, p.56 CF Brewer 2009 p.244); ‘when activists started chanting ‘no blood for oil’, news 

programmes and government officials dismissed the charge as conspiratorial and denied it’.  

However, the evidence produced by Schechter (2006, p.56) points in the other direction; in 

April 2005, oil executive Ian Routeledge sent a letter to the Financial Times in which the former 

head of ExxonMobil’s Gulf operations revealed that exiles from Iraq had told ExxonMobil that they 

wanted to return to Iraq in exchange for oil. Schecter believes that that the U.S. government, 

through its military power, planned to control the country in order to depend upon it for oil, and 

therefore, pave an ‘opening’ into the Gulf’s oil reserves. 
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However, Schechter continues, this plan did not have the expected outcome. The oil 

produced in Iraq and its ability to reach the U.S. actually decreased since the war, due to ‘violent’ 

opposition in Iraq. This means, he concludes, that in relation to the failed quest for oil, America 

seems to have been on the losing side of the war. 

2.3.5 War on Terror and Media Conformism. 

Lewis and Reese (2009 p. 97) define the role of journalism thus: ‘Journalists have a 

responsibility to challenge and scrutinise – to avoid policy catchphrases that circumvent democratic 

debate, and to provide space for public dissent’. However this did not occur during the Iraq war, 

according to Schecter (2006 p.xiii), who discusses how this occurred: Journalist Michael Wolff 

explains the media’s propagandist role during the war, arguing that the media’s patriotism as 

expressed through its speech and symbols, ‘indicated its abandonment of any disbelief or criticism’. 

The outcomes being  that the war actually went ahead and that the press then had to uphold its 

views in self-defence.   

Lewis and Reese (2009 p.86) describe how this acceptance of the war came about: ‘On Sept. 

12, 2001, President Bush likened the (911) terrorist attacks [to] "acts of war," and defined the battle 

to come as a "monumental struggle against good versus evil." This judgement they regard as a 

‘moral cover’ which the U.S. government framed as ‘a war on terror’, requiring military action 

‘against the penetrators’. 

This frame was accepted and perpetuated unquestioningly by the media who did not argue 

against it during the lead up to the Iraq and Afghanistan war. Lewis and Reese (2009 p.87) conclude 

that that the media actively garnered  public support 'Moreover, critics contend that the press all too 

willingly mobilised public opinion through jingoistic icons, warrhetoric and uncritical cheer leading 

of the Bush administration'. 



32 

 

To conclude, journalist Michael Wolff expresses the view that the media favoured 

patriotism without critique through its attitude towards the war (Schechter, 2006, p.xiii), the 

consequence being that the war was able to take place. Challenge of the war would have made it 

hard for the president to warrant it. The other consequence of the media’s lack of challenge was that 

despite its assumptions being wrong, for example about WMDs, its support needed to continue in 

order for it to protect itself from negative onslaughts. 

2.4 Citizen Journalism and War Reporting 

Allen (2007, p.1, CF Priest 2010. P. 549) describes weblogs, otherwise known as blogs, as  

journals or diaries written by those with internet access, and the required software tools for 

publishing. These are interactive media available in the public sphere, continues Priest, which allow 

communication from audiences. These exist together as a networking community in what is known 

as a ‘blogosphere’ (Priest 2010 p.546). 

A more detailed description of citizen reporters is provided by Kim and Hamilton (2006 p. 

546) in relation to the online citizen publication OhMyNews can be applied to bloggers: ‘The 

citizen-participatory model enables a non-professionalised mode of producing, planning, gathering, 

writing and evaluating news in a number of ways’.  Due to various citizens taking part, and due to 

their representation of  day to day life, traditional news values are broadened, and because citizens 

are involved and can write in any place, this ensures that traditional ‘objectivity’ and specialist 

knowledge is less important. Finally, reviews by the public are not overly authoritarian (Oh,2002 

cited in Kim and Hamilton 2006, p.547). These views imply that blogging is less formal than 

traditional news and more representative of citizens, and therefore objective in a different way. 

2.4.1 Blogging and Traditional Journalism 

Those who work in and engage with the media have altered the way they connect through 

this form of the media, suggests Priest (2010 p.547). Blogging and journalism, argue Lowrey and 
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Mackay (2008 p.65), are both perceived as ‘independent’. Blogging is also regarded as a cause of 

concern for journalism as well as a favourable circumstance (Baetke 2006 cited in Priest 2010 

p.547). This implies that blogging is fast becoming a relevant aspect of traditional news reporting 

and is in competition with it.  

  The authenticity of blogs, is due to demand,  according to Cherian, (2007, p.900), is 

indicated when compared with conventional  journalism, although this aims to server truth, the 

demand is for truth  beyond this, one which is on the side of the citizens blogging is  made up of. 

The debate over the invention of blogging proposes that it is journalism through theinternet, 

and a modern way of reporting which will ‘revolutionise journalism’ (Allen, 2007, p.1), in a way 

that will ‘end journalism’s reign of sovereignty’ (Rosen, 2005 cited in Allen p.1) and also expose its 

weak points, pushing journalists to improve the way they work (Smolkin, 2004, p.40 cited in Allen, 

2007, p.1).  

On the other hand, critics of blogging, states Allen (2007, p.1), go as far as to question 

whether it is actually journalism, due to its ‘subjective commentary’ of ‘opinionated argument’, 

instead of balance and investigation. They argue that it is ‘less than professional’, according to 

Zelizer (2004, p. 254), who  believes  both sides should realise their work is complementary.   

In conclusion, Lowrey and Mackay (2008 p.75) regard their findings as suggesting that 

blogging has  influenced  how journalism is conducted, especially in relation to choices about what 

can be considered as news. As a result journalists could be losing their power over decisions about 

using certain stories.  

2.4.2 Blogs and War 

The Iraq war was the first conflict where blogging’s influence became considerable and 

important, states Bivens (2012, p.3), and was a consequence of poor communication facilities and 
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strict restrictions on traditional journalists. The variety of sources, he continues, such as civilian, 

military and journalist, have resulted in an increase in the quality and depth of reporting. He adds 

that often these postings of a personal ‘subjective’ nature were critical of the establishment, the 

military and politicians. Therefore this addition of dissenting voices suggests an increase in 

objective presentation of news. 

 Many journalists maintained blogs parallel to filing traditional reports during this war, 

according to Bivens (2012. p.2). The blogs were personal witness accounts rather than objective 

writing. They fulfilled the journalists’ aims of indicating their safety as well as providing on the 

ground reporting. These blogs did, however, blur the lines between the journalists’ personal and 

professional reporting. It can be surmised that this crossover indicates the changing nature of 

journalism towards a subjectivity of what can be seen and experienced, which may be more truthful 

than their reliance on second hand experience or official voices. 

The value of blogs is that even though they can be viewed with suspicion due to ‘credibility 

concerns’, their influence has contributed to overall objective reporting of war (Bivens 2012 p. 119 

citing Kline and Burstein CF Bivens 2012 p.3). In relation to the mainstream news, the ‘wider 

spectrum of accounts’ and the ‘ease of access’ to accounts have contributed to this. These additional 

personal sources of information have reduced the reliance on information from official sources. The 

personal aspect highlights the difference between journalism and war blogging. Bivens (2008 

p.119) also advocates that blogging has an important role in objective war reporting because those 

that offer alternative views are gaining in popularity. Blogs often report the war from a personal 

perspective or with ‘insight’. As a result they may be viewed in future as ‘legitimate sources’.  

This value of objectivity is an important contribution of blogs, argues Bivens (2008 p.119), 

who reasons that the different views expressed by blogs can increase overall understanding. He 

suggests they achieve this by offering differing views from those in power, in contradiction to the 
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mainstream media. One example is ‘Global Voices Online’ a non-profit citizens’ media project. 

This award-winning organisation has been prominent in increasing the standard of news in the 

blogosphere. Its reputation has led to it being asked to form an alliance with Reuters.  

There were differences in opinion between the bloggers themselves on the post 9/11 

interventions, but they all seemed to agree that the mainstream media was lacking in balance and 

tried to rectify this, according to Zelizer (2004, p.359) CF Bivens (2008. P.3). She adds that 

supporters believed there was a ‘liberal bias’ in the mainstream media, and those opposed to it 

believed that the mainstream media was ‘failing to provide fair and balanced coverage.’ Many blogs 

showed how opposing viewpoints were being ignored by the mainstream, and both camps wanted to 

express differences in opinion, argues Zelizer (2004, p.359), who indicates how this occurred: 

‘Many were able to show, with little difficulty, how voices of dissent were being routinely 

marginalised, when they were even acknowledged at all’. Therefore, to support chosen views it was 

relevant to find news from different places. This leads to the view that blogging provided important 

news which the traditional media did not agree with, and therefore provided a fuller and more 

objective perspective. 

Salam Pax was one example of such a blogger discussed by Zelizer (2004 p.360–361). 

Writing about Iraqi life prior to and during the bombings, he was opposed to and expressed his 

anger at the US aggression, as well as at Saddam Hussein’s totalitarianism. He said, Zelizer 

continues, that he had been describing everything around him, such as ‘where the bombs fell…what 

the streets looked like’, and that in retrospect he felt that, due to the danger, he had been a bit 

‘foolish’ in giving details; however, it had ‘felt for me important’ because ‘somebody should be 

telling this because journalists weren’t’ (Church, 2003, cited in Zelizer, 2004, p.362).   

Another example of blogging which offered an individual perspective, thus balancing the 

mainstream coverage, was Iraqi blogger Riverbend, who is discussed by Schechter (2006, p.125). 
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Like Salam Pax, she opposed the U.S. viewpoint of Iraq, and Schechter points out that her views 

were not taken into account by conventional American media. However Allen (2009 p.33) points to 

the fact that bloggers did indeed have some influence over the media: ‘warbloggers eventually made 

themselves heard on their own terms by the mainstream media, which had initially scorned them’. 

Schechter continues that Riverbend perceived the U.S. media in Iraq as fighting ‘a different sort of 

war’ which tied in with the physical war. He quotes Riverbend in this respect: ‘Now we’re being 

assailed with  American media but it’s all being done very cleverly’ and from a U.S. corporate point 

of view. She means that they were being taught to think like Americans,and as consumers. 

 2.4.3 Truth and Objectivity in Blogging 

The positive aspects of these new ways of reporting were that they allowed the expression of 

varying viewpoints and political beliefs, as well as the expressing of relegated viewpoints. Zelizer 

quotes journalist Paul Andrews (2003): ‘media coverage of the (Iraq) war that most Americans saw 

was so jingoistic and administration-friendly as to proscribe any sense of impartiality or balance’. 

What he means is that traditional media covered it in such a way as to be devoid of objectivity, due 

to its patriotic support of the government’s angle.  In this respect, states Zelizer (2004, p.86):‘Hence 

the importance of the insights provided by the likes of blogger Salam Pax’ who ‘took more 

credibility than established media institutions’. This perspective indicates the demand for 

objectivity, on which the mainstream media was falling short. Blogging fills this objectivity gap 

better than conventional journalism, suggests Bivens (2008, p.117), who makes the point that Salam 

Pax filed reports of the opinions of Iraqis as they faced the uncertainty of violent regime change, 

and that Pax’s reports were more insightful than those the comfortable foreign journalists were 

filing from hotels. 

Another issue in relation to objectivity is transparency, states Zelizer (2004, p.125). She 

believes blogging has an advantage in this respect; it is transparent in relation to the biased 
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objectivity of traditional journalism. An instance of blogs providing a more transparent perspective 

than the mainstream one, suggests Bivens (2008, p.117), was the reporting of  Saddam’s execution. 

The mainstream portrayal was that he died in a dignified manner, but an alternative perspective was 

blogged by the wardens who were involved in his execution (Oliver, 2007). 

2.4.4 Criticisms and Limits of Blogging 

According to Bivens (2008, p.115), the major criticism of blogs are credibility concerns, 

expressed he suggests, by conservative and small-minded journalists due to their dogmatic views. 

These may mean that insightful stories on war and disorder, in relation to politics and power, may 

not be included. He adds that new content may also be limited by this behaviour. Another criticism 

by Bivens (2008, p.109) is of the restrictions editors may impose on journalists’ use of blogs.  

In addition, a criticism is Lowry’s concern of the checking of facts in blogs, for he believes 

they may not always be accurate in comparison with conventional journalism. However, he adds, 

editors are aware of this, and aim to rectify the problem and that comparable issues also exist within 

journalism.  

The power of blogging is due to the ‘capacity of elite groups to influence [traditional] news 

agendas, Bivens argues (2008, p.115 citing McNair). However he believes the situation is being  

reversed and ‘elite groups  will likely find ways of shaping  news output’. This would imply blogs 

may in future become more in line with mainstream media.  

