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ABSTRACT 

This study analyses the coverage of the Boko Haram insurgency by Daily Trust and Vanguard 

newspapers and its implications on conflict-sensitive journalism in Nigeria. Many research 

suggest that media is capable of inflaming or mitigating conflicts depending on the way they 

report it. For this reason, there is a shifting interest towards conflict-sensitive journalism, whereby 

the media is expected to be giving voice to all parties, focus on invisible effects of conflicts, truth 

oriented, people oriented as well as solution oriented. The objectives are to examine the adoption 

of peace approaches in the newspapers’ reportage of Boko Haram; to determine the usage of war 

approaches in the newspapers’ report of Boko Haram and to compare the prominence of peace 

and war approaches in the newspapers’ report of Boko Haram. The study adopts content analysis 

and framing theory. Findings from the study reveal that Nigerian journalists are not fully adopting 

conflict-sensitive journalism in their reportage. It concludes that notwithstanding the poor 

application of conflict-sensitive journalism, the approach becomes important in making the peace 

of the country achievable. The study recommends that Nigerian journalists should increase their 

knowledge of the conflict-sensitive journalism so that they can make important contributions in 

finding solutions to the problem of Boko Haram insurgency. 

. 

Keyways: Press, Boko Haram, insurgency, implications, Nigeria. 

 

Introduction 

Ever since the inception of democracy in Nigeria, 

people have been holding divergent views of its 

benefit to their lives. To some, it is a threat to the 

security of their lives and property, while those 

that are key participants in the polity recognize it 

as suitable for the country. Knowing the 

importance of peace for the citizens, studies on 

Boko Haram have attracted experts͛ attention 

whose literature has been of help to policy 

makers both governmental and non-

governmental to strategize plans to curtail the 

menace. Notwithstanding the universality of 

terrorists͛ activities in many parts of the world, to 

Nigerians, Boko Haram is a maiden phenomenon. 

 History has shown that the media can 

incite people towards violence. It is on record 

that Adolf Hitler used the media to create 

hatred for Jews during the Second World War 

(Jimoh & Danladi, 2012). However, with the 

purveyance role of the media, Boko Haram 

became a known phenomenon in Nigeria after 

the killing of their leader during the tenure of 
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the then president of Nigeria, late Umaru 

Musa Yaradua in 2009. This has made it 

significant to some writers in Nigeria and 

abroad to come up with literature explaining 

the events in their judgments and proffering 

solutions to the problem. Notwithstanding the 

analytical literature on circulation, attempt 

has been scantly made to investigate 

newspapers͛ framing of Boko Haram from the 

view point of conflict-sensitive journalism 

which the researcher is set out to examine. 

 Ozohu-Suleiman (2013) has noted that the 

concerns that follow media͛s antisocial record 

of inciting and encouraging conflicts i.e. the 

discontent of war journalism did not end with 

only suppositional prescription of a shift to 

peace journalism correspondence. 

Researchers and experienced journalists have 

spent time suggesting how the media might 

shift from war to peace correspondence in 

covering conflicts. Key contributors in this 

regard include Galtung (1998); McGoldrick and 

Lynch (2000); Howard (2003); Kempt (2003); 

El-Nawawy and Powers (2008). 

 Similarly, a one time president of America 

'Thomas Jefferson' briefly shows the power of 

the newspapers on people perception about 

its framed issues as saying: ͞Were it left for 

me to decide whether we should have a 

government without newspaper or 

newspapers without a government, I should 

not hesitate for a moment to prefer the 

latter.͟ The above classical statement by 

Jefferson situates the print media in the 

society as a leading vehicle to giving light in 

perceiving issues of public concern. Despite 

being among the oldest in the mass media 

category, newspapers exert some influence in 

the society that people look on to them not 

only for the news of the day, but for thier 

opinions on topical issues (Aneato, 2009). 

 Also, Ibrahim (2012) has noted that 

Nigeria as a country has suffered a lot from 

numerous ethno-religious crisis since 

independence. Most times the coverage of 

such crises by the Nigerian press has been 

described as partisan and further promotes 

the polarization of the country along regional 

lines. However, the framing of Boko Haram is 

not free from this allegation that the southern 

newspapers may give weight to war 

journalism while the northern papers may 

prioritize peace journalism depending on their 

clients͛ vulnerability to the current Boko 

Haram insurgency.  

 Surveillance has been one of the core 

responsibilities of the media. This onerous 

task is expecting the media to take into 

cognizance the reports capable of inflaming 

the current violence and putting the 

tranquility of the state at stake. This is 

achievable by framing its reports with a tilt to 

peace related approaches. Studies have shown 

that the Nigerian media have not done well in 

this regard. Okpara (2010) unveiled in his 

study that the Nigerian media are yet to 

effectively play the surveillance function in 

their reportage of conflicts. He contended that 

this has led the emergence of unabated 

conflicts in Nigeria.   

  Okali (2011) lends support to the above 

finding when he unveiled in his study that the 

Nigerian media have not done well in 

discharging their surveillance role which has 

an adverse effect on the security of the 

Nation. However, the forces that contribute to 

conflicts in Nigeria, media are one of 

thousands, as poverty is the first factor to 

address. This has been corroborated by 

Amienyi (1989) who critically evaluated the 

specifics of media performance in Nigeria and 

reported that certain socio-cultural factors 

were serving as obstacles to reporting issues 

for national integration. 

