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    ABSTRACT 
 

This study investigates the Daily Nation and Standardôs news coverage of Kenyaôs 

2007/2008 general election and the unprecedented eruptions of violence which followed. 

This research responds to the question which came about as Kenyan print journalists and 

editors considered their role in possibly contributing to the violence, which took on an 

ethnic dimension. Vernacular radio has been fingered for having escalated longstanding 

ethnic tensions, but the role of the press has not been fully understood. In the aftermath of 

the violence, print journalists and editors met over a series of Round Table events in 

Nairobi to consider whether their conduct during the election could have encouraged 

violence. Although ten years have passed since this incidence, much of what happened 

within the Kenyan print media during and after the 2007/2008 general election remains 

unexplored and, largely, unexplained today.   

 

Although the pre- and post-election phases spanned months, my research is confined to 

purposive samples from a four-week period from 3 December 2007 to 4 January 2008. 

These four weeks were selected as they are roughly representative of the three phases of 

the national election which are considered significant to this study, namely the pre-

election phase, the election, and the post-election violence. The research is concerned 

with analysing and understanding the coverage in the two dailies, the Daily Nation and 

Standard, and comparing the discursive work of the two, particularly in relation to 

identity and ethnicity. This study draws on cultural studies, critical discourse analysis and 

normative theories of the media to inform the research project. The critical discourse 

analysis explores the discourses articulated during and after the election, with a particular 

focus on issues of identity, ethnicity and incitement. Through this process the study found 

that both publications avoided references to ethnicity, despite this being an important 

factor in Kenyan politics and voter behaviour. In analysing these issues the study found 

that while the publications might claim to attempt to avoid fuelling tensions by not 

reporting on ethnicity, the disavowal comprised a silence which positioned the press in a 

collaborative role, in which it colluded with a powerful Kenyan state. Although a 

significant amount of time has gone by since the 2007/2008 elections, this study still 
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considers the event significant in understanding the conduct of journalists during times of 

violence, and specifically for the future of journalism in Kenya. 
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION AND CONTEXT  
 

1.1. Introduction  

The Kenyan general elections of December 2007/2008 culminated in widespread 

eruptions of unprecedented violence which claimed the lives of 1300 people and 

displaced 600 000 others (Somerville 2011; Kagwanja and Southall 2009; Gibson and 

Long 2009).The news media, and vernacular radio in particular, were accused of having 

added fuel to the fire and exacerbating longstanding tensions by broadcasting 

inflammatory material, using hate speech, and stirring up fear and suspicion between 

ethnic groups (Somerville 2011). This research is concerned with the role of the press at 

this time, in particular its portrayal of the violence in the pre- and post-election phases. 

The violence, which erupted in response to delays on the release of the presidential 

results, and later as a response to the disputed results, took on an ethnic dimension 

between the Luo and Kalenjin supporters of Orange Democratic Movement (ODM) 

leader Raila Odinga, and the Kikuyu supporters of Party of National Unity (PNU) Mwai 

Kibaki. Comparisons were made to the 1994 genocide in Rwanda as the ensuing political 

and humanitarian catastrophe engulfed the country. Kenyan politicians accused one 

another of genocide and ethnic cleansing. Neighbouring countries Rwanda, Burundi, 

Eastern DRC, Congo, South Sudan, Somalia and Uganda faced economic paralysis as a 

result of their heavy economic reliance on Kenya, which had previously been known as 

an ñisland of peaceò amongst its politically unstable neighbours (Abdi 2008). 

In May 2010 I was invited to travel to Nairobi, Kenya, as part of a team from Rhodes 

University which was running a Conflict Sensitive Journalism workshop for journalists 

from Kenya, Uganda and South Sudan. Here, Kenyan journalists were encouraged to 

explore their coverage of the conflict. At the time of the workshop, much had been 

written about the possible role the press played in fuelling existing tensions, and 

allegations of incitement had been made against broadcast media and online technologies 

in particular, who were accused of having ñadded fuel to the fireò through the use of hate 

speech and inflammatory broadcasting (Goldstein and Rotich 2008; Ismail and Deane 

2008; Abdi 2008; Somerville 2011). The media were criticised by outsiders and by the 
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media themselves, who questioned their conduct during and after the election (Howard 

2008). 

Given this background, I was interested to hear the reflections of the Kenyan journalists, 

and specifically those working in print media, as the role of print media has yet to be 

fully understood (Somerville 2011; Gutierrez-Romero 2014; Wachanga 2011). Many 

journalists expressed regret at how they had reported on the violence, suggesting that 

perhaps they could have done more to promote peace (Somerville 2011).  This reflection 

echoed much of the public and personal scrutiny that erupted across Kenya and beyond in 

considering the possible role that the news media, and press in particular, might have 

played in fuelling existing tensions (Somerville 2011). I was interested in the process of 

journalists questioning their reporting, especially given the possibility that their work 

contributed to escalating tensions. This event has been the catalyst for my interest in the 

relationship between news media and violence and peace journalism more generally. 

 

1.2. Ethnicity  

Kenyan politics has long been marred by ethnic tensions, with some scholars going so far 

as to suggest that ethnicity is a central feature of Kenyan politics, comprised of ethnic 

ñcoalitions of convenience and commitmentò (Elischer 2008). With 42 ethnic groups 

comprising a multi-ethnic, multi-cultural society, Kenya has a powerful legacy of 

ethnicity that consists of a confusion of ethnic, racial and political identities. 

 

The proliferation of ethnic conflicts and tensions is so widespread that there is hardly an 

area in Kenya that has not been affected (Nyukuri 1997). Between them, Kibaki (PNU) 

and Odinga (ODM) had the backing of three of Kenyaôs largest ethnic communities: 

Kibaki had the support of the Kikuyu (6.62 million or 21 percent of total population), and 

Odinga the Luo (4.04 million or 12 percent) and Kalenjin (4.96 million or 12 percent) 

(Elischer 2008).Each of the three former Kenyan presidents, Jomo Kenyatta, Daniel Arap 

Moi and Mwai Kibaki ascended to power through a strong coalition of two or more of the 

ñpolitical tribesò comprising the Kikuyu, Luyha, Luo and Kalenjin (Kagwanja and 

Southall 2013). 
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1.3. Land 

Scholars (Rutten and Owuor 2009; Kamungi 2009) have argued that the land issue 

constitutes the major structural factor underlying ethnically driven electoral and political 

violence in Kenya. It has been described as a ñhighly charged issue that has shaken the 

foundations of the post-colonial ónation-buildingô projectò (Kagwanja and Southall 2009: 

268-269). In essence, Kenyans were dispossessed of their land on the arrival of the 

settlers, who consolidated some of the most fertile areas into the White Highlands and 

restricted the mass of dispossessed African population to tribally defined areas 

(Kagwanja and Southall 2009; Nyukuri 1997). Kanyinga et al argues that land-related 

conflicts in Kenya have their roots in colonialism, which imposed alien land-tenure 

relations in Kenya and introduced conceptual, legal and sociological confusion in the 

traditional tenure systems then prevailing in traditional Kenyan society (2008).  

 

Following World War II Kenya became a locus of resettlement of young, upper-class 

British officers, many of whom settled in the fertile areas of the Rift Valley, where they 

established large-scale coffee plantations which were mostly dependent on Kikuyu 

labour. On their arrival, the settlers set about establishing a settler friendly land policy 

and legislation through the 1902 First Crown Lands Ordinance, which legislated all 

unoccupied land be given to British aristrocrats (Rutten and Owuour 2009). In addition, 

as in other colonial spaces the settlers implemented forced labour, the doubling of 

taxation, and the introduction of the kipande (identity card). By the 1930s approximately 