Despite this view, the opposite situation is discussed by Biviens, (2008, p.115) according to 

whom  the influence and impact of citizen journalism are that they affect mainstream media. He 

adds that journalists have highlighted blogs’ future for traditional journalism. ‘They will eventually 

become a legitimate source’ and may even be used as a ‘wire service’ (Bivens 1998 p.115). In 

relation to this, according to Allen and Thorsen (2009, p.24), mainstream media aimed to increase 
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war bloggers’ voices, as a result of which bloggers increased their audience. Termed ‘amplification’ 

continue Allen and Thorsen, this procedure brought well known bloggers into a commercial 

context. For example, Salam Pax was invited to blog for the Guardian. This process, they surmise, 

may influence the bloggers’ work, and they caution that citizen journalists should be mindful of 

this. 

The positive impact of blogs on society, Bivens continues, is immense and liberating: ‘This 

counter-publicity is inevitably applying pressure to the traditional orbit of media institutions, 

publics and governmental establishments’. Bivens believes the effect of new media has 

‘democratising potential’, and the audience demand is for the 'interactivity and transparency' of new 

media and that time will tell 'organisational policy' of the press will concede journalists to grasp 

these advances to lead to increased objectivity of established media. 
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Chapter 3: Research Methods 

This research study aims to examine objectivity and propaganda in war reporting and 

determine whether it has changed over the last 57 years in relation to the wars of Vietnam and Iraq. 

It will also examine the nature of war blogging as part of a possible trend towards decreasing 

objectivity.  

The literature review has highlighted the issues of objectivity and propaganda in general 

terms. However, it has not quantified it in a way which includes a comparison of objectivity and 

propaganda between the wars, as well as trends. This will be done through an analysis of content 

and the insights of bloggers through interviews. The review also needs to be compared to empirical 

data to understand its validity. Therefore, research is required because this study may go some 

distance in adding to current knowledge by reshaping what exists already, providing insight and 

leading to some sort of solution. To evaluate the hypothesis that objectivity in war reporting has 

decreased in mainstream media over the past 57 years,  and meet objective two, which is a critical 

evaluation of  reporting changes between the Vietnam and Iraq Wars, content analysis shall be 

utilised. Through this, objectivity and propaganda in each war shall be examined, in order to bring 

to light whether the trend from Vietnam to Iraq has in fact been decreasing objectivity or otherwise 

in Western liberal media. This will also uncover whether these findings support and verify the 

findings of objective one in the literature review.  

Berger defines content analysis as a ‘research technique that is based on measuring the 

amount of something in a representative sampling of some mass-mediated popular art form’ 

(Berger, p.23, p.23). It is a way ‘to determine the manifest content of written, spoken or published 

work’. Content analysis will be employed in this study for the reason that Berger (p.23, 1998) 

suggests, ‘to determine changes over the years’ and look for ‘trends’. This will meet my second 
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research objective by examining trends in the reporting of the Vietnam and Iraq wars in terms of 

propaganda and objectivity. 

This is a ‘tried and tested research strategy’ states Biggam (p.143, 2011), and as a result it is 

‘acceptable to the research community’. The employment of this strategy is appropriate for this 

research because it is the best method of providing an accurate analysis of what was actually 

reported.   

3.1 Implementation of Content Analysis 

News reports on the Iraq war and Vietnam war from two national British and American 

liberal broadsheets, the Guardian and the New York Times, will be analysed and compared. These 

will be taken from the Guardian (including the Observer) and the New York Times. Firstly, the total 

number of sentences in each article will be counted. This will be done by counting one article and 

then taking measurements from the rest of the articles. In this way, through calculations, the number 

of sentences in each article will be discerned. (Some articles may have different sizes of writing, but 

this is an accurate generalisation, not an exact sentence count of each article). 

Next, the number of times the 20 categories of interest occur in each article will be counted 

and analysed. This is intended to be as accurate as possible, notwithstanding unavoidable researcher 

bias. The categorisation of the 20 qualities of interest into themes of objectivity and propaganda will 

be done in an effective and simple way.  The reason for this method of categorisation is explained 

in the results chapter. Positive reports in regard to the wars will qualify within the 10 categories of 

propaganda and 10 negative categories as objectivity. These will be as follows: under objectivity 

will be the categories: government voices in support; military voices in support; other officials in 

support; civilians in support; gains in battle e.g. oil; opposition military casualties; Western public 

voices in support; communist/terrorist threat; defence of freedom and democracy; and  

liberation/protection of people from regime. The categories included in the theme of objectivity 
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were: criticism by civilians and refugees; anti-war and Western public critics; official Western 

critics; military critics; discussion of Western guilt and aggression; civilian casualties; other defeats 

and losses; destruction and impact on civilian lives; and long-term effects of war. 

The raw data will be added to tables 1- 4, with a table for each category and space for each 

article. Next, in summary table 1, data for each newspaper will be added, with each article’s results 

being added together in relation to category. In summary table 2, the data from both newspapers 

will be added together in relation to each war and converted to percentages which shall be used to 

draw graph and table 1 and 2. Graph and table three data will be taken from summary table 1. 

3.2 Description of Categories and Data Collection Techniques in Content Analysis 

The data will come from New York Times archives taken from their website, and the 

Guardian archives from their website. The sample size is forty: from the New York Times are ten 

articles on Vietnam and ten on Iraq, and from the Guardian are ten articles on Vietnam and ten on 

Iraq.  

The sampling technique employed will be random sampling - this type of sampling will be 

used for both objectives two and three, although it could be accused of bias, as suggested by 

Biggam (2011 p.133): ‘be aware that samples are often open to the accusation of bias’. This may be 

caused by uncontrollable variables, for example the time of day or individual researcher, but this is 

unavoidable. Although the chosen articles will be picked at random, because there are so many 

peripheral issues surrounding war reporting, for example protests by parents of soldiers, such stories 

may be discarded. The aim is to get stories as close to the action as possible, provided there are 

enough such stories available. This is because journalistic objectivity in war reporting is the topic to 

be researched.  
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Forty news reports will be examined through the forty qualities of interest. Half of these 

qualities shall measure objectivity and the other half propaganda. Qualities of negative voices will 

signify objectivity and positive voices employed to represent propaganda. This is because support 

for war is created by manipulation of public opinion, as the literature review revealed. Therefore 

positive perspectives ought to indicate this. In relation to journalistic balance, it can lead to bias, as 

the literature review showed, so the realities indicated in the reports will be measured instead to 

give a more accurate picture of objectivity. This type of analysis is a quantitative research strategy, 

as the term refers to research that is concerned with ‘quantities and measurements’ states 

Biggam,(2011, p.130). 

Objective three is to investigate proposals that new forms of war reporting have emerged to 

counteract the increase in propaganda in traditional media. To meet this objective, and evaluate the 

hypothesis that objectivity in war reporting has decreased over the last 57 years, interviews with 

citizen journalists will be utilised. These will aim to obtain in-depth perspectives from war bloggers 

and war correspondents on this type of journalism. These will be employed to discover whether war 

blogging is contributing to decreasing objectivity or otherwise. Interviews are a qualitative research 

strategy, and are linked to in-depth exploratory studies, according to Biggam (2011, p.113). 

Thisstrategy will meet the research needs because insight is required into the issue of blogging, for 

this is the only way to understand how and why blogging works. 

3.3 Implementation of Interviews 

Three war bloggers will be interviewed, all of whom blog or blogged on the war in Iraq.  

Interviewees Raed Jarrar and Imad Khadduri are both Iraqi, and Carlos Lattuf has Arab 

heritage but lives in Brazil. Two war correspondents will also be interviewed on blogging. The first 

is Jackie Spinner, who is American, and the second is William Reeve, who is British. The aim is to 

discover, through questioning, the reasons for bloggers using this medium; whether it is objective; 
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its relationship to the mainstream media; its advantages when compared with traditional journalism; 

whether it leads to a trend for more objectivity, or truthful reporting; and finally, whether blogs are 

used in propaganda. 

These are important issues to consider in order to make the study meaningful. The 

advantages of qualitative interviews, according to Priest (1996 p.103), are that the questions and 

qualities of interest determined through this analysis are ‘hypothesis testing’ rather than ‘descriptive 

and inductive’ because ‘subtle or complex’ questions are not being answered here; ‘but a 

meaningful quantitative study must still use some kind of meaningful categories’ which here 

include blogging objectivity, bloggers’ relationship with mainstream media and propaganda in 

blogs. This type of research is therefore suitable in testing the hypothesis that blogging has 

contributed to an increase in reporting objectivity. 

Description of Categories and Data Collection Techniques of Interviews 

In order to organise the data, the interview transcripts will be analysed by grouping together 

categories of answers. These will then be cross-referenced and themes highlighted. 

Random sampling will again be employed; the bloggers will be chosen from the top of the 

list from Iraq Blog Count, which is an aggregated website of blogs. In addition to bloggers, the war 

reporters interviewed shall be chosen at random from an internet search.  

The reason for qualitative interviewing being employed here is expressed by Biggam (2011, 

p.146) and is quite important: ‘qualitative interviewing, using semi-structured questions, makes use 

of open-ended questions to encourage meaningful responses (Paton 1990). This, he continues, 

means that a variety of responses can be elicited, which would therefore provide meaningful insight 

into the subject. 
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Chapter 4: Case Study Findings, Description, Analysis and 

Synthesis 

This chapter reports the results of content analysis and interviews described in the previous 

chapter. The research concentrates on two liberal newspapers: 40 articles from the U.S.’s New York 

Times and from British The Guardian, where 10 articles from the NY Times and Guardian will the 

on the Iraq War and 10 from each paper will be on the Vietnam war. The other research method 

used will be interviews, with three Iraq war bloggers  and two Western war correspondents. 

The content analysis meets objective two, on evaluating the emerging issues of changes in 

reporting over the last 57 years through fieldwork. The interviews meet objective three, to 

investigate proposals that new forms of war reporting have emerged using citizen journalism, which 

counteract the increase in propaganda in traditional media. These objectives will examine and 

interpret the hypothesis that objectivity in war reporting has decreased in the last 57 years, and 

complement objective 1, which is a statement of the level of knowledge of war reporting between 

Vietnam and Iraq. The case study findings will be compared and contrasted with the literature 

review findings to discover their similarities and differences, test the validity of the review, and 

examine how they support the review or whether new knowledge has become available.  

The well-established papers being researched are circulated nationally in their respective 

countries and therefore reach a high percentage of the population. This means they are important in 

the discussion of objectivity and propaganda in war reporting. The content analysis is approached in 

a structured manner and is relevant because newspapers are a major source of information for the 

public, especially before the internet. To discover whether the stories are journalistically objective 

or propagandist, negative issues and positive issues in each story will be counted through the 

number of sentences for each quality of interest and putting them in the context of their authors and 
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sources. These will then be grouped together into smaller categories relevant to the literature 

review. The results will be collated in tables, and graphs drawn of the results. The results will be 

thematised and categorised and the findings converted to percentages to sum up the data and 

compare the results accurately. 

A transcript of the content analysis categories of interest is included in Appendix A. Content 

analysis source descriptions can be found in transcript C. 

After the content analysis has been completed and analysed, the data from the second 

research method, interviews with three bloggers who were  chosen at random from website Iraq 

Blog Count, which and two with journalists chosen at random from an online search on war 

reporters, which, will be described and analysed. This will use coding to find themes for issues of 

objectivity and propaganda within war blogging. Following this, individual interviews will be 

compared.  

Next, the descriptions of data will be compared to the findings of the content analysis. This 

description will focus on bloggers and their reasons for blogging, and its demand in relation to any 

perceived shortcomings and trends in journalism in respect to objectivity and bias, as found in the 

content analysis. 

Transcripts of the interview questions shall be found appendix B.  

Transcripts of the interviews can be found in appendix D. 

Although the research will be thorough and informed, one limitation may be the limited 

number of researchers involved. As the subject is immense, the research could continue on a much 

grander scale, analysing multitudes of content and conducting a greater number of interviews.  

In the penultimate chapter, the findings of both these research methods will be analysed, 

synthesized, and evaluated in relation to the literature review. The aim is to break down the data and 
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find patterns to discover its importance and how it determines truth and propaganda in the way wars 

are reported. Finally, the results will be summarised in the conclusion. 

In relation to the description of objectivity used for the purpose of content analysis, negative 

reporting entails criticism of war and its observations, and will be described as objectivity. Positive 

reporting entails support for war and will be used as a definition for propaganda, as positive 

reporting is used to gain support for war. This is because accepted journalistic norm of reporting 

both sides of a story is a grey area. It does not always reflect the truth and objectivity. It often 

represents the views of the powerful, and does not always reflect reality. 