 While commenting on the impact of 

newspapers framing on the audience, Oso and 

Pate (2007) have noted that the political elites 

through its use of ethnic and other divisive 

strategies use press to whip up emotions, 

recruit and mobilise the lower classes as 
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canon fodders in their political warfare for 

state power and resources. This has been the 

case during elections and the various social 

conflicts the country has witnessed in recent 

time. However, in the case of Boko Haram, 

similar accusations on newspapers of being 

used by political elites to ignite the menace 

keep growing. Lawrence (2011) reveals in his 

study that the Nigeria media have been biased 

in their reportage of the Boko Haram 

insurgency. He further contended that their 

reportage of the insurgency have most often 

glorified the act of terrorism. However, the 

idea that when it bleeds it sells more has a lot 

to play here that is why the media have been 

accused of this glorification. 

 A study conducted in 2014 suggests further 

studies on newspaper reportage of terrorism 

and its influence on people perception about the 

whole issue of terrorism in Nigeria, such studies 

should focus on greater numbers of newspapers 

in the country with a nationalistic outlook 

(Idowu, 2014). This study draws you the 

suggestion above to analyze the coverage of 

Boko Haram by the newspapers and examine its 

implications on conflict-sensitive journalism. 

Ozohu-Suleiman (2013) has noted that the 

influence of mass media in national and 

international security policies is growing thus 

necessitating studies on how the media respond 

to conflict situations.  

 Many researches suggest that media are 

capable of inflaming or mitigating conflicts 

depending on the way they report conflicts 

(Ozohu, 2013; Nacos, 2007; Hoffman, 2006; 

McQuail 1987; Wilkinson, 2000). For this 

reason, there is a shifting interest towards 

conflict-sensitive journalism, whereby the 

media are expected to give voice to all parties, 

focus on invisible effects of conflicts, truth 

oriented, people oriented as well as solution 

oriented. Cognizant of these facts, the study 

raised the following research questions:  

 In the effort of examining the adoption of 

peace approaches in the newspapers͛ reportage 

of Boko Haram; the study questions: 

 

RQ1: How peace approaches are portrayed in 

the newspapers’ reportage of Boko Haram? 

To determine the adoption of war approaches 

in the newspapers͛ report of Boko Haram, the 

study questions: 

RQ2: How war approaches are portrayed in 

the newspapers’ report of Boko Haram?  

To compare the prominence of peace and war 

approaches between DailyTrust and Vanguard 

newspapers͛ report of Boko Haram, the study 

questions: 

 

RQ3: What level of prominence giving to 

peace and war approaches in the 

newspapers’ report of Boko Haram? 

 

Literature Review 

Conflict Sensitive-Journalism and Its 

Perspectives 

Conflict sensitive-journalism is a media report 

of issues aimed at establishing peace-making 

processes with the intent of having peaceful 

society. According to Howard (2009) in 

defining conflict-sensitive journalism: 

 

Conflict sensitive-journalism reflects a 

modernization of the original values of 

the news media. It is rooted in the belief 

that the news media in many societies 

can be a powerful force to reduce the 

causes of conflict and to enable a conflict-

stressed society to better pursue conflict 

resolution. The media can do this by 

training its journalists to better 

understand conflict and the media͛s role 

in it. The journalists can strengthen their 

reporting to avoid stereotypes and 

narrow perspectives on the causes and 

process of conflict. The media can 

contribute to a wider dialogue among 

disparate parts of the community in 

conflict, through improved reporting. It 

can explore and provide information 
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about opportunities for resolution. And at 

the same time the media must maintain 

its essential standards of accuracy, 

fairness and balance, and responsible 

conduct. 

 

Conflict-sensitive journalism known as  peace 

journalism which combines journalism with 

peace as an external aim understands itself as 

"a normative mode of responsible and 

conscientious media coverage of conflict that 

aims at contributing to peacemaking, 

peacekeeping, and changing the attitudes of 

media owners, advertisers, professionals, and 

audiences towards war and peace" (Shinar, 

2007:2). Media have to be peace-inclined in 

their watchdog role between the government 

and the governed. 

 Conflict-sensitive journalism arouses 

concern that peace journalism "could 

compromise the integrity of journalists and 

confuse their role as neutral disseminators of 

facts" (Loyn, 2003). This concern is all the 

more justified because some supporters of 

peace journalism seem all too inclined to 

underrate values like objectivity, neutrality 

and detachment (e.g., Mc Goldrick, 2006; 

Peleg, 2007). However, journalists are 

expected to be as objective as possible in their 

report of issues which peace journalism can 

deny them that professionalism. 

  According to Lynch & McGoldrick (2005) 

cited in McGoldrick (2006:4) "peace 

journalism is when editors and reporters make 

choices – of what stories to report, and how to 

report them". The two together, disregarding 

the tools of good journalism and 

understanding peace journalism as a form of 

advocacy journalism, create a dangerous mix 

which is prone to abuse the noble goal of 

peace as a legitimating a biased coverage. 

However, this may be one of the reasons why 

conflict-sensitive journalism is not fully 

adopted in the portrayal of some of the 

newspapers͛ reports on conflicts. 