30 000 settlers lived in the area and had secured their political voice due to their 

contribution to the market economy. Settlers were granted ownership of large tracts of 

land outside Nairobi, previously owned by the Kikuyu, and took ownership of some of 

the most fertile areas in the Rift Valley. Before the settlersô arrival, the Rift Valley had 

been home to approximately one million Kikuyu, who had no land claims in European 

terms, and practised subsistence farming. Following the settlersô arrival, a hut tax was 

introduced for local people, with the Kikuyu being afforded less and less access to land in 

exchange for their labour. As a result, many left their homes and ventured to the cities in 

search of work. Today, the Kikuyu are believed to account for the majority of people 

living in and around Nairobi.  
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When Kenya became a republic in December 1964, with Jomo Kenyatta, a Kikuyu, as its 

first president, the land issue was probably the most explosive issue on the independence 

agenda (Goldstein and Rotich 2008). Throughout Kenyattaôs 1960s and 1970s terms, the 

government embarked on a process of Africanisation of the economy with land bought 

from white farmers being subdivided and made available to landless, unemployed and 

progressive farmers. Land tenure rights became a major sticking point in the 1960s 

among Kenyan government officials (Rutten and Owuour 2009) and constitutional 

amendments evolved into a critical issue for the Kenya African National Union (KANU) 

from the late 1960s, which failed to facilitate any sense of political democracy. Those 

affiliated with Kenyatta were able to use their preferential position for personal 

accumulation through businesses and land, establishing the minority Kikuyu as an elite 

group (Rutten and Owuour 2009; Kagwanja and Southall 2009). Kenyatta was accused of 

facilitating the movement of the Kikuyu from Central Province into the homelands of the 

Kalenjin and Maasai in the Rift Valley, and enabling the Kikuyu preferential treatment in 

government- financed settlement schemes for previously white-owned farms in the Rift 

Valley (Kagwanja and Southall 2009; Goldstein and Rotich 2008). However the Kikuyu 

are also believed to have settled in parts of the Rift Valley long before Kenyatta assumed 

power, reaching an estimated 150 000 by the late 1930s and constituting 26 percent of the 

total African population there (Kagwanja and Southall 2009). In addition, they acquired 

land in the Rift Valley, along with other ethnic groups the Luyha, Kisii, Kamba, Luo and 

Kalenjin, in the forms of British and World Bank settlement programmes, state-financed 

transfers of British owned land to Kenyan buyers across ethnic lines; and market 

transactions (Kagwanja and Southall 2009).  

 

This continued under Daniel Arap Moi in 1978, who designed settlement schemes that 

distributed land to connected political elites ahead of those with historical ties to it. In 

addition, Moi targeted Kikuyu capital, which posed a threat to his political dominance, 

closing Kikuyu-owned banks and building his Kalenjin power base, which nurtured 

Kalenjin ethnic nationalism just as Kenyatta had done in relation to Kikuyu nationalism 
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(Rutten and Owuour 2009). By 1986, Moi had concentrated all government power under 

the control of the Kalenjin tribe and a few allies from minority groups. 

 

In 1991 a combination of international pressure and internal dissent forced the 

government of President Moi to reintroduce multi-party politics that had been suspended 

by his predecessor, with the first multi-party elections being held in December 1992. Moi 

retained power, although the extent to which the elections were truly democratic has been 

widely debated (Wanyande et al 2003). By the next national election in 2002, Moiôs 

attempt at appointing a successor, Uhuru Kenyatta, the son of Kenyaôs first president for 

whom Moi had served as vice president, was met with resistance and gave rise to 

fragmentation within KANU. Members broke away and formed the National Rainbow 

Coalition (NARC), which comprised several political parties, led by Mwai Kibaki, 

Michael Wamalwa and Raila Odinga (Onyebadi 2008). Following a turbulent 24 years in 

office marred by political repression and violence, Moi was constitutionally barred from 

participating in the countryôs 2002 general elections as a result of the reintroduction of 

multi-party politics in 1992, the first of this nature in the 27 years since liberation (Patel 

2001). Later findings by non-governmental organisations (NGOôs) including Amnesty 

International would implicate Moi in numerous cases of human rights violations, 

including allegations of torture at Nyayo House torture chambers (Kagwanja 2003). 

KANU was defeated in a landslide victory, bringing an end to Moiôs 24-year term, which 

saw NARC come to power under the leadership of Kibaki. In his 2002 bid for the 

presidency, Kibaki foregrounded the redistribution of land as a cornerstone of his 

campaign. However, he failed to honour this promise, leading to a fall-out which gave 

rise to the formation of the PNU, which represented the largest ethnic group in Kenya, 

the Kikuyu, and others who favoured a strong centralised system (Gibson and Long 

2009), and Odingaôs ODM, which represented smaller ethnic groups that felt 

marginalised by the central government and sought constitutional reform (Gibson and 

Long 2009). 
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1.4. A brief overview of the 2007 elections 

The political climate in which the 2007/2008 Kenyan elections took place has been 

described as ethnic and politically volatile, with Kenyans being more ethnically divided 

than ever before (Wachanga 2011; Kagwanja and Southall 2008). Having enjoyed a 

relatively high level of independence and freedom since transition to a democracy in 

1991, the Kenyan media was poised to report on the elections (Onyebadi 2008). Kibaki is 

credited with having opened up the airwaves, relatively speaking, and encouraged media 

freedom, which had been heavily suppressed under previous regimes of Kenyatta and 

Moi (Rambaud 2007). In the past, while the press was not as openly or heavily repressed 

as in other African states, journalists were not permitted to openly criticise government 

and apparently engaged in a large amount of self-censorship (Heath 1997). 

 

The pre-election phase was characterised by an upsurge in intimidation, threats to 

candidates, hate speeches, distribution of hate leaflets, violence between rival groups and 

mob lynching of members of ethnic rivals. Incidences of violence occurred throughout 

the pre-election period in the political climate in which ethnic tensions had reached a 

ñfever pitchò (Kagwanja and Southall 2009: 261).  

 

By 2007 Kenyans were growing increasingly weary of Kibakiôs promises and sought 

constitutional reform, the cornerstone of Odingaôs campaign (Yamano et al. 2010).The 

2007 elections were anticipated to be the closest since the introduction of multi-party 

politics in 1991. Growing discontent with Kibakiôs increasingly centralised form of 

government and failure to follow through on areas of priority including free education, 

fighting corruption and addressing the land question set the stage for a tight vote, with the 

election being described as the most narrowly contested in Kenya (Kagwanja and 

Southall 2013; Klopp 2008). Among other issues, the land question formed the central 

axis of the 2007 campaign, as Kenyans belonging to minority ethnic groupings such as 

the Kalenjin, Luo and Luyha grew increasingly frustrated with Kibakiôs lack of action on 

land redress (Kagwanja and Southall 2009). Failure to honour his promise of 

decentralisation led to growing frustration and discontentment with Kibaki, who had 

foregrounded this in his 2002 bid for the presidency.  
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In the build-up to the election Odinga capitalised on the anger and disillusionment of 

many Kenyans, campaigning on a reformist, populist and anti-corruption platform that 

promised radical change, specifically the devolution of power, or majimboism (Klopp 

2009).Growing discontent among smaller ethnic groups at the historically perceived 

Kikuyu dominance in key economic areas, including trade, banking, government, 

commercial farming and land ownership, was giving rise to a mobilisation of smaller 

ethnic groups behind the ODMôs ñforty-one-against-oneò and ñKenya against the 

Kikuyuò campaign slogans (Kagwanja and Southall 2009: 267; Klopp 2008). The 

unofficial ODM strategy inherent in these slogans thus appeared to have an ethnic 

dimension. This is further evident in that ODM officials suggested Kibakiôs ethnic group, 

the Kikuyu, were responsible for continuing the corrupt and exclusionary style of 

government that characterised much of Kibakiôs first term in office (Klopp 2008). Odinga 

and his officials also suggested that the Kikuyu were responsible for historical injustices 

and ethnic privileging, specifically of land ownership, dating back to the years of Jomo 

Kenyatta, himself a Kikuyu (Klopp 2008).  

 

Some estimates suggest as many as 600 Kenyans were killed in political violence in the 

three months ahead of voting day (Kagwanja and Southall 2009). It is notable that the 

violence was generally directed against the Kikuyu by a combination of Luo, Luhya and 

Kalenjin youths (Kagwanja and Southall 2009). According to Kagwanja and Southall 

(2013: 121), ñthe Kikuyu were identified as the enemy and described in the Kalenjin 

vernacular radio station KAAS FM as madoadoa (a Kiswahili word for stains or spots) 

translated in this specific context as spotted hyenas to be violently expelled from the Rift 

Valleyò. Much of the violence was committed along ethnic lines, and in ODM 

strongholds including Nairobi, the Rift Valley, Nyanza and Mombasa, and it has been 

argued it is plausible that ethnic tensions were a contributing factor (Nasongo, Achoka 

and Wamocha 2009). It has been argued that ethnic loyalty enabled and was rewarded by 

ñaccess to and disposal of resources and patronage through which ethnic elites can 

remain in powerò (Kamungi 2001: 3). Certainly Kenya has a history of political leaders 

privileging those belonging to certain (their) ethnic groups as evidenced by patterns of 
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political mobilisation, resource allocation and public service appointments along ethnic 

lines (Bratton and Kimenyi 1997; Orvis 2001; Apollos 2001; Kagwanja and Southall 

2009; Elischer 2008; Mamdani 2001; Rutten and Owuor 2009; Yamano, Tanaka and 

Gitau 2010). 