4.1 Findings of Content Analysis. 

The first method of research analysis The Guardian/Observer and the New York Times in 

relation to the Vietnam and Iraq wars. The results of the content analysis are specified in tables 1-4, 

with each article and each category represented. The overall sentence count of each article is stated 

along the top, with the sentence count finding of each category then represented. Table 1 represents 

the findings of articles from the Vietnam War, Guardian and Observer, table two the Vietnam War 

findings from the New York Times, table 3 the findings of the Iraq War from the New York Times 

and table 4 the findings of the Iraq War from the Guardian. Part of the headline of each article is 

also represented under the author of each article when there is more than one story by the same 

author or if the story is anonymous, when it is perceived that confusion may arise otherwise as to 

the origin of the results.
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Results table 1        Vietnam War - Guardian and Observer 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Categories represented 

by  no.of sentences 

Frankland. 

They can't 

keep... 

92 

McCoombs 

 

 

275 

Foley 

 

 

147 

Burchett 

 

 

143 

Frankland 

America.. 

 

246 

Anon 

North 

Vietnam... 

182 

Millinship 

 

 

260 

Frankland 

battle.. 

  

219 

Stephens 

 

 

203 

Greene 

 

 

176 

Govt. voices in support   2  3   3 3  

Military voices in support 1       1   

Other officials in support 8        1  

Civilians in support           
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Results table 1        Vietnam War - Guardian and Observer 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Opposition military 

casualties 

          

Gains e.g. battles/oil 2          

Western public in 

support 

          

Communist/terrorist 

threat 

 5  2       

Defence of freedom and 

democracy 

          

Liberation/ protection of 

people from regime 

          

Civilian/refugee critics          1 
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Results table 1        Vietnam War - Guardian and Observer 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Anti-war and Western 

public critics 

  3 8    4 6  

Military criticism   25        

Official criticism   2  9  8 4 2  

Discussion of Western 

guilt/aggression 

      4   1 

Civilian casualties           

Military casualties 

Western 

          

Other defeats+ losses 

e.g. Tet. 

10 1  10 3 17    7 
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Results table 1        Vietnam War - Guardian and Observer 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Destruction and impact 

on civilian lives 

 4  4  6   1 10 

Long term effects of war    10       

 
Results table 2 Vietnam War- New York Times 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Categories represented 

by no. of sentences 

Tanner 

 

164 

Frankel 

 

360 

Franklin 

 

228 

Anon- 

U.S. five yr... 

215 

Anon- 

war critic ... 

218 

Anon- 

G.I. Unit... 

144 

Anon 

Mrs King ... 

317 

Anon  

1,300 March. 

209 

Anon 

Ex-Senator... 

96 

R.W. Apple jr. 

 

65 

Govt. voices in support  7         

Military voices in support  1         
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Results table 2 Vietnam War- New York Times 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Other officials in support        1   

Civilians in support        3   

Gains in battle e.g. oil           

Opposition military 

casualties 

   1       
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Results table 2 Vietnam War- New York Times 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Western public in support           

Communist/ terrorist 

threat 

          

Defence of freedom and 

democracy 

          

Liberation/protection of 

people from regime 

          

Civilian/refugee critics         1  

Anti-war and Western 

public critics 

 1   5 1 4  1  

Military critics   15   9     
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Results table 2 Vietnam War- New York Times 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Official critics 10 2     2 7   

Discussion of western 

guilt/ aggression 

  1      2  

Civilian casualties           

Military casualties 

Western 

   4      1 

Other defeats+ losses e.g. 

Tet 

 2        6 

Destruction and impact on 

civilian lives 

          

Long term effects of war           
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Results table 3 Iraq War- New York Times 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Categories represented 

by no. of sentences 

Aprango 

+ Schmidt 

242 

Myers. 

Iraq 

War... 

300 

Gettleman 

Enraged 

mob.. 

250 

Tavern use 

+ Lehren 

355 

Healy 

 

231 

Myers 

 

204 

Schmidt 

 

464 

Wong 

 

190 

Sanger 

 

415 

Gettleman 

 

423 

Govt. voices in support   6  

1 

 1  15 2 

Military voices in support 2 12 7  

1 

1 6   5 

Other officials in support       6   3 
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Results table 3 Iraq War- New York Times 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Civilians in support           

Gains e.g battles/ oil.           

Opposition military 

casualties 

   1       

Western public in support           

Communist/ terrorist 

threat 

          

Defence of freedom and 

democracy 
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Results table 3 Iraq War- New York Times 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Liberation/ protection of 

people from regime 

          

Civilian/refugee critics 4    

9 

4 2 1 2 4 

Anti-war and Western 

public critics 

    

1 

     

Military critics  7         

Official Western critics    4     3  

Discussion of western 

guilt/ aggression 
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Results table 3 Iraq War- New York Times 

Author and sentence count (and headlines) 

Civilian casualties    17 

2 

1  4   

Military casualties 

Western 

 2   

1 

 3 1  1 

Other defeats + losses 

e.g. Tet 

  3        

Destruction+ impact on 

civilian lives 

   7 

5 

3    17 

Long term effects of war           
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Results table 4 Iraq War- Guardian and Observer 

Author and sentence count (with headlines) 

Categories represented by 

no. of sentences 

Chulov 

Britain + 

The US... 

578 

Meek 

Marines 

Losing... 

616 

Meek. 

You're 

Late.... 

330 

Borger 

 

 

413 

Burkeman 

 

 

457 

Temko+ 

Beumont 

 

726 

Abdul-

Ahad 

 

270 

Chulov 

FromShock 

+ Awe... 

627 

Steele 

 

 

209 

Taylor 

 

 

320 

Govt. voices in support    

4 

2 3  1   

Military voices in support   

3 6 

11   14   

Other officials in support 4          
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Results table 4 Iraq War- Guardian and Observer 

Author and sentence count (with headlines) 

Civilians in support   

14 

  7 8    

Gains e.g battles, oil   

2 

     2  

Opposition military casualties         3  

Western public in support           

Communist/terrorist threat          7 

Defence of freedom and 

democracy 

     1  2   
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Results table 4 Iraq War- Guardian and Observer 

Author and sentence count (with headlines) 

Liberation/protection of 

people from regime 

3 1 

2 1 

 7 4    

Civilian and refugee critics  14 

5 

  8 4    

Anti- war+ Western critics           

Military critics  2   4   1   

Official critics 7     6   2 1 

Discussion of Western 

guilt/aggression 

   

1 

1      
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Results table 4 Iraq War- Guardian and Observer 

Author and sentence count (with headlines) 

Civilian casualties  3    1   4  

Military casualties Western  2      2   

Other defeats   and losses 

e.g. Tet  

          

Destruction and impact on 

civilian lives 

4  

1 

       

Long term  effects of war           
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The totals for these tables were calculated by adding up the sentence count for each of the ten articles, and for each category, taken from the 

above results tables 1–4.
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Summary table 1 

Categories grouped in 

number of sentences 

Vietnam War 

New York Times 

 

1920  

Vietnam War 

Guardian and 

Observer 

1943  

Iraq War 

New York Times 

 

3074  

Iraq War 

Guardian and 

Observer 

4546  

Govt. voices in support 7 11 25 10 

Military voices in support 1 2 33 34 

Officials in support 1 1 9 4 

Civilians in support 3   29 

Gains e.g. in battle, oil  2  4 

Opposition military 

casualties 

1  1 3 

Western public in support     

Communist/terrorist threat  7  7 

Defence of freedom and 

democracy 

   3 

Liberation/protection of 

people from regime 

   18 

Civilian and refugee critics 1 1 26 31 
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Summary table 1 

Categories grouped in 

number of sentences 

Vietnam War 

New York Times 

 

1920  

Vietnam War 

Guardian and 

Observer 

1943  

Iraq War 

New York Times 

 

3074  

Iraq War 

Guardian and 

Observer 

4546  

Anti-war voices and western 

public critics 

12 21 1  

Official western critics 21 25 7 16 

Military critics 24 25 7 7 

Discussion of western guilt 

and aggression 

3 5   

Civilian casualties   24 8 

Military casualties western 5  8 4 

Other defeats and losses 

e.g. battles, Tet. 

8 48 3  

Destruction and impact on 

civilian lives  
 25 32 5 

Long- term effects of war  10   

 
 
 

The findings of these summary tables were arrived at by adding each category of each war 

together in relation to their relevant newspaper sources.  
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4.2 Findings and Description of Interviews 

The second method of research analyses interviews with bloggers and journalists on 

blogging and citizen journalism. Three war bloggers and two war reporters were interviewed. This 

may be not a large sample but the bloggers are big names in the blogging world and therefore 

suitably representative and the journalists are highly experienced. For instance Reeves  previously 

was a correspondent for the BBC.  

One of the bloggers who responded was Raed Jarrar, the Iraqi blogger to whom Salam Pax 

dedicated his blog ‘Where is Raed?’ during the Iraq war. This led him to be invited to blog for the 

Guardian and his posts being published in book form. Raed is a well-known blogger in his own 

right, with his blog ‘In the Middle’. This, he says, has hundreds to thousands of hits a day, and 

provides an alternative perspective of the war. The blog is critical of the U.S. intervention in Iraq. 

Raed is currently based in Washington and works as a political analyst. 

Carlos Lattuff was the second blogger interviewed. He is a cartoonist blogger and political 

cartoonist living in Brazil and states he has ‘Arab roots’. One of his themes is anti-U.S. military 

intervention. He posts his work on a private blog and on Indymedia and has appeared in various 

magazines and newspapers. He has blogged hundreds of cartoons critical of the Iraq war, on ‘Tales 

of War by Carlos Lattuff’.  

Blogger Imad Khaduri, the third to be interviewed, was an Iraqi nuclear scientist who left 

Iraq in 1998, and returned after the war to help with nation building and restoring electricity. He 
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subsequently wrote a book called The Mirage of the Weapons of Mass Destruction. His blog is 

called ‘Free Iraq’ and is also critical of the U.S. invasion.  

Jackie Spinner is a U.S. journalist who worked for The Washington Post from 1995 to 2009, 

becoming the Baghdad Bureau Chief. She currently teaches journalism at Columbia College in 

Chicago. 

William Reeves worked for the BBC as a war reporter in the previous Afghanistan war, and 

is currently training journalists in Afghanistan . 

4.3 Analysis of Interviews  

There is both support and criticism of whether blogs are objective. The bloggers interviewed 

tended to support the objectivity point of view. Lattuf regards blogging as independent: ‘As in the 

case of Egypt, where bloggers were arrested…blogging represents a more independent opinion’. 

Khadduri is also in support of blogging as objective, ‘especially the eyewitness reports’ and gives 

the example of the bombing of the Golden Mosque in 2008, which set off sectarian violence.  

Blogging is often compared to traditional journalism with regards to objectivity, and can 

often be subjective. This is not to say journalistic objectivity is always in reality objective, due to its 

influences. Jarrar regards the lack of journalistic objectivity of blogs as a ‘good thing’ because of its 

‘rawness’: ‘They’ll tell it just like they saw it, with all the emotions and biases they have’ adding that 

‘most bloggers out there are openly subjective - telling the story how they see it’.  
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Jarrar states the best way to get an objective viewpoint is to read many ‘netizens’ (bloggers). 

These perspectives, he believes, combine to give the ‘real story’ and in contrast, virtually the whole 

of the mainstream media only provide one story or ‘narrative’.  

All this implies that the subjectivity of the blog is its strength. It is precisely this strength 

that is criticised by Reeves, a journalist: the ‘limitations are that journalists should be objective, 

[but] bloggers express their own viewpoints’. 

In contrast to the bloggers, the journalists interviewed tended to be critical in relation to 

issues such as ‘standards of objectivity’ as Spinner perceives it. She sees blogs as a ‘contribution’ to 

mainstream reporting rather than objective in their own right. Reeves makes the most critical 

judgements. He regards blogging as untrustworthy because the information is not verified, although 

he does add that it is positive because provides opinions the media can then pick up. The answer to 

the problem of blogs’ objectivity and balance, says Khadduri, is to ‘latch onto blog sites that have 

been proven to you to be reliable in their reporting… [and]… take other blog sites with a pinch 

of salt’. 

In conclusion, the positives and negatives of blogs in comparison with traditional journalism 

need to be balanced. Blogs are independent and subjective; this is both valued and criticised.  In 

either regard, both forms of reporting can complement each other to provide various perspectives. 