 According to Seow and Maslog (2005) 

commenting on the coverage of conflict, 

including the reporting about war, which is 

grounded in the notion of conflict as a news 

value. As a result, conflict reporting is often 

sensational and a mere device to boost 

circulation and ratings. Norwegian Professor 

of Peace Studies, Johan Galtung first proposed 

peace journalism as a self-conscious, working 

concept for journalists covering wars and 

conflicts (Galtung, 1998). He views peace 

journalism and war journalism as two 

competing frames in the coverage of a 

conflict. He memorably likened war journalism 

to sports journalism, which characteristically 

sees its object in terms of a zero-sum game 

where winning is all. A better model, he 

argued, would be health journalism. Here the 

plight of a patient with cancer, for example, 

would be described, the causes as well as the 

range of possible remedies and future 

preventative measures. This model would 

prove more productive in the context of 

conflict reporting than focusing on violence, 

negative events and siding with a particular 

protagonist. 

 War journalism is oriented in 

war/violence, propaganda, elites, and victory. 

In addition, war journalism plays up conflict as 

an arena where participants are grouped 

starkly into two opposing sides (͚them vs. us͛) 
in a zero-sum game and focuses on visible 

effects of war (casualties and damage to 

property).In contrast, peace journalism is a 

broader, fairer and more accurate way of 

framing stories, drawing on the insights of 

conflict analysis and transformation. Like 

public journalism and development 

journalism, peace journalism is grounded in 

communication philosophy– namely the 

commitment to the idea of civic participation, 

the understanding of social justice as a moral 

imperative, and the view that the value and 

sacredness of the individual are realised only 

in and through communities (Galtung, 1998). 
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 By taking an advocacy, interpretative 

approach, the peace journalist concentrates 

on stories that highlight peace initiatives; 

tones down ethnic and religious differences, 

prevents further conflict, focuses on the 

structure of society; and promotes conflict 

resolution, reconstruction, and reconciliation 

by giving voice to all parties (not only two 

opposing sides), and creates empathy and 

understanding. Other peace journalism 

approaches include taking a preventive 

advocacy stance–for example, editorials and 

columns urging reconciliation and focusing on 

common ground rather than on vengeance, 

retaliation, and differences–and emphasising 

the invisible effects of violence (e.g. emotional 

trauma and damage to social structure). 

Through careful, consistent, and conscientious 

application of peace journalism practices, the 

peace journalist hopes to create a setting in 

which the causes of and possible solutions to 

the conflict become transparent (Yang Lai 

Fong, 2009). 

 

Typology of Conflictsensitive-Journalism 

Drawing on existing literature, El-Nawawy & 

Powers (2008) cited in Ozohu-Suleiman (2013) 

develops 11-point typology of media that best 

perform conciliatory function. In a survey that 

represents the first empirical attempt to 

examine the peace building potentials of the 

media, the typology was tested by the authors 

on Al-Jazeera English viewers in Malaysia, 

Kuwait, Indonesia, Qatar, United States of 

America and the United Kingdom. The survey 

shows that Al-Jazeera English is rated as a 

conciliatory media that is more to cover 

contentious issues in a way that contributes to 

creating an environment that is more 

conducive to cooperation, negotiation and 

reconciliation. The typology includes: 

 

1. Providing a public place for politically 

underrepresented groups; 

2. Providing multiple viewpoints on a 

diversity of controversial issues; 

3. Representing the interest of the 

international public in general rather than 

a specific group of people; 

4. Providing first hand observations from 

eyewitnesses of international events; 

5. Covering stories of injustice in the world; 

6. Acknowledging mistakes in journalistic 

coverage when appropriate; 

7. Demonstrating a desire towards solving 

rather than escalating conflicts; 

8. Avoiding the use of victimizing terms such 

as martyr or pathetic, unless they are 

attributed to a reliable source; 

9. Avoiding the use of demonizing labels 

such as terrorist or extremist, unless they 

are attributed to a reliable source; 

10. Abstaining from opinions that are not 

substantiated by credible evidence; 

11. Providing background, contextualizing 

information that helps viewers fully 

understand the story.  

 

McGoldrick and Lynch (2000) cited in Ozohu-

Suleiman (2013) provides a 17-point practical 

guide on what a journalist should avoid in 

order to report conflict in the interest of peace 

which six of them were captured in this study. 

 

1. Avoid portraying a conflict as consisting of 

only two parties contesting one goal. The 

logical outcome is for one to win and the 

other to lose. Instead, a peace journalist 

will disaggregate the two parties into 

many smaller groups, pursuing many 

goals, opening up more potential for a 

range of outcome. 

2. Avoid accepting stark distinctions between 

͞self͟ and ͞other͟. These can be used to 

build the sense that another party is a 
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͞threat͟ or ͞beyond the pale͟ of civilised 

behaviour both key justifications for 

violence. Instead, seek the ͞other͟ in the 

͞self͟ and vice versa. 

3. Avoid treating a conflict as if it is only 

going on in the place and the time that 

violence is occurring. Instead, try to trace 

the links and consequences for people in 

other places now and in the future. Ask 

yourself ǁhat ǁill happen if…? What 
lesson will people draw from watching 

these events unfold as part of a global 

audience? How will they enter the 

calculations of parties to future conflicts 

near and far? 

4. Avoid assessing the merits of a violent 

action or policy of violence in terms of its 

visible effect only. Instead try to find ways 

of reporting on the invisible effects, e.g., 

the long term consequences of 

psychological damage and trauma, 

perhaps increasing the likelihood that 

those affected will be violent in the future, 

either against other people or, as a group, 

against other groups or other country. 

5. Avoid letting parties define themselves by 

simply quoting their leaders͛ restatement 

of familiar demands and position. Instead 

inquire more deeply into goals: How are 

people on the ground affected by the 

conflict in everyday life? What do you 

want changed? Is the position stated by 

their leader the only way or the best way 

to achieve the changes they want? 