 

1.5. Origins of the press in Kenya 

Compared to other African states, Kenyaôs press is relatively young. The countryôs first 

newspaper, the East African Standard, was started in 1902 as the weekly African 

Standard and remained the mouthpiece of the conservative settler population of East 

Africa for decades (Ainslie 1966). Until the sudden appearance of a dozen or more 

African newspapers just after World War II, Kenya had anything but an independent 

African press (Scotton 1975). In 1921 a few issues of a Swahili broadsheet, Tangazo 

were published by freedom fighter Harry Thuku, but it was discontinued when Thuku 

was jailed and his Asian printer went bankrupt. A Kikuyu language monthly, 

Mwigwithania (Reconciler) appeared sporadically in the 1920s and 1930s and was edited 

by Jomo Kenyatta, but was banned by the time of World War II (Scotton 1975). 

Indigenous newspapers were established all across the country following the war, some 

with circulations in the thousands. These publications expressed nationalist sentiments 

and racial discrimination, and are said to have unsettled British authorities (Scotton 

1975). Through their newspapers, Kenyans attempted to resolve issues related to the 

economic, social and political conditions they were exposed to, with the question of 

European occupation of land belonging to Kenyans being the most important (Scotton 

1975; Nzioka 2006).  

 

British newspapers were launched during the 1940s and 1950s to try and counteract the 

growing influence of the indigenous press, but failed and were abandoned (Nzioka 2006). 

In a radical move the colonial government issued new laws allowing for the seizure of 

presses that were being used to print disloyal literature (Scotton 1975). After the 

consequent refusal by Asian printers to print African-owned newspapers, Kenyans 

resorted to using hand-operated presses. Consequently circulation dropped, and the 

publications were finally banned in October 1952 with the declaration of a state of 
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emergency and the banning of all independent African newspapers (Scotton 1975).Today 

the Daily Nation and the Standard (discussed further below) are the countryôs leading 

English daily newspapers, which control more than 70 percent of newspaper circulation 

in the country with a combined daily circulation of approximately 300 000 (Njogu 2009; 

Somerville 2011: 89; Onyebadi 2008: 3). 

 

1.5.1. The East African Standard 

According to various records the East African Standard was started in the coastal town of 

Mombasa by an Indian tradesman, A.M. Jeevanjee, under the title African Standard. 

Jeevanjee brought in the paperôs first journalists from England (Nzioka 2006). The paper 

catered for an audience of civil servants and the business community, and was a strong 

supporter of Settler rule (Scotton 1975). Two years later Jeevanjeeôs paper was purchased 

by the English partnership of Mayer and Anderson who changed its name to East African 

Standard, which marked the beginning of the European press in Kenya. In 1910 the paper 

underwent two major changes: it followed the colonial government to Nairobi, which 

became the capital city and the countryôs commercial and financial hub, and introduced a 

daily edition on 24 May 1910 (Scotton 1975). Typically, the content of the paper largely 

included happenings in Britain and appealed to the settler audience, echoing the tone of 

other settler publications such as Mombasa Mail and Nairobi. In 1918 the East African 

Standard Limited was incorporated as a public company with shares listed on the Nairobi 

Stock Exchange. The paper had sister newspapers in neighbouring Uganda and Tanzania, 

as well as a sister Swahili weekly, Baraza, which advocated African political activity 

(Nzioka 2006).  

 

The Standard grew along with the colonial government, and was staffed by and published 

for Europeans (Ainslie 1966; Nzioka 2006). Change in the Standard to represent issues 

pertinent to African interests and worlds was painstakingly slow even after independence. 

Over the years the Standard changed hands repeatedly until Lonrho, a British firm with 

diverse investments in Africa, acquired it in 1967 along with the television channel KTN. 

In 1975 The Standard named its first black editor and changed its format from a 

broadsheet to a tabloid. When Lonhro sold the newspaper the first chairman of the new 

board was Mark Too, a close relation of former president Moi. Today the publication is 
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owned by a group of Kenyan businessmen and has since 2002 been viewed as an 

opposition newspaper, and part of the Moi familyôs business empire (Somerville 2011). 

Additionally, it is available on the internet. At one time this media house published a 

Kiswahili paper called Baraza. Besides the Standard and KTN, this media house also 

operates Radio Maisha which began broadcasting in 2010. 

 
1.5.2. The Daily Nation 

The appearance of the Daily Nation in 1960 presented the first real challenge to the 

dominance of the Standard. The Daily Nation and its sister paper, the Sunday Nation, are 

part of the non-government-controlled Nation Media Group (NMG), owned by the Aga 

Khan, leader of the Ismaili Islamic sect, who has extensive business interests in Kenya. 

The NMG is a publicly listed company with approximately 7500 shareholders. The NMG 

also publishes a Kiswahili edition of the English daily in the form of the vernacular copy 

Taifa Leo. Taifa, with a daily circulation of 35,000 is an abridged version of the Nation. 

The same reporters produce copy for both of the companyôs editions (Somerville 2011). 

Both of the NMGôs publications, the Daily Nation and Sunday Nation, as well as its FM 

radio services are also available on the internet. 

The Nation is generally regarded as relatively independent and balanced (Nzioka 2006; 

Somerville 2011). The Daily Nation has overtaken the Standard in terms of circulation 

figures and remains the largest selling newspaper in East Africa (Nzioka 2006). 

 

 

1.6. Contemporary media landscape 

Today Kenya has a higher literacy rate than many of its neighbours, with an average of 

above 70 percent, with some research suggesting levels as high as 85 percent (Somerville 

2011: 89; Onyebadi 2008: 8). Consistent with this Kenya has an active news media, with 

four major daily newspapers, four weeklies and numerous radio and television stations 

(Nzioka 2006: 12). It is notable that radio is reckoned to be the most popular medium for 

attaining political information in Kenya, with 35.1 percent of Kenyans accessing political 

content from radio, followed by 27 percent from newspapers and 25.7 percent from 

television (Onyebadi 2008: 8). 
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The liberalisation of the media in Kenya post Kenyatta and Moiôs rule happened at vastly 

different paces in broadcast and print, with unclear and undeveloped regulatory policies 

in the broadcast sector leaving it open to manipulation by politicians and investors who 

sought to consolidate ownership (Odhiambo 2002). The first private English language 

FM station, Capital FM, was licensed in 1996, followed by the proliferation of other 

English and Swahili language stations. A Kikuyu language station, Kameme FM became 

the first to break the state monopoly on local language broadcasting in 2000. As well as 

the Kenya Broadcasting Corporation, it owns new vernacular stations such as Cooro FM, 

as well as some community broadcasters. These radio stations attracted large audiences, 

and by 2007 had 27 percent of the radio market, compared with 33 percent held by 

mainstream radios (Odhiambo 2002). 

The early 1990s were characterised by a proliferation of new entrants into the print media 

sector. Hundreds of privately owned ñalternativeò publications sprung up in Nairobi and 

other towns. The publications were relatively restricted in their readership, focused 

mainly on political, religious and sexual content, and tended to highlight the political 

causes of the ethnic groups of their owners (Odhiambo, 2002). Two content analyses of 

these publications reveal an ethnic slanting of political stories, in which conflicts, public 

appointments, the management of crime and political debate was unnecessarily ñtribe-

taggedò (Barsito and Onditi 1998).  

In a 2007 national survey conducted by American-based International Republican 

Institute (IRI), 83.7 percent of Kenyans believed their media to be free and accurate in 

carrying out their reports, while 80.6 percent also said they trust the media to fairly and 

accurately report on government (Onyebadi 2008). In a 2006 African Media 

Development Initiative Report by the BBC World Service Trust, it was suggested that 

Kenyan citizens had become increasingly reliant on the media for vital information, 

lending the news media more credibility ñthan almost any other source of informationò 

(Abdi and Deane 2008: 3). Yet this contradicts the role attributed to the news media 

during the 2007 elections, in which the news media were thought to have contributed to 
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escalating tensions. Given this shift, a study of this nature with its focus on the 

relationship between the press coverage and Kenyan society in the post-election violence 

of 2007/8 is arguably of high relevance.  