69 

 

4.4 Truth in Relation to Mainstream Media  

According to Latuff, ‘The mainstream media is more objective because it’s more 

professional. However it’s not so truthful because it’s tied to corporate interests, business and 

politics’. He gives the example of the Arab Spring, saying that the Gulf media is in league with the 

aims of politics, as Libya and Syria are targeted by the American government. This professionalism 

is limiting for the mainstream media during war, regards Jarrar, because access to the facts is 

limited as the journalists are removed from the realities of war:‘livingin some 5 Star hotel…roaming 

the city in bulletproof cars’. This is where bloggers have an advantage, because ‘access to the facts 

is much easier’. Spinner, a journalist, makes the same point: ‘Citizens have access and can be places 

journalists cannot be’. 

Reeves strongly disagrees on this point of blogging objectivity, due to reasons of accuracy. 

He believes that in fact mainstream media is more accurate: ‘most journalists are objective’. This is 

also the case because different papers have different opinions: ‘My whole view is that we’re being 

constricted by information, 99% of which is useless’. In fact, the evidence of the popularity of blogs 

goes to show that they are not as inaccurate as that. Khaduri agrees with the inaccuracy, but 

believes the figure to be lower: ‘The inaccuracy figure may be closer to 30–40%’.  He states this is 

due to ‘misinformation’ posted by intelligence agencies and ‘spread by inexperienced bloggers 

before thorough verification’, thus implying that journalistic standards of fact checking are used to 
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some extent in genuine blogging, but should be used more, and that objectivity is an aim 

comparable with journalism. 

4.5 Alternative Perspectives 

The main reason for his blogging, explained Jarrar, was to reach out to the ‘English speaking 

audience... and provide them with an alternative narrative of what’s going on in Iraq’. He is critical 

of the U.S. invasion, and his aim was to provide a different opinion from the mainstream media, 

which blogging enabled him to do. This viewpoint is supported by Khadduri: ‘[Bloggers] do present 

a novel form of freedom in reporting of different perspectives’. William Reeves, however, doesn’t 

trust bloggers’ views as reliable, due to a lack of information on their sources. As a journalist, he 

prefers that method of reporting, but the same criticism of  trustworthiness can be applied to 

journalists, as  Carlos says: ‘I would prefer an amateur but honest blogger than a professional and 

corrupt journalist’. 

The implication of all this is that blogs can be considerably objective, but that work still 

needs to be done on fact checking and source verification. 

4.6 Criticisms and Limitations 

Lattuff states that ‘the limits of a blogger will be defined be him/herself, through self 

editing …’ Other limits include audience size. In this respect, Jarrar states that he often receives 

thousands of hits, and more if the mainstream media link to his stories. However, he contends that 
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this number is hardly comparable to the audience of ‘tens of millions’ enjoyed by the mainstream 

media. 

Khaduri lists some other limits: ‘Available time, loss of interest in the purpose of the blog 

due to external or internal causes, dwindling audience’ the trustworthiness of the sources. The 

quality of reporting on blogs is given as another limitation by Jarrar, due to a lack of training when 

compared with journalists in mainstream media. Spinner continues on the same issue, ‘you also 

need journalists with a track record for solid reporting and I’d argue some [journalism] training to 

evaluate the citizen journalism for the reader and viewer’. Reeve also regards that bloggers are not 

educated in journalism: ‘It has absolutely no journalistic balance, because they’re citizens they 

might be truthful but don’t make experienced or educated reports’. Spinner also argues that ‘anyone 

can start a blog; anyone can offer reporting…it is often hard for the average reader and viewer to 

determine what is legitimate’. 

In conclusion, there are various limits to and criticisms of blogging, but blogging is 

relatively in its infancy, and it is a positive step that these issues are being identified. Bloggers, say 

the journalists, need to be more educated in journalism. However, they would require separate 

training from journalists as they are a practising a different form of reporting. 

4.7 Bloggers Hired by Mainstream Media  

Jarrar does not feel the trend towards bloggers being hired by the mainstream, (known as 

amplification) necessarily leads to more objectivity. In fact he argues that mainstream media 
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selectively chooses those bloggers whose views are in line with their own. He adds that they 

increase their circulation as they amplify the expression of bloggers they agree with and that are in 

line with their own broadcasts. For example, he states that bloggers who were on the side of the 

occupation were deliberately promoted, and those in opposition and those who ‘exposed its ugly 

side’ were not often promoted. 

Both Spinner and Khaduri agree that amplification is a positive development in terms of 

objectivity because it gives bloggers ‘a larger platform and legitimacy’ (Spinner), and ‘because they 

have proved the quality of their reporting’ (Khadduri). However they both feel, in answer to Jarrar’s 

point about the media only accepting the bloggers they agree with, that, in Spinner’s words, ‘I don’t 

see how it’s a bad thing as long as the blogger is able to maintain his or her independence’. They 

both believe bloggers should stay in control of their own output, that bloggers should not become 

influenced by editorial input and decisions; they should therefore keep their voice, as Khadduri 

states, ‘as long as bloggers maintain due diligence against their editors’.  

Reeves, who is in the most part critical of blogging, is also in support of bloggers working 

with the mainstream and without criticism, considering the mainstream to add legitimacy. ‘People 

know who Salam Pax is, he was recruited because the mainstream media found him a reliable 

source’. Latuff, on the other hand, is entirely critical of amplification: ‘If you are hired by 

mainstream media, say goodbye to your independence’.  
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In conclusion, the negative and positive influences of the mainstream media on blogging 

objectivity need to be put in perspective in a balanced way. What these writers are collectively 

implying is that the mainstream takes its own views into account when hiring bloggers, and tries to 

influence them, but the advantage for the bloggers is that they reach a larger audience, and become 

more trustworthy. The payoff may be loss of independence, but this ‘damage’ can be limited if 

bloggers stay in control of their output. 

4.8 Analysis of findings 

Firstly the results were categorised into twenty themes, the first half of which were related to 

propaganda and the second half to objectivity. For the purposes of this research, the categories of 

support for war are linked to the issue of propaganda, and the categories of opposition to the war are 

linked to objectivity, fairness and truth. This may be a simplification, but these are difficult issues to 

measure due to various definitions and theories. However, the basic idea from the literature review 

was that propaganda is used to gain support for war, so issues of support were categorised in this 

way. It also emerged from the review that objectivity in the form of truth is related to facts, and 

what can be seen and heard, so these points in the articles are categorised as such. The raw data 

appears in data tables 1, 2, 3 and 4. These themes were organised in relation to the article they 

appeared in. There were forty articles and twenty categories. The units of measurement were 

sentences. 

 
Theme 1 - (research objective 2 critical evaluation of the issues of reporting changes 

between the Vietnam and Iraq wars): comparison  of objectivity and propaganda categories 

through content analysis. 

In order to evaluate and discuss these findings, the analysis was thematically categorised. 



74 

 

The findings of this table were arrived at by adding each category of each war together in 

relation to their relevant newspaper sources which were then grouped into the relevant war then 

calculating their percentage by dividing the number for each category by the total number of 

sentences for each war (sentences for both papers in each war were added together) and multiplying 

by 100.  
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Table 1 

Grouped results in percentages 

Vietnam War 

New York Times/ 

Guardian/Observer 

Iraq War 

New York 

Times/Guardian/Observer 

Govt. voices in support 0.36% 0.46% 

Military voices in support 0.06% 0.88% 

Officials in support 0.20% 0.17% 

Civilians in support 0.06% 0.38% 

Gains e.g  in battle, oil 0.04% 0.52% 

Opposition military casualties 0.02% 0.05% 

Western public voices in support   

Communist/terrorist threat 0.14% 0.92% 

Defence of freedom and democracy  0.04% 

Liberation/protection of people from 

regime 

 0.24% 

Criticism by opposition civilians and 

refugees 

0.02% 0.75% 

Anti-war voices and western public 

criticism 

0.66% 0.01% 
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Table 1- percentage of sentences within 10 categories of objectivity and 10 of propaganda during the Iraq and Vietnam 
Wars  

Official western critics 0.92% 0.26% 

Military critics 0.98% 0.18% 

Discussion of western guilt and 

aggression 

0.16% 0.03% 

Civilian casualties  0.42% 

Military casualties western 0.10% 0.16% 

Other defeats and losses e.g battles, 

Tet. 

1.12% 0.06% 

Destruction and impact on civilian lives  0.50% 0.49% 

Long- term effects of war 0.20%  
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Discussion of table 1 and fig.1 results 

Highest reported category: Vietnam 

This graph indicates that during the Vietnam war, the objective category of other defeats and 

losses had the largest amount of coverage, at 1.12%, indicating this as the most important issue 

within objective reporting. This indicates the importance and relevance of providing truthful 

reporting of what actually took place. 

Lowest reported category: Vietnam  

As to the lowest amount of coverage, this was the issue of opposition military casualties, at 

0.02%. This issue relates to propaganda and indicates its lack of suitability for propaganda 

purposes, perhaps due to few casualties or due to it being a controversial topic. Reporting of the 

same issue during Iraq, was at 0.05%, with a difference of 0.3%, only slightly higher, indicating a 

move towards propaganda. The other lowest issue during Vietnam was the objective category of 

criticism by opposition civilians and refugees, perhaps due to problems of access or language 

barriers.  

Omitted categories: Vietnam 

Omissions can be very telling, and may indicate issues which require further consideration. 

There were a few during Vietnam, namely the propaganda issue of Western public voices of 

support. This further highlights the importance of critical reporting of public views during this war, 

which is in the objective category (above). Other omissions during the reporting of this war were 

the propaganda category of defence of freedom and democracy and liberation/protection of people 
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from regime. An omission which might be considered as contributing to propaganda was in the 

category civilian casualties, the reporting of which may have provided a fuller picture of the war. 
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Highest reported categories: Iraq 

The highest reported issue during Iraq was the propaganda issue of the communist/terrorist 

threat, at 0.92%. This indicates the importance of this propaganda argument to raise support for the 

war. This is further highlighted when considering the reporting of the same issue during the 

Vietnam war which was only the 14th most important issue reported, at 0.14%. The issue was 

therefore reported three times as much during Iraq. When compared to the highest reported issue 

during Vietnam, which was the objectivity category of other defeats and losses,  the fact that the 

Iraq war’s highest category was a propaganda one highlights how changes have taken place in 

propaganda reporting.  

Lowest reported category: Iraq 

In relation to the Iraq war, the lowest amount of coverage. 0.01%, was given to the 

objectivity categories of anti-war voices and western public criticism. This number is virtually 

nominal when compared with the reporting of the same issue during Vietnam; at 0.66%, there is a 

significant difference of 0.65%. The anti-war movement fell from being the sixth most important 

category out of twenty to the lowest reported. This implies a major shift towards propaganda. 

Omitted categories: Iraq 

During the Iraq War, the propaganda category of Western public voices in support and the 

objective category of long-term effects of war were omitted. The first omission indicates a lack of 

coverage of public opinion in general during this war, when compared with the lowest reported 

category of anti-war opinion. Although this omission may indicate objectivity, the fact that other 

official opinions in support were highly reported indicates the importance of official voices in 

reporting. The omitted category of long-term effects of war indicates the lack of priority given to 

reporting negative consequences of war. In Vietnam it was the sixth most reported category.  In 
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comparison with the omissions during Vietnam reporting, which were related to causes of war 

(defence of freedom and democracy and liberation of people from regime) this indicates a move 

towards less objectivity, and more propaganda to raise support for war. This indicates a growing 

lack of concern towards negative consequences and may lead to less media and public questioning 

of an actual need for war.  

Overall, the results of table one indicate that  Vietnam War had higher reporting categories 

of objectivity, and the Iraq War higher propaganda categories, indicating that reporting objectivity 

has been replaced by propaganda 

 
Theme 2 - (research  objective 2  critical evaluation of the issues of reporting changes 

between the Vietnam and Iraq wars): Comparison between overall objectivity and 

propaganda between the Vietnam and Iraq Wars. 

Table 1 - Objectivity and propaganda compared between Iraq and Vietnam Wars, in Western liberal newspapers 

Analysis table 2 Objectivity Propaganda 

Vietnam War reports 6.01% 1.14% 

Iraq War reports 2.38% 2.30% 
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Figure 1- Objectivity and propaganda compared between Iraq and Vietnam Wars, in Western liberal newspapers 

 
Discussion of table 2, and fig.2 
 

The analysis of table and graph 2 indicates that reporting objectivity decreased by almost 

two- thirds, from 6.01% to 2.38, Iraq and Vietnam. Conversely, propaganda more than doubled, 

from 1.14% to 2.30, by 1.16%, from Vietnam to Iraq. 

The difference of 4.87% between the high percentage of objectivity and low percentage of 

propaganda during the Vietnam War is significant when compared to the slight difference  of 0.08% 

between propaganda and objectivity during the Iraq War. The results indicate a trend towards less 

objectivity in relation to more propaganda and an increasing lack of value placed on objectivity in 

journalism.  
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In summary, these findings indicate that there was significantly more objectivity than propaganda 

during Vietnam, but that this level of propaganda has doubled during Iraq. In contrast, Iraq 

objectivity has decreased to less than half the amount of Vietnam objectivity and Iraq objectivity is 

at a similar level to Iraq propaganda. 