6. Avoid concentrating always on what 

divides the parties, the differences 

between what they say they want. 

Instead, try asking questions that reveal 

common ground and leading your report 

with answers which suggest some goals 

may be shared or at least compatible, 

after all. 

 

Studies on Press Coverage of Insurgency 

In her study of the CBS coverage of 1979 -1980 

Iranian hostage crisis, Palmerton (1988) cited 

in Slocum (2005; 135), puts forward a premise 

that ͞the meaning of terrorism is shaped in 

large part by the major vehicle we use to gain 

our primary information about events 

occurring outside our immediate circle of 

experience: the news media͟ therefore hinting 

that the peoples͛ definition of terrorism is 

largely dependent on media narrations.  

Some authors have conceded that the real 

issue is not so much the relationship between 

terrorism and the media which is widely 

acknowledged to exist, but whether such 

relationship actually affects public opinion and 

government decision making (Hoffman, 2006). 

Consequently, assuming that media 

representations of terrorism are largely the 

source for peoples͛ information about 

terrorism (Kowoll, 2012), theorists have also 

raised mocking questions about the dramatic 

narration and manners in which media report 

terrorist acts (Azeez, 2010). 

 There is a general consensus among 

observers of Western media that on 

September 11, 2001, the conventional rules of 

newsgathering and reportage ceased to apply 

(McNair, 2007). According to  Zellizer & Allan 

(2002)  9/11 terrorist attack on America shook 

to their foundation the familiar notions of 

what it means to be a journalist, how best to 

practice journalism, and what different publics 

can reasonably expect of journalists in the 

name of democracy.  Azeez (2010) ascribes the 

reason for this to predicament associated with 

terrorism reporting unlike any other tea, 

bread, and butter news event.  

 

Reporting on terrorism presents a 

number of dilemmas and paradoxes to 

journalists, whose responsibility is to 

inform the public objectively, fairly and 

accurately. Thus, there are many 

unsettling questions on the ways the 

media report terrorism, for which 
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scholars of mass communication have not 

found absolute and definite answers. 

Such questions include whether or not 

the media are accomplices to the aims of 

the terrorists, who crave cheap publicity; 

whether the media are not actually 

magnifying the threat and fear in people 

in the way they report terrorism instead 

of allaying their fear; and whether or not 

the media are really objective and 

accurate in the way they report terrorism 

and in their narrative and framing of 

terrorists (Azeez, 2010:3).  

 

Scholars, using empirical researches, have 

identified various narratives or styles used by 

media in reporting terrorism. Nacos (2007) 

observes that media often report terrorism in 

a tradition of ͚thoughtless͛ and ͚stereotypical͛ 
pattern, and they also adopt a ͚follow-the-

leader pattern͛ which she described as the 

tendency of the news media to adopt the 

language of the leading government officials in 

their social construction of terrorism.  

 Some scholars have also picked on the 

choice of words used by media in reporting 

terrorism. Within the framework that the 

language adopted in reporting terrorism can 

affect people͛s perception of terrorism and 

may have important consequences for public 

policy support concerning actions and 

reactions in response to violence (Dunne, 

Moore & Nosek, 2005). Azeez (2010) states 

that media tend to use evaluative language in 

defining or labeling terrorist for the purpose of 

priming and constructing a version of reality. 

Such choices of words are likely to imprint 

certain relative long-term impression about 

certain social grouping on the mind of the 

people. From this perspective: 

 

The media ought to know that words 

haǀe poǁer….Still (partly through the use 

of words), the press has convinced both 

itself and the public that only ͚Muslim͛ 
are ͚terrorist͛. Strangely, there are no 

͚Christian͛ or ͚Jewish͛ terrorist! The 

Catholic Irish republican Army which has 

carried out attacks against Irish and 

English Protestants was never called an 

organization of ͚Christian Terrorist͛ nor is 

the protestants Ulster defence 

Association so termed, though it too 

carried out acts of terror against Catholics 

(Hussain & Rosenbaum, 2004:178) 

 

Stereotyping, sensationalism (Cohen-Almagor, 

2005) and demonization of religion, ethnic 

groups, or geographical entity are also visible 

in media reporting of terrorism (Hussain & 

Rosenbaum, 2004; Akter, 2010; Dakroury, 

2008) One grand narrative through which 

terrorism is reported, is what  Schmid and de 

Graaf (1982) have called a dramaturgical 

paradigm consisting of good and bad. 

  

News coverage and reports of terrorism 

are essentially focused on the spectacular 

and dramatic violence or carnage they 

involve. They use a narrative to underline 

the misery and misfortune of the victims, 

without any reference to their 

background or why they are victims. In 

other words, the narrative in the news 

stories about terrorist acts concentrates 

on the human interest angle, without 

emphasising or discussing on the 

historical background of the perpetrators 

of the violence acts or the victims of the 

violence acts... the emphasis on the 

tragedy, violence, reactive and theatrical 

aspects of terrorist acts at the expense of 

detailed analysis of the events is so one-

sided that one American political 

philosopher refers to broadcast coverage 

of terrorism, in particular, as a 

͞phonograph of grief͟. The objective of 

this kind of narrative is to unleash a 

common pattern of emotional display of 

anger, tension of anticipation, fear, and 

grief (Azeez, 2010: 9) 

 

This one sided narrative of media in reporting 

terrorism has therefore veiled their role as the 

arena where various angles of public issues 
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are played out in order to stimulate 

independent thoughts and actions from the 

public. Using the utilitarian value of American 

media coverage of 9/11 attack, Norris 

(2003:295) asked the following questions: ͞did 

the public find information that facilitate the 

cognitive construction of judgment necessary 

to understand events? Did news frame build 

or disrupt bolds of national, social and political 

trust?  