 

1.7. The news media and the 2007 elections  

The Kenyan news media were considered relatively free to report on the 2007 election 

(Somerville 2011). In the aftermath of the post-election violence, they were not accused 

of inciting hatred, but rather of failing to prevent the dissemination of propaganda and 

violent rhetoric being shared by politicians (Somerville 2011). There were also 

allegations that the news media had ñfailed to live up to professional and ethical 

standardsò (Abdi and Deane 2008: 2). Some journalists accused their colleagues of 

accepting and conveying paid-for hate material, speaking to a widespread suspicion that 

journalists were open to bribery and corruption during the elections. This gave rise to an 

unbalanced media environment in the aftermath of the elections, in which Kenyans were 

reportedly suspicious of mainstream media and preferred local vernacular outlets, which 

could perhaps suggest an awareness of the partisan nature (Somerville 2011).  

 

During the crisis, social media emerged to play a crucial role in keeping Kenyans abreast 

of developments, particularly during the five-day government induced ban on all live 

broadcasting, providing a platform for alternative communication and engagement 

(Makinen and Kuira 2008). Information communication technologies (ICTs) are 

identified as playing an important role in coordinating action among Kenyans in three 

varying forms, namely the short message service (SMS) campaigns to promote violence, 

blogs to challenge mainstream media narratives, and online campaigns to promote 

awareness of human rights violations (Goldstein and Rotich 2008). Kenyans turned to 

their mobile phones to communicate employing SMS to communicate and circumvent the 

media ban and also, in January, send messages inciting ethnic hatred. One message read: 

ñFellow Kenyans, the Kikuyuôs have stolen our childrenôs future...we must deal with 

them in a way they understand...violenceò (Goldstein and Rotich 2008: 4). In reaction, 

another stated: ñNo more innocent Kikuyu blood will be shed. We will slaughter them 

right here in the capital city. For justice, compile a list of Luoôs you know...we will give 
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you numbers to text this information,ò (2008 Goldstein and Rotich 2008: 4). A total of 

119 incidents of hate speech, circulated through email, SMS, photos and publications, 

were reported to the Kenya Human Rights Commission, including ethnic hatred, use of 

stereotypes, discrimination, incitement to violence and attacks on gender identity.  

 

While some utilised the media for violent ends, there were instances of Kenyans using 

social media to draw attention to the conflict and uncover incidences of violence which 

otherwise would have gone unreported by the mainstream press. In response to the 

escalating violence and use of the news and social media for negative purposes, a group 

of Kenyans launched Ushahidi, an online platform aimed at drawing attention to the 

violence erupting around the country (Goldstein and Rotich 2008). I Have No Tribe, a 

site dedicated to facilitating constructive and unifying dialogue among Kenyans, was also 

launched following the escalation of violence, and featured anecdotes from Kenyans 

pondering the statement, I have no tribeéI am Kenyan (Goldstein and Rotich 2008).  

 

 

1.8. Structure of the study 

Chapter Two will establish the framework that informs this study. The framework 

comprises three strands. The first of these is cultural studies. This thesis investigates the 

discourses articulated in the election coverage in the press during Kenyaôs 2007/2008 

general election, and the subject positions they proposed.  Consequently, the issue of 

representation is central to this analysis. To analyse the various representations that 

appeared in the newspapers requires a theoretical framework that incorporates 

representation, production, identity and culture and which also enables an understanding 

of the role the press plays in society. Cultural studies is an appropriate theoretical 

framework to inform this work both because of its multi-disciplinary approach and its 

conceptualising of representation and culture. Being concerned with issues of 

representation and identity and informed by the concept of power as productive and 

therefore as constitutive of subjects (Hall 1997: 1), this thesis draws on the circuit of 

culture and in particular will focus on the moment of representation and its relationship to 

production and identity. 
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The second strand of theory, journalism studies, is useful because it provides a link 

between representation and identity, and the roles of the press in democratic societies. 

Christiansô (2009) formulation of the normative theories of the media provides a three-

tier analytical model which enables analysis at a philosophical level (normative 

traditions), political level (models of democracy) and at the level of media roles 

(Christians 2009). Proposing four different roles the news media can play in democracy, 

including the collaborative, monitorial, facilitative and radical, Christians argues that the 

press always takes on ñthe form and coloration of the social and political structures 

within which it operatesò (2009:16). The collaborative, monitorial and facilitative roles 

are considered to be of specific relevance to this thesis as they most adequately draw on 

and reflect the roles played by the news media during times of elections in democratic 

societies. As far as I can confirm, while attempts have been made to understand the role 

the press played in relation to the violence, no similar study has been carried out in 

Kenya concerning this topic.  

 
Chapter Three presents an account of the methodology that is employed in this study, 

critical discourse analysis (CDA). This study is located within qualitative epistemology 

due to its constructionist positioning. It seeks to analyse the discourses articulated in the 

news coverage of the 2007/2008 Kenyan elections as reported by the Daily Nation and 

the Standard in response to the suggestion that the violence, which has been described 

along ethnic lines, was spurred on by the news media (Somerville 2011). While the news 

media have been implicated in fuelling the tensions, the role of the press in this regard is 

not yet clear (Somerville 2011). It is therefore appropriate to examine the coverage and 

the discourses articulated, particularly in relation to issues of ethnicity and incitement. 

The research therefore seeks to investigate the coverage of the two English dailies and the 

subject positions they proposed, with a particular focus on ethnicity. A subtext to this 

which informs this study is whether the dominant discourses articulated can be said to 

have contributed to the escalation of post-election violence in their coverage of the 

countryôs 2007/2008 general elections. An eclectic approach draws on Faircloughôs 
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three-dimensional model of CDA and narrative analysis (Todorovôs narrative model, 

Proppian character functions and Levi-Straussô binary oppositions).  

 

Chapter Four comprises a detailed analysis of the chosen front-page news articles and 

editorials. Chapter Five presents the main findings of this research to argue that the two 

dailiesô disavowal of context and ethnicity constitute silences which position them as 

collaborative with the Kenyan state. 
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CHAPTER TWO: THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK  

 
2.1. Introduction  

This thesis employs a post-structuralist approach, specifically a constructionist approach 

as posited by Hall (1997), in which representation is understood to play a central role in 

meaning making. Recognising the public and social character of language, the 

constructionist approach operates from the premise that things in themselves do not 

contain meaning. It insists rather that ñwe donôt mean: we construct meaningò using 

representational systems of concepts and signs (Hall 1997: 25). Prioritising the symbolic 

practices and processes through which representation, meaning and language operate, this 

view maintains that the language system conveys meaning through representing ideas and 

concepts (Hall 1997: 25).  

 

The conventional view used to be that óthingsô exist in the material and natural world, 

that their material or natural characteristics are what determines or constitutes them, and 

that they have a perfectly clear meaning outside of how they are represented (Hall 1997: 

5). In this view representation as a process is of secondary importance, which enters into 

the field only after things have been fully formed and their meaning constituted. 

Following the ócultural turnô however, meaning is argued to be produced/constructed, 

rather than simply ófoundô. Thus, in the social constructionist approach, representation is 

conceived as entering into the very constitution of things, with culture being 

conceptualised as a primary or óconstitutiveô process (Hall 1997: 6).  

 

2.2. Cultural studies 

Concerned with the generation and circulation of meanings in society, cultural studies in 

Britain developed in reaction to the dominant definition of ñcultureò advocated by 

proponents of cultural criticism (Murdock 1989). Cultural studies advocates a view of 

culture which incorporates ñall the ways in which people make sense of their situation 

and express these understandingsò, thereby retaining a focus on the ñlived textsò of social 

rituals and social institutions (Murdock 1989: 38). Setting itself up in opposition to high 

culture and the notion of cultural elitism, cultural studies is concerned with culture as a 
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key concept for understanding features of contemporary society, conceptualising culture 

as a feature of the lived practices of everyday life, which should be understood in 

political terms (Dahlgren 1997: 52). From such a constructivist perspective people and 

social institutions in specific historical circumstances are involved in an interwoven 

process whereby culture is created, which in turn helps to produce and reproduce society 

(Dahlgren 1997: 50). Broadening its definition of culture to include the circulation of 

values and meaning, this approach incorporates notions of power relations in its view of 

ótruthô, which it holds to not be determined solely by individuals, but as being located in 

ñcomplex hierarchies and the identifications they mobiliseò (Dahlgren 1997: 53). In this 

sense a key theme within cultural studiesô concept of culture is of culture as bearer of 

social power (Dahlgren 1997). Thus, ñculture, as a materialist category, embodied in 

social institutions and practices, shapes subjectivity and social relations. Social relations 

are óalways alreadyô the embodiment of power relationsò (Dahlgren 1997: 54). 