Theme 3 - (research objective 2 : Comparison between objectivity and propaganda  

between the Vietnam and Iraq Wars and between the New York Times and the 

Guardian. 

Analysis  

table 3 

Objectivity 

NewYork Times 

Objectivity 

Guardian/ 

Observer 

Propaganda 

NewYork Times 

Propaganda 

Guardian/ 

Observer 

Vietnam War 3.78% 8.18% 0.68% 1.60% 

Iraq War 3.56% 1.61% 2.21% 2.38% 
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Table 3-Comparison of objectivity and propaganda between the Iraq War and Vietnam War and bertween U.S. and U.K. 
liberal newspapers. 

Figure 2 - Comparison of objectivity and propaganda between the Iraq and Vietnam wars and between U.S. liberal 
newspaper and British liberal newspaper 

 
 
Discussion of table 3 and fig. 3 
 

These results indicate a big difference in objective reporting of Vietnam between the New  

York Times at 3.78% and the Guardian more than double at 8.18%.. Also in relation to Vietnam, 

the table indicates that propaganda in the New York Times was 0.68% and 1.60% in the Guardian, 

with the Guardian’s propaganda being nearly two and a half times higher.  

For the Iraq War, the results seem to indicate an opposing trend. Objectivity in the New 

York Times is at 3.56% but only 1.61% – less than half – in the Guardian. 

However, in relation to propaganda, the New York Times is at 2.21% and the Guardian at 

2.28%; the difference is minute. The results could therefore be described as similar to each other 

and due to their small size may not actually indicate a trend towards more propaganda in the 

Guardian in relation to the New York Times. In summary, during Vietnam, objectivity and 

propaganda were both significantly higher in the Guardian when compared to the New York Times. 

In relation to the Iraq War, the results indicate that there was significantly more objectivity 

in the New York Times when compared to the Guardian. The amount of propaganda in the two 

papers was, however, similar. 

Objectivity between the wars decreased in the British paper, but remained the same in the 

U.S. paper. Propaganda increased in both the papers between the wars, more so in the New York 

Times than in the Guardian. During Vietnam the British liberal press seems to have been more than 

during Iraq, when the U.S. liberal press seems to have been more objective. 
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These results may reflect that during Vietnam, the papers could afford to be more objective 

as Britain was not taking part so propaganda was not required to raise public support, whereas 

during Iraq, British public support was required as it was involved in a foreign, American war, so 

increased propaganda was reported in the news. 

Analysis of group 1, table/ and fig. 1 content analysis results with group 2 interview results 

The results of group 1, table 1 indicate that there were differences in reporting objectivity 

and propaganda between the Iraq and Vietnam war with certain categories increasing in propaganda 

during the Iraq War compared to the Vietnam war, and objectivity as decreasing. For example, 

negative consequences of war such as long-term effects became omitted, but had been sixth highest 

reported category during Vietnam. These omissions (of a tangible category) created a bias towards 

propaganda.  

Instead, theoretical causes and reasons such as the communist/terrorist threat became the 

highest reported, and more important during Iraq than the tangible consequences reported during 

Vietnam. Compared with the high importance of reporting of negative consequences during 

Vietnam, this shows that propagandist causes became more important than objective consequences. 

Therefore, in relation to categories within reporting, war blogging might provide a more 

diverse viewpoint, with views neglected or marginalised in the mainstream also being included, 

thus reversing the trend of less objectivity.  

Secondly, an important table 1 finding was that anti-war voices, an objective category, was 

the lowest reported category during the Iraq war, though during Vietnam had been high on the 

agenda, at sixth place and at a relevant 0.65% higher. This number might have been even higher but 

in the analysis, anti-war military members had been classed in the category of critical voices in the 

military. However, blogging may be providing a reverse of this trend towards lack of criticism. For 
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instance, as Jarrar explains, he was ‘critical of the US invasion’, and blogging enabled him to 

provide a different opinion from the mainstream media. This viewpoint is supported by Khadduri: 

‘[bloggers] present a novel form of freedom in reporting of different perspectives’.  

The interview results show that blogging should provide a more objective view of war than  

traditional news because of its ‘different perspectives’ and ‘critical’  values such as anti- war views. 

The content analysis results show that anti-war perspectives seem to have decreased in the 

mainstream media  since Vietnam, where it was a highly reported category, but became among the 

lowest reported during Iraq. This decrease in objectivity is  also shown by the omission during Iraq  

of the objective categories of  defeats and losses, which had been the highest reported during 

Vietnam. 

(The highest reported and propaganda category in mainstream media of theoretical causes of 

war may be contrasted with their objectivity in reporting ‘critical perspectives’ of blogs, as well as 

their diverse and marginalised viewpoints, indicating a comparative lack of propaganda in blogs) 

Analysis of group 1, table and fig. 2 results with group 2 interview results 
 

Compared with group two interview findings, the results in table two were similar to table 

one, showing a trend towards more objectivity between Vietnam and Iraq. However, table two 

represents an overview of all the findings of the research categories of objectivity and propaganda 

in each paper, instead of the detailed results for table one which represented each subcategory 

making up objectivity and propaganda. 

Table two indicates that objectivity had significantly decreased between the wars, by almost 

two thirds, and that conversely propaganda had more than doubled. It also indicated that 

propaganda during Vietnam was a significant 4.87% lower than objectivity, but that during Iraq 

propaganda was actually 0.8% higher.  This seems a nominal figure, but its significance can be 

surmised when compared with the difference of lower propaganda and higher objectivity during 
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Vietnam. Table two results show an increasing trend towards propaganda with an equal value put 

on objective reporting and propaganda reporting. 

These findings indicate that in the traditional liberal media of the U.K. and the U.S., 

objective reporting during war is no longer considered more important than reporting propaganda, 

since they have become equally reported. Also, the decrease of objective reporting by two-thirds 

between the two wars indicates an increasing lack of value attributed to objective war reporting 

within the mainstream liberal Western media. 

In contrast, the results of the interviews paint a different picture: that war blogs may be more 

objective or truthful than traditional news reporting. This objectivity is discussed by Spinner and 

Jarrar, who agree that citizen bloggers have an advantage due to better accessibility to facts. 

Another reason for blogs being more objective, says Khadduri, is due to eyewitness reports.  A third 

reason is given by Jarrar who says bloggers ‘tell it like they saw it’. The fourth reason for the 

advantage of blogs, states Lattuf, is that the mainstream media is biased in favour of power, that it is 

tied to ‘corporate interests, business and  politics’.  The lack of these interests in war blogging, he 

says, makes it more truthful. 

Here arises the difference between the truthfulness of subjectivity and the biases towards 

business or politicians in journalistic objectivity, implying that the journalistic truth may be better 

arrived at through subjectivity. This raises the problem of the definition of objectivity. The bloggers 

had different views on this. Some describe blogging as subjective, because it is personal. Jarrar 

regards this lack of journalistic objectivity as ‘a good thing’ because ‘most bloggers out there are 

openly subjective - telling the story how they see it. A more objective viewpoint than that of 

traditional media can be obtained by reading several blogs, ‘to conclude the real story’. This is in 

contrast, he says, to the mainstream media which tends to support ‘the same narrative more or less’. 
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Propaganda also exists in war blogs, but in covert forms. Jarrar states that ‘propaganda can 

occur through fake blogs or fake news...the U.S. military owns software that can create and 

maintain tens of thousands of fake Facebook accounts.’ This view is supported by Khadduri and by 

Spinner, who proposes close analysis of blogs in order to be certain of their truthfulness.  

         This evaluation leads to the conclusion that objectivity in war reporting has possibly 

increased through war blogs, but that there may be a certain amount of propaganda which is 

difficult to determine due to its covert nature. Overall, the contribution by blogs to increased 

objectivity in relation to the decreased objectivity of traditional news media means that overall 

reporting of the Iraq War may not have decreased in objectivity. It might be at a similar level to the 

Vietnam War but further research into blogs needs to be undertaken, perhaps through content 

analysis.  

Analysis of group 1, table and fig. 3 content analysis results with group 2 interview results 

During Vietnam the British liberal press seems to have been more objective compared to  

Iraq when the U.S. liberal press seems to have been more objective. There seems to be more 

propaganda in both papers since Vietnam, with a bigger increase in the New York Times. 

In contrast the results of theme 2 indicate blogging might be more truthful than traditional 

news reporting. Truth being one definition of objectivity, blogging may be more objective than 

traditional newspapers. As a result, objective reporting of Iraq may be higher than indicated by the 

tables, meaning that reporting objectivity, including blogs and traditional news, may not have 

decreased since Vietnam, but stayed the same or even increased. This is important when comparing 

traditional news of the U.S. and U.K., as the same blogs can be accessible in any country via the 

net. This universality of blogs ought to contribute to objective reporting within any country. 
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This leads to the discussion of what is known as amplification, when mainstream media 

publicise selected bloggers. This may increase the impact of blogging objectivity; as Raed says, it 

increases his audience size. On the other hand, mainstream media might also influence an amplified 

blogger’s voice, who might then lose objectivity. Both Spinner and Khadduri agree that 

amplification is a positive development as long as the bloggers’ work does not become influenced 

by the editorial decisions of the mainstream media they are working for. Spinner suggests it gives 

bloggers a ‘larger platform and more legitimacy’. In Jarrar’s experience amplification led to more 

objectivity in the mainstream news as it was a positive development which increased his audience 

size, and he was able to continue in his aim to provide ‘an alternative narrative of what’s going on 

in Iraq’. 

However the impact of blogging objectivity may also be limited due to views. As Jarrar 

explains, that despite receiving ‘hundreds or a few thousands checking my blog every day, and I get 

more hits when mainstream media links to me. But they get tens of millions of views’. This does 

imply that blogs’ potential to reach audiences is currently under utilised. 

These empirical content analysis findings and interview findings do not support my 

hypothesis that objectivity in war  reporting has decreased in the last 57 years between the Vietnam 

and Iraq wars, because although it had decreased in traditional media, it has increased through war 

blogs; therefore it has possibly stayed the same, or may even have increased. One interesting 

interview finding was that the journalists interviewed tended to be critical of war blogging in 

relation to what Spinner calls ‘standards of objectivity’. She regards them as a ‘contribution to 

mainstream reporting rather than objective in their own right’. Reliability and verification of 

information (Khadduri) have emerged  as issues needing to be addressed.  

Synthesis group 1 and group 2 results with literature review. 
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These empirical findings will be compared and synthesised with the literature review 

findings in relation to the research themes and objectives. These findings will be compared and 

contrasted to examine and interpret the hypothesis that objectivity in war reporting has decreased 

and propaganda has increased over the 57 years between the Vietnam and Iraq wars. 

Objective 1 – To examine the hypothesis through interpretation of literature on war 

reporting  

    Objective 2 – To evaluate the hypothesis by establishing through fieldwork of content 

analysis, the reporting objectivity for each war. 

 Objective 3 – To evaluate the hypothesis through investigating proposals of the view that 

new forms of war reporting emerged, especially citizen journalism. 
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Theme 1, table and fig. 1, of objective 2 content analysis, compared with objective 3 
interviews, and with objective 1 literature review 
  

Content analysis results show that the objective category of defeats and losses seems to be 

decreasing in the mainstream media since Vietnam.  

During Vietnam it was the highest reported category, but became among the lowest during 

Iraq. The highest reported category during Iraq was, however, the propaganda category of the 

communist/terrorist threat. In contrast, the interview findings show that blogging may be providing 

objective views as high reported categories, therefore providing a more objective view of war than  

traditional news. 

The content analysis findings are supported by the literature review, which shows that the 

reporting of losses contributed to objective reporting of Vietnam, however the prevalence of this 

reporting was controversial due to its impact and perceived loss of public support, which set a 

precedent for future restrictions on reporting. One such issue of loss the review discussed was the 

Tet offensive. This was both reported as a ‘loss’ (Stearman 2010, p.113) or ‘stalemate’ (Brewer 

2008, p.208). Hallin (1989 p.73) believes it was interpreted by journalist with regard to what it 

represented, not what took place. Therefore reported as a loss meant ‘the war was not under control’ 

and that this ‘confirmed public doubts’ (Brewer 2008, p.208).’. 