 Researchers seem to be in relative 

consensus that news media framing of 

terrorism is still skewed towards propagating 

the dominant definition and explanation, 

which is often that of the government instead 

of opening wide arrays of information for the 

public. This is to say that the government has 

an upper hand on what should be defined by 

the media.  

 

Theoretical Approach 

As the study is on the framing of the Boko 

Haram insurgents by the newspapers, a 

framing theory is adopted which can explain 

the differences in framing of Boko Haram 

between Daily Trust and Vanguard 

newspapers. There is a considerable debate in 

scholarly circles about the differences 

between attribute agenda setting and framing. 

Some say they are different; others say they 

are not.  The idea that framing and frames are 

primary means through which people make 

sense of a complicated world got its modern 

impetus from two scholars, Gregory Bateson 

and Erving Goffman (Entman, Matthes & 

Pellicano, 2009).  Framing has been defined as 

͞the way events and issues are organized and 

made sense of, especially by media, media 

professionals, and their audiences͟ (de 

Vreese, 2001).  

 Framing is based on the assumption that 

how an issue is characterized in news reports 

can have an influence on how it is understood 

by audiences. To frame is ͞to select some 

aspects of a perceived reality and make them 

more salient in a communicating text, in such 

a way as to promote a particular problem 

definition, causal interpretation, moral 

evaluation, and/or treatment 

recommendation͟ (Entman, 1993).  

 Therefore, by virtue of emphasizing some 

elements of some issues above others, a 

frame provides a way to understand an event 

or issue. In this respect, the framing and 

presentation of events and news in the mass 

media can thus systematically affect how 

recipients of news come to understand these 

events (Price, Tewksbury & Power, 1995).  

Norris, Kern & Just (2003) point out that the 

conventional news frame in any society is 

expected to play a central role in shaping 

public reactions especially where there is a 

broad consensus creating a shared ͚one-sided͛ 
interpretation among most leaders and who 

share a common national culture and identity.  

 

Method 

The study adopts content analysis; the reason 

for the choice of this method is to get relevant 

data from the newspapers that will answer the 

research questions raised for the study. It is 

through the content analysis that the 

frequencies of approaches to peace and war 

journalism can be coded. Furthermore, all the 

editions of the years 2013-2014 by the 

DailyTrust, Vanguard newspapers formed the 

population of the study. The choice of the 

Newspapers is based on the data the 

researcher is set out to examine which has to 

do with the newspapers͛ coverage of the Boko 

Haram insurgents.  

 The newspapers to be analyzed were 

purposively sampled because of its wide 

readership in the country. While the choice of 

the editions were systematically sampled 

where the nth element is seven editions after 

skipping six editions, excluding weekend͛s 

editions. 164 editions across the newspapers 

were sampled, 82 from each. A coding sheet 

was designed by the researcher to collect the 
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data for analysis. The coding sheet contained 

all the variables relevant to the research 

questions. The categories are the peace and 

war approaches and articles constitute the 

units of analysis. Simple descriptive statistics is 

adopted where Frequencies and percentages 

are used in displaying issues in tables. 

 

Results 

The data are presented, analysed and 

interpreted using frequency and simple 

percentage of each of the approaches 

employed by the sampled newspapers on 

Boko Haram insurgents. Tables are used to 

group the variables. 

 

Table 1: Occurrence of Peace Approaches 

          Approaches   Daily Trust                  Vanguard 

Proactive 15 12.0% 14 12.0% 

Invisible effect of war 6 4.8% 4 3.4% 

People oriented 18 14.4% 22 8.8% 

Agreement oriented 21 16.8% 19 16.2% 

Win-win oriented 23 18.4% 20 17.1% 

Multi-party oriented 31 24.8% 25 21.4% 

Non partisan 11 8.8% 13 11.1% 

Total/Percent     125  100.0% 117 100.0% 

 

Frames of peace journalism were identified 

using the classification of war and peace 

journalism by Galtung (1998). As shown by the 

indicators of peace, Daily Trust has 15.0%, 

followed by Vanguard with 12.0% in being 

proactive. For invisible effect of war, Daily 

Trust has 4.8%, followed by Vanguard with 

3.4%. For People oriented, Daily Trust has 

14.4%, followed by Vanguard with 8.8%. For 

agreement oriented, Daily Trust has 16.8%, 

followed by Vanguard with 16.2%. For win-win 

oriented, Daily Trust has 18.4%, followed by 

Vanguard with 17.1%. For multi-party 

oriented, Daily Trust has 24.8%, followed by 

Vanguard with 21.4%. For non-partisan, 

Vanguard has 11.1%, followed by Daily Trust 

with 8.8%. Going by the total frequency of 

Peace journalism indicators, Daily Trust has 

n=125, followed by Vanguard with n=117.   

 However, the analysis shows that 

DailyTrust is more conflict sensitive than 

Vanguard newspaper either because of their 

expertise in conflict-sensitive journalism or 

negligence to peace journalism by Vanguard.  