 

Conceptualising of culture as a feature of the lived practices of everyday life, cultural 

studies provides a fresh take on culture as the bearer of social power (Dahlgren 1997). 

Culture, for Hall, is about ñshared meaningsò (Hall 1997: 2). Following the ócultural turnô 

in the social and human sciences, culture has become viewed more as a process and set of 

practices, and is concerned with the production and exchange of meanings, the ñgiving 

and taking of meaningò between members of a society or group (Hall 1997: 2). Thus 

culture depends on its participants interpreting meaningfully what is happening around 

them (Purvis and Hunt 1993) and ñmaking sense of the world in broadly similar waysò 

(Hall 1997: 2). Because things in and of themselves seldom have a fixed and unchanging 

meaning, it is the way we think and feel about them that gives them meaning. It is the 

frameworks of interpretation which individuals bring and how they represent things that 

give them meaning.  

 

Meanings are circulated through interactions as well as through the mass media, global 

communication and complex technologies. Meanings organise and regulate our conduct 

and practices, helping to set the rules, norms and conventions by which social life is 

ordered and governed. In this way they are also what those who wish to govern and 
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regulate the conduct and ideas of others seek to structure and shape (Purvis and Hunt 

1993; Morley 1998).  

 

 

2.3. The ñcircuit of culture ò 

The ñcircuit of cultureò, as advocated by du Gay (1997), incorporates a view of cultural 

meaning-making as a complex set of reciprocal processes and practices, as an ongoing 

process. Operating less as a transmission flow from producer to consumer and more like 

the model of a dialogue, meaning-making incorporates at least five major cultural 

processes for considering ñhow culture and power intertwine to create meaningò (Curtin 

and Gaither 2007: 37). These include representation, identity production, consumption 

and regulation (du Gay 1997). To study an object culturally, ñone should at least explore 

how it is represented, what social identities are associated with it, how it is produced and 

consumed, and what mechanisms regulate its distribution and useò (du Gay 1997: 3).  

 

2.4. Representation 

Representation constitutes a key ñmomentò in the circuit (Hall 1997: 1). As Hall argues, 

(1997: 15) representation is an essential part of the process ñby which meaning is 

produced and exchanged between members of a cultureò as it connects meaning and 

language to culture (Hall 1997: 15). This process employs the use of language, signs and 

images which stand for or represent things (Hall 1997: 15). Two systems of 

representation are involved, including, firstly, a system by which all objects, people and 

events are correlated with a set of concepts or mental representations, equating to a 

shared conceptual map, and, secondly, language (Hall 1997: 18). The first enables 

individuals to give meaning to the world by constructing a set of correspondences or 

chain of equivalences between things and oneôs conceptual map, while the second 

depends on constructing a set of correspondences between oneôs conceptual map and a 

set of signs, organised into language which represent those concepts (Hall 1997: 19). The 

relation between ñthingsò, concepts and signs lies at the heart of the production of 
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meaning in language, and it is in the process of representation that these elements are 

linked together (Hall 1997: 19). 

 

 

2.5. Language 

Central to culture and representation is language. Language is the medium through which 

we ñmake sense of thingsò and in which meaning is produced and exchanged (Hall 1997: 

19). For Hall, ñlanguage is one of the ómediaô through which thoughts, ideas and feelings 

are represented in a cultureò (Hall 1997: 1). Meaning can only be shared through our 

common access to language. Thus language is key to meaning and culture and has always 

been regarded as ñthe key repository of cultural values and meaningsò (Hall 1997: 1). 

Within a constructivist approach, language constitutes material objects and social 

practices as meaningful and intelligible; it also structures which meanings can or cannot 

be deployed under determinate circumstances by speaking subjects. To understand 

culture is to explore how meaning is produced through the signifying practices of 

language within material and institutional contexts (Hall 1997).  

 

A central argument of cultural studies is that language is relational. Working from the 

premise that signs have no direct reference to an independent object world but generate 

meaning through their relationships to other signs organised syntagmatically and 

paradigmatically, it is argued that all cultural forms can be analysed ólike a languageô . 

Although meaning is formally undecided and unfixed, in social practice it is regulated 

and temporarily stabilised into pragmatic narratives or discourses.  

 

2.6. Foucault and discourse 

The paradigm of cultural studies is increasingly informed by Foucaultôs notion of 

discourse. In his argument against structuralist theories of language that conceive of it as 

an autonomous rule governed system, Foucault (1972) focuses on the description and 

analysis of discourse and their effects under determinate material and historical 

conditions (Barker 2001). Discourse is understood as ña regulated way of speaking that 

defines and produces objects of knowledge, thereby governing the way topics are talked 
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about and practices conductedò (Barker 2001: 12). For Foucault, discourse constructs, 

defines and produces objects of knowledge in an intelligible way while at the same time 

excluding other ways of reasoning as unintelligible. Foucault explored how particular sets 

of ideas and practices have prevailed during particular historical periods by focusing on 

how discourse constructs the topic by governing instances and rules under which 

statements are combined and regulated to form and define a distinct field of 

knowledge/objects (Barker 2001). He considered how ñmadnessò, ñpunishmentò or 

ñsexualityò have been conceptualised and spoken about at different points in history (Hall 

1997: 45; Foucault 1990; Foucault 2012). Such statements give rise to certain kinds of 

knowledge about the concepts, with the terms only existing meaningfully within the 

discourses about them (Hall 1997: 45). In this view, discourse is the production of 

knowledge through language (Foucault 1990; Foucault 2012; Hall 1997).  

 

For Foucault, meaning does not exist ñnaturallyò but is subject to power relations which 

govern not only what can be said under determinate social and cultural conditions but 

also who can speak with authority, as well as when and where (Purvis and Hunt 1993; 

Barker 2001). Breaking from the Marxist theory of class interests and ideological 

ódistortionô, Foucault re-conceived the link of power/knowledge (Hall 1997: 48). Instead 

of seeing power as functioning in a direct and repressive way, Foucault proposed that 

knowledge is always an effect of power and is also implicated in the circumstances in 

which knowledge is applied. For Foucault, that power is able to define what counts as 

knowledge or ñtruthò is more important than the question of ñtruthò (Hall 1997: 49). This 

contextual and historicised approach led to Foucault proposing the notion of the ñregime 

of truthò, consisting of a discursive formation sustaining it, rather than an essential or 

absolute ñtruthò. Additionally, Foucault conceived of power as circulatory, and not 

simply as coming from a specific source such as the sovereign, the state or the ruling 

class (Foucault 1990; Foucault 2012). This implies that power relations permeate all 

levels of social existence and that all individuals are subject to it as power is exercised 

through a net-like organisation (Foucault 1990; Foucault 2012).  
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Thus, in this sense power is not hierarchical; it has a capillary action which permeates the 

body in how it is worn, felt and expressed, with subjects physically embodying what they 

regard to be ñtruthò. The body is the site of disciplinary practices which enables the 

development of subjects, as the practices are the result of specific historical discourses of 

medicine, science, crime, punishment and sexuality (Barker 2001). Thus discourse is 

understood as also embodied in physical subjects who exhibit meaning, for example in 

the professional attire and material practice of journalists, doctors and lawyers who 

embody what is perceived to be practices of professionalism in their ways of being in the 

world. The permeation of power into the body is facilitated by understandings and beliefs 

of ñtruthò and in the case of disciplines, notions of professionalism. In addition, if 

Foucault focused on the óobjects of the discourseô as identified above, he recognises that 

it also constitutes subjects of the discourse, such as journalists who subscribe to particular 

understandings of journalistic professionalism. In the case of the subject as produced 

through discourse within the discipline of journalism, journalistic practices in the 

newsroom are both the effect of and productive of themselves in terms of what counts as 

news. ñTruthò and professionalism are both produced and reproduced inside the 

newsroom. The way journalists present and conduct themselves are embodiments of their 

understandings of what it means to be a journalist, which in effect is an articulation of 

what constitutes their ñtruthò. In this sense, power is not only negative, repressing what it 

seeks to control, but is also productive in how it ñproduces things, induces pleasure, 

forms of knowledge and produces discourseò (Hall 1997: 50; Foucault 1980). In this 

sense discourse is not a purely linguistic concept, but incorporates language 

(representation) and practice (material actions) (Hall 1997: 44).  