The review findings support the content analysis finding that the highest reported category 

during Iraq was in relation to propaganda, and the finding that blogs emerged as a result in order to 

counteract the propaganda and provide criticism of the U.S. invasion, which was, supposedly, based 

on the terrorist threat. Blogs therefore aimed to provide objective reporting of Iraq.  The critical 

perspectives of blogs may also have balanced out the reduction between the wars in reporting the 

anti-war movement in the mainstream media. 
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Another finding, as indicated by content analysis, theme 1, is the increased reporting during 

Iraq of theoretical reasons related to propaganda such as the communist/terrorist threat (the highest 

reported during Iraq) as reasons for the West to go to war. Categories which aim to create public 

support can also be contrasted with the ‘critical perspectives’ of bloggers in group 2 findings, and 

indicate that blogs may therefore include less propaganda. The content analysis of the reasons why 

the West should go to war is supported by the literature review. Iraq's Weapons of mass destruction 

and their threat to the U.S. were an excuse for the war states Brewer (2000 p.243) who advocates 

that the war was justified through removal of Saddam's WMDs as However despite lack of 

evidence, the media still supported the government's allegations; argues Zelizer (2004 p.292), 

whose content analysis found 91% mentions in support but only 15% discrediting the allegations 

In contrast, war blogging may provide contrasting findings of reasons for the war. Blogging 

was found to provide a more diverse viewpoint than traditional reporting, with views neglected or 

marginalised in the mainstream also being included, as well as more critical reporting. Therefore, 

blogging should provide a more objective view of war in this respect than traditional news. It was 

found in the literature review that bloggers regarded the U.S. as aggressors, in contrast to any threat 

of WMDs stated by the mainstream press. This finding of blogging objectivity is supported by the 

literature review as Zelizer 2004, p.359) puts it, ' blogs showed how opposing viewpoints were 

being ignored and that  Personal witness accounts were posted by war bloggers in order to balance 

conventional news. Salam Pax was one such blogger, states (Zelizer p.360-361) and that he was 

opposed to, and expressed his anger at the U.S. aggression, as well as Saddam's totalitarianism.  
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Theme 2/table 2 and fig. 2 content analysis objective 2, compared with objective 3, 

interviews on blogging, and objective 1, literature review 

Table two indicates that objectivity significantly decreased between the wars, by almost two 

thirds, and that conversely propaganda had also more than doubled. Propaganda during Vietnam 

was a significant 4.87% lower than objectivity, but during Iraq was actually 0.8% higher.   

These findings indicate that between Vietnam and Iraq, within traditional media, the 

reduction of  objective reporting meant that it was no longer considered as important as it had been, 

and no more important than the reporting of propaganda, which increased between the wars. During 

Iraq, propaganda was reported at slightly higher levels than objectivity, perhaps indicating the 

changes towards the possible dominance of propaganda in traditional media and a lack of the 

importance of objectivity in war reporting. The literature review supports the findings that 

objectivity during the Iraq war was overshadowed by propaganda during Iraq as a result of the 

restrictions placed on journalists. The literature review states that freedom of reporting during 

Vietnam meant ‘the press could go anywhere and write and film what it liked’ (Knightley, 1996, 

p.15). After Vietnam,  controls and limits to access to battle zones were enforced on reporting as 

those freedoms had been regarded as creating anti- authoritarian versions of the war and 'a threat to 

the war effort itself' (Buchanan 2011,p.102 p). Zelizer (2004, p.190) explains that the controls were 

implemented because ‘somehow the media...were to blame for the U.S. losing the war.’ Chomsky 

(1994 p.xiv) argues that these accusations were ludicrous, but that they covered up the media’s 

propagandist role in its adherence to government policies. Buchanan argues that journalists saw 

these limits to press freedom as going against democratic principles, and unacceptable from those in 

power. 
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In contrast to decreased objectivity within traditional media, the findings from the group 3 

interviews paint an opposite picture within blogging; that war blogs were more objective than 

traditional media and that that they emerged due to mainstream news being uncritical of war. 

Bloggers aimed to provide a different version from mainstream propagandist views. Therefore, 

blogging may be more objective or truthful than traditional news reporting. This objectivity is 

discussed by Spinner and Jarrar (p.57-58) who agree that citizen bloggers have an advantage due to 

better accessibility to facts and eyewitness reports (Khadduri), and that blogging is more truthful 

because it is not biased towards those in power, unlike mainstream media. 

In this respect, the literature review supports the finding of increased objectivity of 

warblogs. Zelizer (2004,p.361) argues that the positive aspect of this new way of reporting was that 

it allowed varying and relegated viewpoints and political beliefs argues Zelizer (2004,p.361) and 

quotes journalist Paul Andrews (2003): 'media coverage of the war that most Americans saw was so 

jingoistic and administration-friendly as to proscribe any sense of impartiality or balance’          

Here arises the difference between the truthfulness of blogging subjectivity and the biases of 

professional journalism in favour of the powerful, through journalistic objectivity and its ‘balance’ 

which treats different views as equal even if they may not be true.. This implies that the goal of 

journalistic truth may be arrived at better through subjectivity than traditional journalistic 

objectivity and professionalism.  

This perspective is supported in the literature review by Cohen (2010, p.115 citing Mathews 

and William, 1998, p.70-71), who asserts that ‘routine [journalistic] objectivity is a reductive 

method...because all viewpoints are considered equal despite this not being the case’ adding that  

some can be born of ignorance, for example.  

Another criticism of journalistic objectivity is indicated by Carruthers (2000, p.18) who 

suggests that ‘objectivity’ should not be taken as synonymous with truthfulness. She regards that in 
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objectivity  ‘dominant understandings and values are reproduced’. While Jarrar supports the notion 

of subjective truth reaching objectivity, Carruthers (2000, p.23a) makes the same point, concluding 

that open subjectivity may lead to truthbecause of its 'willingness to make explicit judgements on 

the relative merits of competing truth claims'.   

Therefore, in relation to the hypothesis, war reporting objectivity as found in the content 

analysis has decreased, but as shown in the interviews has increased through blogging. Therefore 

overall objectivity may have stayed the same between the Vietnam and Iraq wars. 

Theme 3 /table and fig. 3 of content analysis objective 2, compared with objective 3 

interviews on blogging, and with objective 1, literature review 

Theme 3 indicates that during Vietnam the British liberal press seems to have been more 

objective when compared to  Iraq, where the U.S. liberal press seems to have been more objective. 

There seems to be more propaganda in both papers since Vietnam, with a bigger increase in the 

New York Times.  

In relation to objective 1, the review seems to give a different picture, however. Fahmy 

(2008 p.457) suggests that the U.S. had more troops, and as the majority of the British public 

opposed the war and the majority of Americans supported it, points to the analysis that the British 

media may have needed to raise increased support, and would therefore be less objective than U.S. 

media since ‘the success of the Iraq War depended on [this support]’. (Fahmy 2008 p.455). Despite 

this analysis which would support the literature review. However Fahmy (2008 p.456-457) contends 

that actually the American  media may have presented news  more patriotically due to  audience 

demand, and  that  due to lack of support of the war  from the majority of British people, and meet 

their demand Britain’s media may have been more critical. Both analyses may be valid, and as 

Fahmy’s research was based on photographs, this is an area to consider in further research.    
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In relation to blogs, their contribution to objectivity in reaction to mainstream news is 

supported by the literature review. These have the potential to override individual countries’ media 

presentation of war. According to Bivens (2008 p.196), the advantage of blogs in their impact  is 

that they influence and contribute to alternative viewpoints in the media, and therefore increase 

objectivity in the public sphere, thus adding to public debate and informed discussion (Downey and 

Fenton, 2003, p.193).  

The Bloggers confirmed this finding, for instance Jarrar  purporting to aim his criticism of 

the Iraq war to a universal audience. War blogs are often aided by the mainstream media through 

amplification, for example Jarrar states his audience increases to ‘thousands’ when his blog 

becomes linked. 

This impact of blogs and their objectivity on the mainstream media was indicated by in the 

literature review by Allen (2009 p.33): ‘war bloggers eventually made themselves heard by the 

mainstream media which had initially scorned them’. As objectivity is shown to have decreased in 

the mainstream media, bloggers have realised the need for objective war reporting, and made 

inroads into the traditional media. As a result objectivity has remained the same since Vietnam, and 

perhaps increased, still war blogs have huge potential to transform they way war is reported and 

understood universally. 
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Chapter 5: Conclusion 

5.1 Introduction 

The overall aim of this research was to examine the issues of objectivity and propaganda 

between the Vietnam and Iraq Wars in Liberal Western news and citizen journalism. 

The research objectives were examined and interpreted in relation to the hypothesis that 

objectivity in war reporting has decreased in the last 57 years between the Vietnam and Iraq wars. 

The research objectives were revisited in this section to see how they were met, by summarising the 

findings of the literature review and previous case study chapter. Finally, the limitations were 

explored and the value of this research, and recommendations, were offered. 

5.2 Research objectives: Summary of findings and conclusions 

The literature review set out theories and definitions of objectivity and propaganda. It then 

identified ways in which these applied to the Vietnam and  Iraq Wars, with respect to how these 

were reported. Objectivity was related to journalistic freedoms and negative and critical reporting 

Propaganda was related to government media manipulation and journalistic restrictions. Content 

analysis and interview findings were separated into themes related to these issues.. 

Objective 1- Examination of knowledge of war reporting. 

 The literature clarified theories of journalistic objectivity and propaganda. It then identified  

ways  these issues applied to the Vietnam and Iraq wars. 

Objective 2 - Evaluation of the issues of reporting changes between the Vietnam and Iraq 

wars through the framework of content analysis.  
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The stories were from the Guardian/Observer and New York Times. 20 categories were 

measured within objectivity and propaganda. These were compared through sentence number and 

percentage calculations.  

Objective 3 – Investigate proposals that new firms of war reporting have emerged to 

counteract the increase in propaganda in traditional media. To meet this, objective two and three 

findings were set against interviews conducted with three Iraqi war bloggers and two Western war 

journalists to examine the relevance of war blogging. 

The findings of the three objectives were set out in summary form, Next, these  findings 

were compared to the literature review summary findings and in relation to the hypothesis.  

5.3 Comparison of categories of objectivity and propaganda during the Vietnam and Iraq 

Wars 

The first content analysis theme indicates that there were differences in the amount of 

reporting of the various categories during the wars, and the propaganda categories showed increased 

reporting during Iraq, with a decrease in objective categories. Theoretical and propagandist 

categories of causes of war became the highest reported during Iraq, but negative and tangible 

consequences, which had been among the highest reported during Vietnam, became omitted during 

Iraq. Results also showed that anti-war reporting significantly decreased between the wars. 

 Objective one of the literature review supports these objective two content analysis 

findings, of the high reporting of negative consequences of losses during Vietnam contributing to 

objectivity as for instance the review shows the controversy over the outcome of the Tet Offensive 

(Hallin 1989 p.173). This set a precedent for controls on future war reporting during Iraq, and high 

reporting of theoretical excuses for war such as the terrorist threat (Brewer 2000 p. 243). In this 

respect, objective three, through the interviews, found that blogging aimed to ‘provide an alternative 
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narrative’ of Iraq to that of the West which meant different aspects of the war were being blogged 

when compared to mainstream media, and that its ‘critical’ values provided reporting of otherwise 

marginalised perspectives. 

The review, through objective one, also supports the content analysis finding that blogs 

emerged during Iraq to counteract the propaganda and critique the invasion. The review also 

showed that blogging’s critical perspective counteracted the reduction between the wars in reporting 

of the anti-war movement through the mainstream media.  

5.4 Comparison of overall findings of objectivity and propaganda between the Vietnam 

and Iraq wars 

The second theme of the content analysis, objective two, indicated an overall trend towards 

significantly decreasing objectivity and significantly increasing propaganda showing the lack of 

importance attributed to objective war reporting in current Western Liberal Media, and that 

objectivity and propaganda are perceived as equally important. The review, objective one, supports 

these findings, as it demonstrates that objectivity during Iraq was controlled through reporting 

restrictions and uncritical reporting. 

 These findings, when set against the review findings of relative press freedom, support the 

content analysis findings of decreased objectivity from Vietnam to Iraq.  

In contrast, through objective three it was found that war bloggers realised the importance of 

objective reporting of war, and that this was the reason for blogs taking off in popularity during 

Iraq. Bloggers also had practical and other advantages in relation to mainstream journalists, which 

aided their objectivity, or truth, (different to professional journalistic objectivity). In relation to the 

literature review, objective one, the findings on this theme support the findings of objective two, 

interviews. 
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5.5 Comparison of War Reporting within Liberal Newspapers of the U.K.  and U.S. and 

with War blogs 

The third section of the content analysis, objective two, compared two liberal newspapers 

for both wars, and uncovered that the British liberal press were more objective during Vietnam, but 

the U.S. liberal press more objective during Iraq. This may be due to attempts to gain increased 

support from a British audience, as Britain was not the main protagonist of the war. 