 

Table 2:  Occurrence of War Approaches 

Approaches Daily Trust Vanguard 

Reactive 43 14.4% 50 15.5% 

Visible effect of war 76 25.4% 79 24.5% 

Elite-oriented 40 13.4% 49 15.2% 

Zero-sum oriented 25 8.4% 24 7.4% 

Two-party oriented 23 7.7% 19 5.9% 

Differences oriented 24 8.0% 23 7.1% 

Partisan 68 22.7% 79 24.5% 

Total/Percent 299 100.0% 323 100.0% 
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In the distributions of the war indicators, 

Vanguard has 15.5%, followed by Daily Trust 

with 14.4 % in being reactive to Boko Haram 

insurgency report. For visible effect of war, 

Daily Trust has 25.4%, followed by Vanguard 

with 24.5%. For elite-oriented, Vanguard has 

15.2%, followed by Daily Trust with 13.4%. For 

zero-sum oriented, Daily Trust has 8.4%, 

followed by Vanguard with 7.4%. For two-

party oriented, Daily Trust has 7.7%, followed 

by Vanguard with 5.9%. For differences-

oriented, Daily Trust has 8.0%, followed by 

Vanguard with 7.1%. For partisan, Vanguard 

has 24.5%, followed by Daily Trust with 22.7%. 

Going by the total frequency of indicators of 

war journalism, Vanguard has n=323, followed 

by Daily Trust with n=299.  

 However, the analysis shows that some 

Nigerian newspapers are adopting war 

journalism excessively in their report without 

knowing its implications. With the outrage in 

the percentages and the frequencies visible in 

the war journalism which by far outnumbered 

the peace journalism, the frames have a lot of 

implications on conflict-sensitive journalism as 

it will further escalate the ongoing war 

between the insurgents and the government. 

 

Discussion 

RQ 1: How peace approaches are portrayed 

in the newspapers’ report of Boko Haram?  

In table 1, frames of peace journalism were 

identified using the classification of war `and 

peace journalism by Galtung (1998). Conflict 

sensitive-journalism also known as  peace 

journalism which combines journalism with 

peace as an external aim understands itself as 

a normative process of responsible and 

conscientious media coverage of conflict that 

aims at contributing to peacemaking, 

peacekeeping, and changing the attitudes of 

media owners, advertisers, professionals, and 

audiences towards war and peace (Shinar, 

2007 2). 

 Going by the total frequency of Peace 

journalism indicators, Daily Trust has n=125, 

followed by Vanguard with n=117. The 

analysis showed that some Nigerian 

newspapers are more conflict sensitive than 

others. Though, the overall frequencies of 

peace indicators are discouraging here, 

because they are not well adopted by the 

newspapers thereby having implication on 

conflict-sensitive journalism. 

 With the arguments on ground on the 

acceptability of peace journalism, some 

newspapers may not take it a responsibility to 

adopt the strategies suggested by conflict-

sensitive journalism scholars. Conflict-sensitive 

journalism arouses concern that peace 

journalism "could compromise the integrity of 

journalists and confuse their role as neutral 

disseminators of facts" (Loyn, 2003). This 

concern is all the more justified because some 

supporters of peace journalism seem all too 

inclined to underrate values like objectivity, 

neutrality and detachment (e.g., Mc Goldrick, 

2006; Peleg, 2007). However, this may be one 

of the reasons why peace journalism is not 

widely adopted. 

 Going by the total frequency of indicators 

of war journalism, Vanguard has n=323, 

followed by Daily Trust with n=299. The 

analysis showed that Vanguard adopts war 

journalism excessively in their report while 

Daily Trust tries to be conflict sensitive in their 

report.  

 

RQ 2: How war approaches are portrayed in 

the newspapers’ reportage of Boko Haram? 

In answering research question 2, which asks 

how war approaches are portrayed in the 

newspapers͛ reportage of Boko Haram? It was 

observed that Vanguard newspaper adopts 

war approaches more than Daily Trust, the 

possible factor  can  be resulted from its 

location ie Lagos where the activities of the 

Boko Haram are rare, thereby making it 

reluctant in designing strategies to bring the 
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insurgency to an end. It can be related also to 

lack of knowledge of the conflict-sensitive 

journalism. Daily Trust has less frequency with 

321, this can be resulted to their expertise on 

conflict-sensitive journalism and the location 

ie Abuja where they operate as most of the 

immediate community is vulnerable to the 

activities of Boko Haram.  

 Knowing that the media has a role of 

framing issues in their report, scholars have 

been cautioning them on the way issues should 

be reported and interpreted to the consumption 

of the public. As a result, Palmerton (1988) puts 

forward a premise that ͞the meaning of 

terrorism is shaped in large part by the major 

vehicle we used to gain our primary information 

about events occurring outside our immediate 

circle of experience, hinting that the peoples͛ 
definition of terrorism is largely dependent on 

media narrations.  

 In the literature reviewed, emphasis has 

been made on the power of the media in 

instigating or suppressing any violence. 

According to Ozohu-Suleiman, (2013:17) 

͞accelerating or impeding security, and 

shaping or refining opinions are similar ways 

of acknowledging that the mass media can 

serve as a powerful tool for inflaming 

disagreement and diffusing conflicts or 

facilitating peace͟.  

 

RQ 3: What level of prominence giving to 

peace and war approaches in the 

newspapers’ report of Boko Haram? 