 

Crucially Foucault insists on the historicity of discourse, knowledge and ótruthô. A 

discourse is ótrueô within a specific historical context (Hall 1997: 46; Foucault 1980). 

Focusing more on how knowledge is produced through discursive practices in specific 

institutional settings to regulate the conduct of others, Foucault provides useful ways of 

understanding the connections between subjectivity and the social order, as he unpacks 

the notion of a subject and illustrates how this is both constructed and affected by social 

practices.  
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Being deeply critical of the traditional conception of óthe subjectô, Foucaultôs work 

displaces the subject from the privileged Enlightenment position in relation to knowledge 

and meaning (Foucault 1980; Hall 1997: 55; Barker 2000). Instead of viewing the subject 

as an autonomous and stable entity, the ócoreô of the self, Foucault proposes that it is 

discourse, not the subjects who enact it, which produces knowledge and thus the subject 

too (Hall 1997: 55). To this end for Foucault the subject is constituted within but is not 

determined by discourse (Hall 1997: 55; Foucault 1980). Hence, ñthis subject of 

discourse cannot be outside discourse, because it must be subjected to discourseò (Hall 

1997: 55; Foucault 1980). The historicising of discourse in this sense is accompanied by 

a historicising of the subject. 

 

Subjectivities involve how individuals are constituted as subjects through myriad social 

processes in relation to one another (Barker 2001). A subject, for Foucault (1977, 1979, 

1980), is the product of power manifested in those subjected to it (Barker 2001). Power, 

as noted above, is not simply a negative mechanism of control but is also productive of 

the self. For example, the disciplinary power of schools, work organisations, prisons, 

hospitals, asylums and the discourses of sexuality produce subjectivity by bringing 

individuals into view (Barker 2001). And similarly journalists are brought into view 

through similar processes. 

 

Although Foucault was concerned with hegemonic discourses at particular moments in 

time, such as capitalism and modernity, he argues that there is never a singular discourse 

at play; rather, there is always an element of contestation and of resisting discourses 

propagated by the plural subject. Subjects in this sense are not singular entities; rather 

they participate and negotiate in various, sometimes contesting discourses, in an array of 

ways. Thus, in the case of a study of the discourses of madness, punishment or sexuality, 

statements about the topics, the rules which prescribe certain ways of speaking about 

these topics and exclude other ways, the ósubjectsô who personify the discourse, how the 

knowledge about the topic acquired authority or a sense of the ótruthô, the practices 
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within institutions for dealing with the subjects and acknowledgement that a different 

discourse on the topic will arise, are necessary.  

 

As a great deal of Foucaultôs work is concerned with the historical investigation of 

discipline and the production of subjects through ñdisciplinaryò power, his work 

highlights the effects statements have on knowledge and rules which prescribe what is 

ñsayableò or ñthinkableò (Foucault 1980). Foucaultôs work shows how classificatory 

systems are essential to the process of normalisation, the distribution of categories around 

a central norm and thus to the production of a range of subjects (Barker 2001). Particular 

discourses or state of knowledge, termed the episteme by Foucault, may appear across a 

range of texts and in forms of conduct across society, which when referring to the same 

object and sharing a similar style, belong to the same discursive formation (Hall 1997: 

44). 

 

2.7. The roles of the news media in democratic societies 

The relationship between the news media and democracy has been widely debated 

(Althaus 2012; McNair 2000; McCombs et al 1997; Golan and Wanta 2001; Kiousis, 

McDevitt and Wu 2005). In a democracy, the news media ideally provide surveillance of 

the socio-political environment reporting developments likely to affect the welfare of 

citizens, facilitate dialogue across a diverse range of views, as well as between power 

holders and mass publics, provide mechanisms for holding officials to account for how 

they have exercised power, and respect the audiences ability to make sense of their 

political environment (Gurevitch and Blumler 1990:25-26). Due to the focus on 

representation and identity, this thesis incorporates Christiansô Normative Theories of the 

Press (2009) as productive in considering the functions of the news media and 

highlighting the significance of the news media in democratic societies. Unlike the 

positivist epistemology that underpins the ñregime of objectivityò presumed in some 

approaches to journalism, this thesis ascribes to a view of the news media as active 

participants in the conflict cycle, and not a ñdetached, unobtrusive observerò (Hackett 

2006: 2).  
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Ideas about the mediaôs normative potential can be traced back to the notion of the 

fourth estate, which viewed the media as the fourth power that provides counterbalances 

and checks on the executive, legislative, and judicial branches of government. An 

emphasis on the mediaôs social responsibility by Americaôs Commission on the 

Freedom of the Press (also known as the Hutchins Commission) in 1947 marked the 

beginning of its potential advocacy role, which developed out of increasing 

disillusionment with its inability to ñsolve the problems of a democratic societyò  

(Christians  2009: 5).  

Following these developments, and partially informed by the findings of the Hutchins 

Commission, Siebert, Peterson and Schramm (1956) published Four Theories of the 

Press, which provided a ñreflection about the mediaôs role in society by suggesting that 

the press systems are linked to different political systems and philosophiesò (Christians  

2009:4). Introducing the authoritarian, libertarian, social responsibility and soviet 

concepts of what the press should be and do, Four Theories was widely considered a 

seminal piece of work in an area where there had not yet been a widely accepted 

account for the mediaôs potential role in society. However, its historically and 

contextually based approach has been increasingly challenged for its seeming lack of 

relevance to contemporary society and for being constrained by the ideology and 

historical circumstances of its inception. Such critiques argue that Four Theories 

focused on normative theories which lack sufficient explanation as they are based on 

how things should be and do not necessarily relate to how things are (Christians 2009).  

Major technological developments, largely a result of the 1980s discovery of the 

potential of international cable and satellite transmission, and the beginning of 

innovation in the use of computers for communication, have contributed to major shifts 

in the news media, which are unaccounted for in Four Theories (Christians  2009).  In 

addition significant societal political- ideological shifts away from social responsibility 

in media governance towards deregulation and entrepreneurial growth, which gave rise 

to deregulation and privatisation becoming the driving forces in communications and 

media from the mid-1980s onward, have contributed to increased criticism of the 

relevance and applicability of Four Theories to contemporary society (Christians 2009). 
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These shifts have posed serious questions for communication researchers and educators 

which Four Theories has no longer able to answer. Developed in a Western setting and 

arguably assuming a linear approach to development, this approach has since been 

challenged and criticised for being invalid and ethnocentric (Christians 2009).  

More recently, while a range of theories have been suggested over the years, including 

Western, third world, communist and developmental models in an attempt to encompass 

the changing global political landscape, the fundamental problem with many of these 

media models is their seemingly prescriptive nature ï that is, they try to prescribe rather 

than to describe social phenomena (Christians 2009). 

Steering clear of historicising their approach by rather providing different levels of 

generality, Normative Theories outlines various tendencies that can combine into many 

institutional forms then applied to types of historical-philosophical traditions and media 

roles (Christians 2009: 18). In attempting to answer the question, ówhy do the mass 

media appear in widely different forms and serve different purposes in different 

countries?ô, the authors emphasise that each of the three levels has its own logic and that 

the different types of normative traditions, models of democracy and roles of media 

falling under each respective analytical level ñshould be seen as vehicles of analytical 

understanding rather than sets of fixed locations limiting actual phenomenaò (Christians 

2009:16). The media roles practised by ñmedia institutions or individual communicators 

are typically composites of different and sometimes contradictory traditionsò (Christians 

2009: 17). Christiansô framework is significant in relation to the pressing issues facing 

democratic societies including: 

... the critical role of communications media that has to be fulfilled 

independently of vested interests and established institutions; and the 
collaboration or not of media with authority. (2009:30) 

Christians et al. argue that ñcollaboration characterises any number of relationships in 

which the media willingly, sometimes even enthusiastically, participateò (Christians 

2009:197). While the media can collaborate with a range of ócentres of powerô such as 

non-state actors and civil society organisations, its collaboration with the state is of 
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central focus to this study because the ñstate can intervene in the affairs of journalism in 

ways that fundamentally alter the nature of everyday newsò (Christians 2009:197). 