In relation to objective three, interview findings, these suggest increased objectivity of blogs 

when compared to mainstream news and their increased impact through a universal audience. 

Amplification of blogs also contributes increased objectivity, increasing audience size, although the 

influencing of blogs by the media through amplification is a concern.  

Objective one the review, supported finding of the objectivity of blogs in contrast to the 

mainstream media, as well as their impact through amplification. This implies that blogs may lead 

to increased objectivity in the mainstream media.  

5.6 Findings in Relation to Hypothesis 

The hypothesis that objectivity in war reporting decreased over the last 57 years was only 

confirmed in relation to objective two in traditional Western media, the content analysis findings. 

The objective three findings, interviews on blogging, indicated that objectivity was higher in war 

blogs when compared to traditional media. A significant finding was the potential of blogs to 

actually increase reporting objectivity, a trend towards the opposite direction to the one 

hypothesised, and a possible area of further research. Therefore overall reporting objectivity 

between the Vietnam and Iraq wars was found to have stayed the same, but has the potential to 

increase through increased audience size and amplification. Thus the case study findings were in 

contradiction to the hypothesis. 
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5.7 Limits and recommendations 

Although the research has been thorough for this project, these findings may not apply 

universally to the relevant wars, but to the specific newspapers and journalists involved. The 

research is also limited due to small sample sizes. This is the nature of study conducted by only one 

researcher and in a limited time frame. However, the results may serve as a useful starting point or 

background for any researcher. Recommendations could be to: conduct content analysis of blogs to 

determine their rates of objectivity; attempt to uncover fake propaganda; examine other types of 

blogs, such as traditional war journalists’ and military blogs, and audience size of the media being 

researched; or examine the difference in objectivity and propaganda between print and photo 

journalism.  

The value of this research is an increased critical understanding of issues which affect 

everyone, especially in relation to how propaganda is perpetuated by the media. This would aid 

journalism’s goals of reporting the truth and also in the media and audience making more informed 

decisions. Better understanding the ways in which war is reported would also contribute to 

informed and critical debate in the public sphere and better serve the aims of democracy. 
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Appendices 

Appendix A-Textual Analysis Template Questions 

Government voices in support of the war 

Military voices in support of the war 

Other officials in support of the war 

Opposition civilian voices in support of war 

Gains such as in battle, prisoners, or oil 

Opposition military casualties 

Western public voices in support 

Communist/ terrorist threat 

Defence of freedom and democracy 

Liberation/ protection of people from regime 

Criticism by civilians and refugees 

Anti- war voices and western public criticism 

Military criticism 

Official criticism 

Discussion of Western guilt and aggression 

Civilian casualties 

Military casualties, Western 

Other defeats and losses, e.g Tet 
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Destruction and impact on civilian lives 

Long-term effects of war 

 

Appendix B- Interview Questions 

 

1-Why did you start blogging, and what are your reasons? 

 

do you read blogs, and why? 

 

2-Is citizen journalism less or more objective/truthful than mainstream media?  

 

3-Does it point towards a trend towards more objective war reporting? Has this changed 

through blogging? 

 

4- Do blogs represent a freedom in reporting different perspectives, for example 

 

citizens’ views? How important is this? 

 

5-What are the limitations to blogging? 
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6- What are your views on blogging’s  objectivity or lack of professional journalistic 

 

 balance? Is that a good thing or a bad thing? 

 

7- Is embedding more or less objective than blogging and why? 

 

8-Sometimes bloggers are recruited into the mainstream media e.g. Salam Pax. Is 

 

 this a good or bad thing in terms of objectivity and why? 

 

9- Can blogs be part of propaganda campaigns? 
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Appendix C-Articles in Content Analysis.  

 

Iraq War- New York Times 

 

1-Last convoy of American Troops Leave Iraq- Tim Arango and Michael S. Schmit. Dec.18,  

 

2001. 

 

2-Iraq War Soldiers Say  they Had a Job to Do. Stephen Lee Myers. Baghdad. August 19, 

2010. 

 

3-Enraged Mob in Fallujah Kills 4 American Contrators. Jeffrey Gettleman. Fallujah. March 

31, 2004. 

 

4-A Grim Portrait of Civilian Deaths in Iraq-Sabrina Tavernise and Andrew W. Lehren 

 

5-At Iraq War’s End, wounds  are still Fresh for Fallujah-Jack Healy- Fallujah, December 

14, 2011. 

 

6-Churches and Envoy Attacked in Iraq- Stephen Lee Myers. Baghdad, July 12, 2009. 
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7-Iraq War Marks First Month With No U.S. Military Deaths- Michael S. Schmidt. 

Baghdad,  

 

August 31, 2011. 

 

8-The Struggle For Iraq: The Occupation; U.S. Soldiers Kill 2 Members of Iraqi Police.  

 

Edward Wong. Baghdad, January 11, 2004. 

 

9- Bush Backs Away From His Claims About Iraq Arms. David E. Sanger. Washington,  

 

January 28, 2004 

 

10- The Struggle For Iraq: Medical Care; Chaos and War Leave Iraq’s Hospital in Ruins. 

Jeffrey 

 

 Gettleman. February 14, 2004. 
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11-Iraq War Soldiers Say They Had a Job to Do. Stephen Lee Myers. Baghdad. August 19, 

2010. 

 

12-Enraged Mob in Fallujah Kills 4 American Contrators. Jeffrey Gettleman. Fallujah. 

March 

 

 31, 2004. 

 

 

Iraq War, Guardian and Observer 

 

1-’Tariq Aziz: ‘Britain and the US Killed Iraq, I wish I was Martyred.’ Martin Chulov, 

 

 Baghdad. 5 August, 2010. 

 

2-’Marines Losing the Battle for Hearts and Minds. James Meek, Nassyria. 25, March 2003. 

 

3-’You’re Late. What Took You So Long?  God Help You Become Victorious.’ James 

Meek,  

 

Safwan. 22 March, 2003. 
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4--’Bid to Assassinate  Saddam’, Julian Borger, Washington, and James Meek in Northern 

 

 Kuwait. 20 March, 2003. 

 

5--’Shock Tactics’, Oliver Burkeman, 5 March, 2003. 

 

6-Frame by Frame: Last Moments of a Tyrant. Ned Temko and Peter Beaumont. 31 

 

December, 2006. 

 

7-He is Already History. Gaith Abdul-Ahad. 31 December 2006 

 

8-From Shock and Awe to a Quiet Exit- U.S. Troops Pull Out of Iraq. Martin Chulov. 19 

 

 August, 2010. 

 

9- Iraq War Logs: Battle for Samarra Killed Dozens of Innocent People. Johnathan Steele. 

24 
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 October, 2010. 

 

10- Iraq War was terrorism ‘recruiting Sergeant’- Richard- Norton Taylor. 28 September, 

2006 

 

Vietnam War, Guardian and Observer 

 

1-They Can’t Hunt the Vietcong Tiger, but they Can Keep  

 

him from the Gates- Mark Frankland, Saigon. 28 September, 1968. 

 

2-New Tactics for the War in Vietnam, Philip McCombs, Vietnam, January 6, 1975. 

 

3-US Officers in Vietnam War Revolt, Charles Foley: Los Angeles, 17 April, 1971. 

 

4-North Vietnam Prepared for Long, Hard War, Wilfred Burchett, Hanoi. April 14, 1966. 

 

5-America Keeps the World Guessing  about what’s Going On in Vietnam, Mark Frankland, 

 

6-North Vietnam: The Roads to Survival. Anon. September 26, 1972..  



114 

 

 

7-Vietnam/ The Big Lie. William Millinship. June 20, 1971 

 

8-Battle for Vietnam is Not Over. Mark Frankland. January 21,  1973. 

 

9-Vietnam: A Desperate Outlook for Peace. Robert Stephens. 

 

10- How Hanoi Sees the Long Struggle for Vietnam. Felix Greene.December 12, 1965. 

 

Saigon, January 20, 1974.  

 

 

Vietnam War-New York Times 

 

1-’De Gaulle Again Attacks U.S. As prolonging Vietnam War’, Henry Tanner, Paris 

January 2, 1967. 

 

2-’Buying Time in the Vietnam War’, Max Frankel, Washington, January 4, 1972. 

 

3-Vietnam Policy Denounced by 28 Armed Services Officers. Ben A. Franklin. September 
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 27, 1970. 

 

3-U.S. 5- Year Death Toll in Vietnam War 6,407. Anon.December 23, 1966. 

 

4-War Critic Burns Himself to Death Outside Pentagon. November 3, 1965. 

 

5-G.I. Unit in Britain Assails Vietnam War. Anon. June 1, 1971. 

 

6-Mrs King to Speak at Anti-Vietnam War Rally. Anon. April 19, 1968. 

 

7- 1,300 March in Atlantic City in Support of Vietnam War. Anon. June 12, 1967. 

 

8-Ex-Senator Aids Bomber’s Defense. Anon. October 20, 1973. 

 

9- U.S. Air loss Sets Record for Day in Vietnam War. R.W. Apple Jr. September 22, 1965. 

 

10-Noncombat Dead 4,300 in Vietnam. Anon. August 14, 1968. 
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Appendix D-Interview Transcripts. 

These are left as they were, including spelling and grammar. 

 

Raed Jarrar- 28 July 2012 

 

Here are my answers. I’ll send you a link to the pentagon’s fake Facebook software in case 

you can’t find it. 

 

 1-What is your reason for blogging and its contribution? 

I started blogging right before the 2003 invasion of Iraq. The main reason was to reach out to 

English speaking audiences around the world and provide them with an alternative narrative of 

what’s going on in Iraq. The mainstream English-speaking media made it seem like Iraqis wanted 

their country to be invaded, and what was not how the majority fo people I knew felt 

 

 2-Is citizen journalism in war less or  more objective/truthful than 

 mainstream media? 

it’s like comparing apples and oranges. Most bloggers out there are openly subjective -- telling the 

story how they see it, and not apologising excluding other narratives. Mainstream media claims to 

be objective - and claims to follow a journalistic code of ethics that tells the "true story" by bringing 

in all the facts and narratives they know of. On the other hand, the access to the  facts on the ground 

is limited when you’re a mainstream media journalist living in some 5 star hotel in Baghdad or 

Kabul and roaming the city in bullet-proof cars with body guards. but for all the bloggers and 

tweeps out there running around their neighbourhoods and uploading live videos and pictures --- 
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having access to the facts on the ground is much easier  

 

 3-Does it  point towards a trend towards more objective war reporting? Has 

 this changed? 

there is a trend of more information coming out from war zones - more bits and pieces. But you 

need to read the views of many netizens to get the full picture. I don’t think reading a couple of 

blogs or Facebook pages is enough to give an "objective" picture of what’s going on 

 

 

 4- Do they represent a freedom in reporting different perspectives, for 

 example citizens’ views? How important is this? 

it’s important because usually there are many of them, you can check a dozen different stories and 

conclude the "real" story -- as oppose to watching mainstream media where you hear the same 

narrative more or less.   

 

 5-What are the limitations to blogging especially during wartime? 

viewership - I have a few hundreds or a few thousands checking out my blog every day, and I get 

more hits when mainstream media links to me. But they get tens of millions of views. Another 

limitation is the quality of reporting. Unlike journalists, bloggers are not trained to report events. the 

quality of their videos and writing is not as good as you’d find on a well-funded and trained media 

station. 

 

 6- What are your views on  it’s objectivity or lack of professional 

 journalistic balance, is that a good thing or a bad thing? 
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a good thing. It’s very raw and personal. It’s like chatting with someone down the street. You don’t 

expect them to be professional and balanced while telling you about how a thief broke into their 

home. They’ll just tell it like they saw it. With all the emotions and biases they have. 

 

 

 

 7- Is embedding more or less objective than blogging and why? 

embedding? did this become a word now? If you’re talking about journalists who go around inside 

military tanks and helicopters -- and have to get their reports approved by the military -- of course 

my answer will be that bloggers, even those with agendas and biases, are a million times more 

objective and professional.  

 

 8-Sometimes bloggers are recruited into the mainstream media e.g. Salam 

 Pax.Is this a good or bad thing in terms of objectivity and why? 

usually the mainstream media picks and chooses a few bloggers who they agree with, and then 

amplify their voices. I think the main objective is not really to bring independent voices to their 

audiences, but rather to reaffirm the same narrative they’ve been broadcasting. I 

remember during the worst day of the occupation, most of the US mainstream media promoted 2 or 

3 Iraqi bloggers who were supportive of the occupation, and rarely linked to anyone who opposed 

the US military intervention and exposed it’s ugly side 

 

 

9- Can blogs be part of propaganda campaigns? 

of course. this can be accomplished by either what i explained earlier (picked the few who support 
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your narratives and assigning them as "native informants"), or even by creating fake blogs and 

Facebook accounts and spreading fake news. The US military owns software that can create and 

maintain tens of thousands of fake Facebook accounts. Check this out. Also, sometimes a few 

Facebook other special operations like this one can count as government propaganda  

 

 

 

 

Mohamad Amin- 20th August 2012 

 

hi, I am soo sorry for the late reply, electricity & internet connections haven’t been best, and 

i got a little caught u with our holy month. 