McGoldrick and Lynch (2000) cited in Ozohu-

Suleiman (2013) provides a 17-point practical 

guide on what a journalist should avoid in 

order to report conflict in the interest of peace 

which six of them were captured in this study, 

among was to avoid portraying a conflict as 

consisting of only two parties contesting one 

goal. The logical outcome is for one to win and 

the other to lose. Instead, a peace journalist 

will disaggregate the two parties into many 

smaller groups, pursuing many goals, opening 

up more potential for a range of outcome. 

 Going by the indicators of peace 

approaches as encouraged by the peace 

journalism scholars. Daily Trust is more 

conflict sensitive than Vanguard newspaper 

and this can be attributed to the policy of their 

industries in recognizing conflict-sensitive 

journalism as a good tool to promote peace or 

the impact of their locations. 

 Framing theory has relevance with the 

finding in that all the frames of peace and war 

indicators which were analyzed are the 

framing of the two sampled newspapers.  

Framing is based on the assumption that how 

an issue is characterized in news reports can 

have an influence on how it is understood by 

audiences. To frame is ͞to select some aspects 

of a perceived reality and make them more 

salient in a communicating text, in such a way 

as to promote a particular problem definition, 

causal interpretation, moral evaluation, 

and/or treatment recommendation͟ (Entman, 

1993).  

 

Conclusion and Recommendations 

The study concludes that despite the 

arguments surrounding the adoption of 

conflict-sensitive journalism as a way of 

promoting peace by the media, some Nigerian 

newspapers adopt it, while some ignore it. 

This is based on the acceptance or rejection of 

conflict-sensitive journalism by the industry a 

journalist is working with. Professionalism has 

it that a journalist should report objectively, 

thereby detaching personal ideas in the report 

regardless of the  benefit it renders to the 

society. Some are of the view that the 

journalists are promoters of peace, therefore, 

can compromise objectivity which according 

to some is only theoretical. 

 It also concludes that some of the 

newspapers lack training in knowing how to 

adopt conflict sensistive journalism in their 

reportage. This is because workshops for 
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journalists are scarcely conducted to address 

some of the pressing issues in Nigeria. Again, 

some newspapers have negligence to the 

ongoing menace for being safely pursuing 

their activities in the areas that are not prone 

to Boko Haram attacks. 

  

 The study recommends that workshops 

should be frequently organized to be 

addressing issues of public concern. It also 

recommends that regardless of the 

professionalism, peace-driven approaches to 

reporting issues should the priority of Nigerian 

journalists. 



 

 

Sokoto Journal of the Social Sciences Vol. 7: No.1, June, 2017  ISNN: Print 1595-2738, Online 2384-7654       95 

 

REFERENCES 

Akter, N. (2010). The religious lives of immigrant 

Muslim women in Canada: The case of 

Bangladeshi women in St. John’s, 

Newfoundland (Master͛s thesis). Memorial 

University of Newfoundland, St. John͛s, 

Newfoundland, Canada. Aslan, Reza.  

Amienyi, O. (1989) Obstacles to Broadcasting for 

National Integration in Nigeria. 1 Gazzete,  Vol. 

43. No. PP. 1-5. 

Anaeto, S. G.; Solo-Anaeto, M & Tejumaiye, J. A. 

(2009). Newspaper and magazine: 

Management, production, marketing. Lagos: 

Stirling-Horden Publisher Limited. 

Azeez, A.L (2010) Media Role in Reporting 

Terrorism: A Personal Viewpoint. Journal  of 

Communication and Media Research, 1 (1) pp 

1-16. 

Dakroury, Al. (2008). CBC͛s Little Mosque on the 

Prairie: Just a ͚little masquerade͛? Media 

Development, 3, 42-46.  

Dunn, E.W., Moore, M., and Nosek, B.A. (2005) The 

War of the Words: How Linguistic Differences 

in Reporting Shape People Perception of 

Terrorism. Analysis of Social Issues and 

Policies, 5(1) pp 67 - 86  

Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward 

clarification of a fractured paradigm. Journal of 

Communication,43(4), 51–58. 

Entman, R.M., Matthes, J., and  Pellicano, L. (2009) 

͚Nature, Sources, and Effects of News Framing͛ 
in K. Wahl-Jorgensen, and T. Hanitzch (eds.) 

The Handbook of Journalism  studies. London: 

Routledge 

Galtung, J. ͞Conflict Transformation by Peaceful 

Means.͟ Course given at the European    

University Center for Peace Studies, 

Stadtschlaining, Austria. October 7-12, 2004. 

Howard, R. (2003). Conflict-sensitive journalism. 

Copenhagen: International Media   Support & 

Institute for Media Policy & Civil Society. 

Hoffman, B. (2006). Inside Terrorism. (Revised 

edition)New York: Columbia University  press.  

Husain, Z. and Rosenbaum, D.M (2004) ͚Perceiving 

Islam: The Causes of Islamophobia in the 

Wstern Media͛ in S.C Saha (ed.) Religious 

Fundamentalism in Contemporary World: 

Critical Social and Political issues. Oxford: 

Lexington books. 

Ibrahim, M.  ͞News Framing of Boko Haram Crisis 

in the Nigerian Press: An Analysis of  Daily 

Trust and the Guardian Reports in the year 

2011͟ In Dunmoye, R.A, Unobo, E.A, &   

Sanusi, A.RNational Security, Intergretion &   

Sustainable Development in Nigeria: 

Proceedings of The ABU@50 Humanities͛   
International Conference.  Zaria: ABU Press 

Idowu, B.R. (2014) Newspapers Reportage of Boko 

Haram Attacks and Its Influence on Readers͛ 
Perception about Causes and Appropriate 

Policy Response to Terrorism in Nigeria : A 

study of Punch, Guardian, DailyTrust and  

Leadership. (Unpublished Project) Ahmadu 

Bello University. Department of Mass 

Communication, Zaria. 