According to the authors, for the collaborative role to exist, the relationship between the 

media and the state should be ñbuilt on mutual trust and a shared commitment to 

mutually agreeable means and endsò (Christians 2009:198). Drawing on Heldôs (1995: 

160-162) understanding of the conditions of collaboration, three main strands are 

emphasised including collaboration as compliance, as acquiescence and as acceptance 

(Santos 2012; Held 1995: 161). Compliant collaboration can result from coercion, apathy 

on the part of the media, and tradition justified on the basis of history and custom (Held 

1995:161). Acquiescent collaboration on the other hand results from pragmatic and 

instrumental considerations wherein such cooperation is inevitable and useful 

respectively. Lastly, the media accepts to collaborate for practical and normative reasons.  

The term monitorial is defined as referring to ñan organised scanning of the real world 

of people, conditions, and events, and of potentially relevant sources of informationò 

and also the mediaôs evaluation and interpretation of these, ñguided by the criteria of 

relevance, significance, and reigning normative frameworks for the public arenaò 

(Christians 2009: 140). Based on an understanding of an early model of mediation in 

which the news media intervene between events and sources on the one hand, and 

members of the public on the other, the monitorial role reflects much of the model of 

professional journalism and, in particular, the news mediaôs work during political 

campaigns and elections. Its potential contribution to the democratic political process 

rests on the notion of the monitorial citizen ï individuals who actively seek information 

in order to participate in the democratic political process (Christians. 2009: 140). In 

their monitorial role, the news media act in conjunction with a body of social actors 

providing them with a resource essential to the practice of democracy, acting as a link 

between (government) policymakers and the public in roles such as informer and 

educator, advocate of policy and critic. This is of particular relevance during a political 

campaign and election period, as will be evidenced in the analysis of the role.   

Historically the tension between óneutralô mediation and active participation is 

evidenced in the monitorial role as journalists embark on their work. In line with notions 
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of journalistic professionalism which have developed over time, most ascribe to the role 

of neutral reporter in their capacity as informer, which is supported by values of 

óobjectivityô. With one of the criteria for selective monitoring being the wish to protect 

the public, the monitorial role overlaps somewhat with the press role of watchdog or 

guardian of the public interest, with monitorial activity extending into investigative 

reporting (Cottle 2006; Ettema and Glasser 1998; Thompson 2000).  This role is not 

without its challenges, and Christians identifies claims to confidentiality and economic 

interest in protecting certain information, the commercial imperative in media 

operations, media obsession with ódramatic narrativeô, compelling characters and 

personalities as some of the barriers to the performance of the monitorial role 

(Christians 2009:152-156).  

The idea of the facilitative role is to provide information which enables citizens to lead a 

more actively engaged life which, by providing information and acting as a forum for 

public debate, enables the media to play a catalytic role in the facilitation of a public 

sphere (Christians 2009). The facilitative role is designed to ñwiden access and promote 

active citizenship by way of debate and participationò also fulfilling a crucial function 

during election time and thus forming part of the analysis (Christians 2009: 158).  In 

performing the facilitative role, ñthe media promote dialogue among their readers and 

viewers through communication that engages them and in which they actively 

participateò (Christians 2009: 158). An example of this approach exists in public 

journalism and is concerned with incorporating readers and community members as 

participants in political processes such as those involved during a national election. 

Ideally, in their capacity as facilitators, the news media should incorporate grass roots 

sources rather than continue a preoccupation with elite sources, and provide a voice to 

those marginalised as a result of poverty, gender, ethnic or political tensions to enable 

their views and experiences to become part of mainstream public debate and to enable 

political (campaign) issues to reach them on the periphery of society. The radical role is 

not included here as it is not relevant to this body of research. 
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2.8. Reporting on elections 

The news mediaôs role during times of democratic elections has been argued to comprise 

one of its most significant functions (McCombs and Shaw 1972; Chyi and McCombs 

2004; Kiousis and McCombs 2004; Walgrave and Van Aelst 2006). The news media 

define issues of importance on the public agenda through their reports on campaign 

activities, and their behaviour is intimately connected with the perceptions of political 

environments, the shaping of public agenda issues, and the casting of votes (McCombs 

and Shaw 1972; Tan and Weaver 2007; McCombs  and Bell 1996). Typically, media 

involvement during elections spans three main areas including the function of political 

candidatesô name recognition or reinforcement (Onyebadi 2008), the exposure of salient 

issues  (Ghanem 1997) and highlighting candidatesô characters and stances on issues.  

With the increasing reach of the news media, particularly during election time, the lack of 

direct access to political candidates and a heavy reliance on media reports to inform 

them, voters are argued to rely increasingly on news coverage of the events and issues of 

election campaigns. As such, a successful media campaign is thought to have a large 

bearing on the outcome of the electioneering process. In relation to the USA, Patterson 

(1980: 3) argues: 

Todayôs presidential campaign is essentially a mass media campaign. It is not that 

the mass media entirely determine what happens in the campaigné But it is no 
exaggeration to say that, for the large majority of voters, the campaign has little 
reality apart from its media version.  

McCombs and Shawôs breakthrough study of the 1968 Chapel Hill, North Carolina 

presidential elections is often cited as the best example of investigating the potential role 

and influence of the news media during political campaigns and elections (McCombs and 

Shaw 1972). Finding correlations between issues highlighted by the news media and 

what undecided voters considered to be the main issues, McCombs and Shawôs study 

foreground the news media as a facilitator of a learning process, especially during 

elections (1972). Such processes are suggestive of the potential means of influence of the 

news on what issues or characteristics get covered, known as agenda-setting.  Protess and 

McCombs (1991: 149) argue:  
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Nowhere is the agenda-setting influence of the media more clearly or consistently 
shown than in the research on political campaigns. Studies indicate that news 

coverage of elections often influences what the public and candidates themselves 
come to view as the important issues of the campaign. 

Agenda-setting offers an explanation of why information about certain issues, and not 

others, is made available to the public in democratic societies, how public opinion can be 

influenced, and why certain issues are addressed through policy actions while others are 

not. The central idea in agenda setting is that the media represent a powerful force in 

shaping what the public consider to be the principal issues of the day.  

Limited by time and space, news organisations often have to select a handful of stories, 

leaving dozens of potential stories off the agenda, as news selection forms a central part 

of editorial practice. Defined as a set of issues that are communicated in a hierarchy of 

importance at a point in time, a news agenda reflects topical issues at a given time. An 

issue comprises a social problem, often conflictual, that receives media attention 

(McCombs 1997). That an issue always involves conflict of some kind means that 

agenda-setting is inherently a political process with attention given by the news media, 

the public and potential policymakers to some issues and not others (Dearing and Rogers 

1996: 2). Operating largely through repetition, the news media define issues of 

importance on the public agenda via the cumulative effect of media messages about an 

issue. The process whereby such messages are selected and conveyed is known as 

framing, which according to McCombs involves the transmission of salience, in which 

the ñnews media influence the salience or prominence of that small number of issues that 

come to command public attentionò (McCombs 1997: 433). 

Described as ñthe central organising idea for news content that supplies a context and 

suggests what the issue is through the use of selection, emphasis, exclusion, and 

elaborationò media frames are thought to comprise a crucial part of the process through 

which issues gain prominence on the public/news agenda (Tankard 1991: 3). The 

perspectives and frames that journalists employ draw attention to certain attributes of the 

objects of news coverage, as well as to the objects themselves. Entman (1993: 52) argues 

that: 
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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 
recommendation for the item described.  

Within the constructivist approach that this research is grounded in, framing plays an 

important role in the construction of meaning. These processes of meaning making 

involve constructions which are shaped by both the producers and consumers of news 

media. As such, framing research provides a potential link between production and 

reception processes and ideally examines how journalists employ frames in the 

construction of news stories, how the stories articulate the frames and how audience 

members interpret the frames by focusing on the ways in which frames organise news 

stories and other discourses by their patterns of selection, emphasis, interpretation and 

exclusion. Consequently, framing can be studied as a strategy of constructing and 

processing news discourse or as a characteristic of the discourse itself (Pan and Kosicki 

1993: 57). 