 

my sincere apologies! best wishes! 

 

1-What is your reason for blogging? 

 

 

add the things & difficulties iraqis may face on a day to day basis, and write it in a language 

accessible to people other than iraqis 

 

2-Is citizen journalism less or more objective/truthful than mainstream media?  

https://indypendent.org/2012/05/27/pentagon-contractor-admits-online-attacks-journalists
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i find it can be more biased than mainstream, but at the same time, it is more humanitarian, 

it faces on actual people and their lives, rather than ‘news’ 

 

3-Does it point towards a trend towards more objective war reporting? Has this changed? 

 

personally i think blogs give an idea of suffering felt through wars, and is an opposing side 

to the media campaigns reigned by media on politics of war, its more than just number of civilian 

deaths, or number of attacks, but people you learn to empathise with 

 

4- Do they represent a freedom in reporting different perspectives, for example citizens’ 

views? How important is this? 

 

its important to get all sides of the story, especially those of the citizen, as they bear the 

brunt of the damage and destruction 

 

5-What are the limitations to blogging? 

 

media is more outreaching than blogging, lack of facilities i.e. lack of electricity and 

internet, many of the population don’t have access to those facilities 
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6- What are your views on it’s objectivity or lack of professional journalistic balance, is that 

a good thing or a bad thing? 

 

i find blogging different to journalism, as its more personal, and its good to have more than 

one type of reporting & journalism 

 

7- Is embedding more or less objective than blogging and why? 

 

sorry what do you mean by embedding? 

 

 

8-Sometimes bloggers are recruited into the mainstream media e.g. Salam Pax.Is this a good 

or bad thing in terms of objectivity and why? 

 

if journalism was their passion, its a good thing! Their recruitment can allow them to learn 

objectivity 

 

9- Can blogs be part of propaganda campaigns, and how? 
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of course, there is constantly news on governments recruiting bloggers to help promote 

them, or ruin other candidates, hopefully propaganda blogs are outnumbered by civilian blogs, to 

give a fairer view of real life 

 

Jackie Spinner-15 August 2012 

  1-Do you, read citizen journalism in the form of blogs, especially war blogs, and why? 

 

Blogs are not my primary source of news but they are part of my "diet" of news. I tend to 

rely more on mainstream news sites such as BBC, Los Angeles Times, New York Times. I honestly 

don’t have a lot of time to investigate the source on blogs, but some blogs, particularly local ones, 

have valuable information. 

 

2-Is citizen journalism less or more objective/truthful than mainstream media?  

It’s hard to evaluate all citizen journalism. Some citizen journalists who use ethical, best 

practices for reporting are as reliable as reporters in the mainstream media who do the same.  

 

3-Does it  point towards a trend towards more objective war reporting? Has this changed? 

 

I’m not sure citizen journalism has contributed to "more objective" war reporting as you 

suggest. I think citizen journalism has given us additional windows into seeing a story as it unfolds. 

In Syria, for example, it’s been extremely valuable to have citizens contribute to the reporting. But 

you also need journalists with a track record for solid reporting (and I’d argue some training) to 
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evaluate the citizen journalism for the reader and viewer. Anyone can start a blog. Anyone can offer 

reporting. And in this information cluster, it’s often hard for the average reader and viewer to 

determine what is legitimate 

 

4- Do they represent a freedom in reporting different perspectives, for example citizens’ 

views? How important is this? 

 

Good mainstream reporters will seek different perspectives as well. The value for citizen 

journalism is that it doesn’t have to run through a filter. It can simply be published. On the other 

hand, it’s hard to determine if the information is accurate or not. This is the greatest difficulty with 

citizen journalism. Citizens have access and can be places that journalists cannot always be. They 

provide valuable information. But who evaluates the information? Who checks it for accuracy? 

How was the reporting done? Is the citizen maintaining a standard of objectivity while reporting? 

 

  

7- Is embedding more or less objective than blogging and why? 

 

Embedding is a process to see the war from "inside" the military. It doesn’t mean it’s more 

or less objective. It means the viewpoint comes from that side of the war. I was embedded 

frequently and was never censored by the military. But it was valuable to leave the embed and 

report from the civilian side as well. Together, it provided a more balanced viewpoint of the war. 
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8-Sometimes bloggers are recruited into the mainstream media e.g. Salam Pax.Is this a good 

or bad thing in terms of objectivity and why? 

 

The mainstream media can give bloggers a larger platform and a legitimacy (rightly or 

wrongly) that helps more people read them. I don’t see how that’s a bad thing as long as the blogger 

is able to maintain his or her independence editorially. 

 

9- Can blogs be part of propaganda campaigns? 

 

Of course, and this is one of the issues that I often have in that it takes a tremendous amount 

of research to examine the work of an individual blogger, ascertain his or his viewpoints, agenda, 

etc in order to evaluate the authenticity and objectivity of the information presented. 

 

  

William Reeve 15 August 2012 

1--Do you or not  read citizen journalism in the form of blogs? Especially warlogs? 

 

No, because not currently working as a journalist. 

 

2--Is citizen journalism less or  more objective/truthful than mainstream media?  
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As journalists we learn to sift through facts and give the answers. Citizen journalists is 

anyboy saying anything, in relation to trut and objectivity, it indicates something might be 

happeneing  and some some opinions from citizens.But for stuff people can trust it is different from 

objective journalism. 

 

3- Does it point towards a trend towards more objective war reporting? Has this changed? 

 

Citizen journalists can report truths or untruths an how would anybody reading know the 

difference?. 

How can you trust citizen journalists? Don’t have a clue who they are, they might be 

anybody.It’s usefulness is that tweets can indicate to the worl that something is happening, but not 

to get to the truth , (for example) how do you verify videos? ( a problem he came across but off 

record) 

during Insurgents or in civil war, how do you believe them? Can be useful to learn events, to 

pick it up. For Example Iran- government wasn’t reportind earthquake so it can be useful.  

 

 Limitations- journalists should be objective, bloggers express their own viewpoints. 

 

 4- Do they represent a freedom in reporting different perspectives, for example citizens’ 

views? How important is this? Useful to have all this and express views, but how can people trust 

them whem they don’t know where it’s coming from. 
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 5-What are the limitations to blogging? 

 

 It’s a diary, so can be misleading because one side or the other will bring their own view 

and send out extraneous views.  

6- What are your views on  it’s objectivity or lack of professional journalistic balance, is that 

a good thing or a bad thing? 

 

 It has absolutely no journalistic balance, because of  (citizen) might be truthful but don’t 

make experienced or educate reports.  

Tweets are incredibly dangerous 

 

 7- Is embedding more or less objective than blogging and why? 

 

‘It’s like comparing salt and sugar, can’t be compared. 

 

8--Sometimes bloggers are recruited into the mainstream media e.g. Salam Pax.Is this a 

good or bad thing in terms of objectivity and why? People know who Salam Pax is. He was 

recruited becaue the mainstream media found him a reliable source.. 

 

9- Can blogs be part of propaganda campaigns? 
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It’s all propaganda, why else would they do it? It would certainly be propaganda but there’s 

no reliable information in it. 

Journalists can be independent- As a journalist I was criticising the government who were 

paying me. 

 

Most journalists are objective, For example the Times say the government is wonderful, the 

Guardian not so much….you don’t want a monopoly of view, My whole view is that we’re being 

constricted by info , 99% of which is useless, There is a place for it, (blogging) and governents can 

send out tweets and press releases. 

 

 

Imad Khadduri- 15 August 2012 

1-What is/was your reason for blogging, why did you start blogging.  

I was heavily involved in 2002 and early 2003 publici9zing my opposition to the 

approaching occupation on false pretenses of my country, Iraq. My online articles opposing the 

oncomi9ng slaughter and first book in Sept 2003 Iraqs Nuclear Mirage: Memoirs and Delusions led 

an Iraqi blogger (Riverbend), whom I really admired, to suggest to me to start a blog, and I did. 

2-Is citizen journalism less or more objective/truthful than mainstream media especially 

during war? 

Yes, especially the eye witness reports by these citizens, such as that on the blasting of the 

golden Mosque in Samara in early 2006 which sparked a sectarian spat of violence.  
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3-Does it point towards a trend towards more objective war reporting? Has this changed? 

 

It does, except one has to guard and verify (especially farfetched reports) that are intended 

misinformation leaked by Intelligence agencies and glibly spread by inexperienced bloggers before 

thorough verification. I estimate about 20-30% of news posted by bloggers are of this kind. 

 

4- Do they represent a freedom in reporting different perspectives, for example citizens’ 

views? How important is this? 

 

They do present a novel form of freedom, with the above mentioned caveat. 

 

5-What are the limitations to blogging? 

 

Available time, loss of interest in the purpose of the blog due to external or internal causes 

and dwindling audience. 

 

6- What are your views on it’s objectivity or lack of professional journalistic balance, is that 

a good thing or a bad thing? 

 

Not a good thing, until you latch on to blog sites that have proven to you to be reliable in 

their reporting, e.g. Information Clearing House, and take other blog sites with a pinch o salt. 
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7- Is embedding more or less objective than blogging and why? 

 

Embedding is very important, especially links to reliable pages. I depend on them a lot in 

my blog. Out of more than a 1000 blog postings on my blog site, I recall I had to recall one or two 

embed only or they proved later to be not reliable. 

 

8-Sometimes bloggers are recruited into the mainstream media e.g. Salam Pax.Is this a good 

or bad thing in terms of objectivity and why? 

 

This is a very good thing, as they have proved the quality of their reporting, as long as the 

blogger maintains his due diligence against their editors. I would highly recommend Riverbend to 

be such a blogger, had it been possible to find her. She disappeared as soon as she crossed the 

border into Syria with her family 3 or 4 years ago.  

 

9- Can blogs be part of propaganda campaigns? 

Indeed, they can, especially if run by covert agents, i.e. not citizens in the sense mentioned 

in the first above questions. 

 

Carlos Latuff 29 Jul 2012  
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 1-What are your reasons for blogging and its contribution? 

  

 I am not sure if I can be considered a blogger in a common sense, since the term usually refers to 

someone who write and I am better with images than words. I have a blog mostly to publish my 

cartoons on national/international affairs. 

  

2-Is citizen journalism less or more objective/truthful than mainstream media? 

  

The mainstream media is more objective because is more professional, however it’s not so truthful 

because it’s tied to corporate interests.Mainstream media is, basically, business and politics. Citizen 

 journalism, since it’s not funded by media moguls, have more chances of being independent. 

 

 3-Does it point towards a trend towards more objective war reporting? Has this changed? 

  

 Arab Spring has made clear that media is working according political interests, specially the Gulf 

media. Lybia and Syria, clear targets for US State Dept, had and still have more coverage from Gulf 

 newspapers and TV, since Gulf countries are US good allies, while Bahrain and Yemen were 

pratically put aside of the headlines. 

 

 4- Do they represent a freedom in reporting different perspectives, for example citizens’ views? 

How important is this? 
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 In the case of Egypt, where bloggers were harassed and arrested for publishing his views, blogging 

represents a more independent opinion, a different source of information when the mainstream 

media can’t show or refuse to show things. Bloggers in Middle East, for example, pose as a threat to 

dictatorships and corrupt media. 

  

 5-What are the limitations to blogging? 

  

 Different of a newspaper, where the editor traces the red lines, the limits of a blogger will be 

defined by him/herself. He/she’s the editor of him/herself. 

  

 6- What are your views on it’s objectivity or lack of professional journalistic balance, is that a good 

thing or a bad thing? 

  

 I would prefer an amateur but honest blogger than a professional and corrupt journalist. 

 7- Is embedding more or less objective than blogging and why? 

 Embedding? 

 

 8-Sometimes bloggers are recruited into the mainstream media e.g. Salam 

 Pax.Is this a good or bad thing in terms of objectivity and why? 

There is a saying in Brazil: "The one who pays the band, is the one who will choose the song". If 

you are hired by the mainstream media,say goodbye to your independence. 
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 9- Can blogs be part of propaganda campaigns? 

  

 Of course. There are many bloggers who are out there to promote pro-Israel propaganda, 

watchdogs who will bash anything that may sound criticism to Israel, spreading lies, smear 

campaigns. Some of them hired by Israel, others do that because they believe. 
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