Jimoh, I & Danladi, K. (2012) ͞The Media and Crisis 

in Northern Nigeria: Approaches to  Promoting 

Peace and National Intergretion͟ In Dunmoye, 

R.A, Unobo, E.A, &   Sanusi, A.R. National 

Security, Intergretion & Sustainable 

Development   In  Nigeria: Proceedings of The 

ABU@50 Humanities’ International 

Conference. Zaria: ABU Press. 

Kowoll, S.L (2012) Theorist Meets Terrorists: A 

Reviewing Examination of the Impact of Threat 

and Efficacy Belief on Fear of Terrorism. 

Unpublished B.sc Thesis. University of Twente. 

Kperogi, F.A (2011) ͚Web of Resistance: The Citizen 

Online Journalism of the Nigerian Digital 

Diaspora. Communication Dissertation. Paper 

27. Retrieved on 08/6/2012 from 

http://www.digitalarchive.gsu.edu/communica

tion_diss/27 

Krosnick, J. and Kinder, D. (1990). ͞Altering the 

Foundations of Support for the President 

through Priming͟. American Political Science 

Review, 84, 2: 497-512. 

Lawrence, O.D. (2011). Nigerian Media Coverage of 

the Boko haram Crisis.  Journal of    Journalism 

and Crisis Studies. 12 (10), Pp  90-100. 

Loyn, D. (2003). Witnessing the Truth. 

openDemocracy.net, 20 February, 

McGoldrick, A. (2005). Peace Journalism, Stroud, 

UK: Hawthorn Press. 

McGoldrick, A. (2006). War journalism and 

"objectivity". Conflict & communication   

online, 5/2.  

http://www.digitalarchive.gsu.edu/communication_diss/27
http://www.digitalarchive.gsu.edu/communication_diss/27


 

 

Sokoto Journal of the Social Sciences Vol. 7: No.1, June, 2017  ISNN: Print 1595-2738, Online 2384-7654       96 

 

McQuail, D. (2010). McQuail͛s Mass 

communication Theory. 6
th

 edition. London: 

Sage  Publication Limited 

Nacos, B.L. (2006), ͞Terrorism and Media in the 

Age of Global Communication,͟ In: Hamilton, 

D.S., (Ed.), Terrorism and International 

Relations, Washington, DC: Center for 

Transatlantic Relations, p. 81-102. 

Nacos, B.L. (2007), Mass-Mediated Terrorism: The 

Central Role of the Media in Terrorism and 

Counter terrorism, (2nd edition), Lanham, Md.: 

Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc.  

Norris, P., Just, M.R., and Kern, M. (2003), Framing 

terrorism. The News Media, the      

Government and the Public. London: 

Routledge.  

Okali, C.A. (2011) The Boko Haram menace and the 

mass media: Appraising the  surveillance effort 

of the media. Journal of Socail Science 

research. 2 (1). 70-81.  

Okpara, V.E. (2010) The surveillance function and 

the Nigerian mass media in conflict  reporting: 

A critical discourse. Journal of Journalism and 

studies.18  (12). 21-36.  

Oso, L. & Pate, U. (2007) Mass Media and Society in 

Nigeria: Lagos: Malthouse Press  

Ozohu-Suleiman, Y. (2013) Media and Peace 

Building in Isreal/Palestine: An Empirical  

Study. Kaduna:   Richvalues concept. 

 Peleg, S. (2007). In Defense of Peace Journalism: a 

Rejoinder. Conflict communication  online, 

6/2. 

Pipes, D. (2001), ͞Terrifying enthusiasm; Many 

Muslims simply love Bin Laden,͟     

WashingtonTimes, October 25, 2001. 

Price, V., Tewksbury, D., & Powers, E. (1997). 

Switching trains of thought. The impact   of 

news frames on readers͛ cognitive responses. 

Communication Research, 24,  481–506. 

Schmid, A. P., & Graaf, J. (1982). Violence as 

Communication: Insurgent Terrorism and the 

Western Media. London: Sage. 

Schimid, A. P., & Jogman, A. J. (1988). Political 

Terrorism: a new guide to Actors, Authors, 

Concepts, Data bases, Theories, and Literature. 

Amsterdam: Transactions Book. 

SEOW, T. L. and MASLOG, C. C. (2005). War or 

peace journalism? Asian newspaper coverage 

of conflicts. Journal of Communication, 55(2): 

311-329. 

Shinar, D. (2007). Epilogue: Peace Journalism – The 

State of the Art. Conflict &  communication 

online, 6/1. deVreese, C.H. (2005) News 

Framing: Theory and Typology. Inforrmation 

Design Journal  + Document Design, 13 (1), pp 

51 – 62 

Wilkinson, P. (2000) Terrorism Versus Democarcy: 

The Liberal State Response. London: Cass 

publisher.  

Yang Lai Fong, N. (20 Framing Analysis of a Conflict: 

War / Peace Journalism:  The Journal of the 

South East for Communications and 

Humanities. Vol. 1 No. 1,      2009, pp  17- 32. 

Zelizer, B., and Allan, S., eds. (2005). Journalism 

after September 11. London, Routledge

 

 