In considering the effects of framing within the political sphere, it is important to note 

that framing of issues and events does not develop in a political vacuum but has been 

suggested to be shaped by the sponsoring of multiple social actors, including politicians, 

social movements and organisations. Given the significance of resources during political 

campaigns, for example, framing contests often favour political elites (Gitlin 1980; 

Kellner 1990; Tuchman 1978). 

A frameôs ability to dominate news discourse depends on complex factors, including its 

sponsorôs economic and cultural resources, its sponsorôs knowledge of journalistic 

practices, the practices themselves, and the frameôs resonance with broader political 

values. Because the distribution of political, economic, and cultural resources shapes 

frame sponsorship and framing contests, studying the construction of reality through 

framing should involve an examination of power.  
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2.9. The news media and conflict 

The news mediaôs coverage of conflict can have far-reaching implications for how 

individuals understand their place in the world. In increasingly modernised societies with 

ever increasing media reach, many millions of individuals around the world are 

completely reliant on evolutions in communication technologies which provide up to the 

minute updates during times of conflict. These technological evolutions are widely 

considered to have significantly altered the conduct of conflict, warfare, and conflict 

resolution (Robinson 2005). Compared to previous years, people today know much more 

and much sooner about developments in international relations.  

In recent years it has become widely recognised that conflict coverage, whether 

intentionally or not, has its own significant impacts on conflicts themselves, and on the 

policy and politics surrounding them (Gilboa 2005). According to Hackett, ñin wartime, 

the media are not mere observers but are simultaneously the source of intelligence, a 

combatant, a weapon, a target, and battlefieldò (2006: 48). Lynch and McGoldrick also 

point out that reporting on war now constitutes a bigger responsibility because ñmodern 

wars are fought as much through the media as they are on the groundò (2005a: ix). 

As suggested by the impact of Radio Television Libre de Mille Collines (RTLM) and 

other vernacular radio stations in Rwanda during the unprecedented 1994 violence, the 

news media can incite people toward violence. In Kenya, many local radio stations have 

been implicated in fuelling the 2007/2008 post-election violence by broadcasting 

inflammatory songs and messages on vernacular radio stations. Journalist Mike Pflanz, 

reporting for the British Daily Telegraph and Irish Independent notes that there was 

growing evidence that ñhate-filled broadcasts have poured fuel on the fire of Kenyaôs 

post-election killings and contributed to ethnic cleansing in certain areasò (Somerville 

2011: 2). As these examples suggest, the news media can also play antidemocratic roles, 

contributing to democratic decay rather than peace-building by fuelling existing tensions 

through their coverage, taking sides, sowing fear and division, reinforcing prejudices, and 

spreading half-truths. This tendency is clearly articulated by Banda (cited in Rhodes 

Journalism Review 2008: 51): 
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History provides us with a multitude of examples that show the ability of 
journalists, from behind the shelter of their microphones or pens, to incite hatred, 

provoke violent mass movements, voluntarily manipulate information in the 
service of war-mongering strategies, and, more or less consciously or perversely, 

create the roots of deep divisions within society. 

Given the antidemocratic roles played at the time by the news media in recent years, 

contemporary conflict reporting has come under increasing criticism mainly for its 

tendency for shallow reporting and sensationalism during times of conflict (Banda 2008; 

Lynch and McGoldrick 2005b). The founder of peace studies, Johan Galtung makes a 

distinction between war/violence journalism on the one hand, and peace/conflict 

journalism on the other with most journalism from conflict areas being presented as a 

battle between two combatants both after the same goal (Lynch and McGoldrick 2005b). 

In many cases the focus is predominantly on violent events, elite sources and zero-sum 

reporting.  

That the news media have more often than not been thought to encourage conflict rather 

than quell it is no accident according to scholar Gadi Wolfsfeld (1997; 2004), who 

outlines four news values preferred by news organisations including immediacy, drama, 

simplicity and ethnocentrism. Lee and Maslog (2005: 11) also point out that ñthe news 

coverage of conflict, including the reporting about war is grounded in the notion of 

conflict as a news valueò.  

Media coverage of conflicts is decided by various factors, most of which have nothing to 

do with humanitarian needs, for example geographic proximity to western countries, 

costs, logistics, legal requirements i.e. visas, risk to journalists, relevance to national 

interest and news attention cycles. Additionally, with so many on-going and potentially 

violent conflicts in the world today, it usually takes more than warnings from 

humanitarian nongovernmental organisations (NGOs) to get the international media 

interested in simmering conflicts. ñSince coverage of conflicts that might explode in 

violence is unlikely to boost ratings, these conflicts are usually ignored,ò (Jakobsen 2000: 

133). These values understandably make it challenging to use the news media for peace, 

as they usually tend toward favouring violence.  Dramatic images of wide-spread human 

suffering are considered by many journalists and media houses to sell better than pictures 
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of United Nations troops quietly performing peace-keeping efforts. International news 

channels and newspapers pay minimal attention to the successes of preventive 

democracy, usually because these are invisible. ñWhen preventive democracy succeeds 

nothing happens and this makes successes hard to findò (Jakobsen 2000: 133). Rather, ña 

trigger event such as an exodus of refugees or a massacre is usually required and the 

crisis must be photogenic and dramatic: a short bloody war is better than a drawn out 

stalemateò (Jakobsen 2000: 133). 

2.10. War or peace journalism 

History has shown that the news media can incite people towards violence (Bratic and 

Schirch 2007: 7; Kempf 2007). Today, the mediaôs impact on the escalation of conflict is 

more widely recognised than the mediaôs impact on peace-building. In an attempt to 

rethink journalismôs role in times of conflict, peace studies founding father Johan 

Galtung presented the idea of peace journalism in the 1970s (Cottle 2006; Lynch and 

McGoldrick 2000). Differentiating between journalism of the ñlow roadò and ñhigh roadò 

Galtung describes the former as comprising a journalism which ñsees a conflict as a 

battle, as a sports arena or gladiator circusò (2006: 4). The actors, or in the case of 

conflict, political parties involved, are usually reduced to two, and are ñcombatants in a 

struggle to impose their goalsò (2006: 3). He suggests the reporting is modelled on that of 

a military command, including information on who advances, who capitulates short of 

their goals, with losses being counted in terms of numbers killed or wounded and 

material damage. This reporting, prevalent in the news media, encourages a zero-sum 

perspective and draws on sports reporting, in which ñwinning is not everything, it is the 

only thingò (2006: 3). 

Working from the premise that the news media tend to report on conflict in ways that 

escalate tensions and contribute to a zero-sum portrayal of events, Galtungôs 

reconceptualisation of journalism offers an alternative: journalism as part of the solution 

rather than the problem (Nohrstedt and Ottosen 2008). Breaking with traditional 

journalistic codes, peace journalism advocates a view of journalism as potential peace-

maker and force for change (Lynch and McGoldrick 2007). Premised on the notion of 

conflict resolution as one of its recognised values which combines journalism with peace 
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as an external aim, peace journalism aims to promote conflict resolution, reconstruction 

and reconciliation, much like the facilitative role outlined above (Shinar 2007: 1).  

For Galtung, the news media have a responsibility, particularly during times of conflict, 

to report in such a way as to encourage and facilitate peace-building (2006: 4; Blasi 

2004). Noting that the media prepare, ñconsciously or unconsciously, the premises for a 

dramatic choiceò, Galtung advocates a journalism of responsibility, in which journalists 

and editors make conscious choices for the promotion of peace-oriented content (2006: 

4). For Lynch and McGoldrick, this means conscious choices on the part of the editorial 

staff, including journalists and editors, to report on news in ways that encourage nuanced 

understandings and non-violent responses to conflict (2005). One of the ways this is 

encouraged is through the inclusion of a range of sources, which encourage a multi-

dimensional and nuanced view of conflict as a complex phenomenon involving a range of 

social actors and sometimes, a multiplicity of issues. Conventional conflict reporting can 

exacerbate the zero-sum game portrayal as it usually favours elite sources and limits the 

amount of sources to one or two.  Peace journalism, by contrast, seeks to include a range 

of voices and preferably those on the ground, to enable as broad an understanding of the 

issue as possible. In practice, peace journalism is peace-oriented, truth-oriented, people-

oriented and solution-oriented, while war journalism by comparison is war-oriented, 

propaganda-oriented, elite-oriented and victory-oriented (2006). As such, for Galtung the 

premise of peace journalism is to expand the conflict discourse to include ñpeaceful 

outcomes and processes, making peace perspectives visibleò (2006: 4).  

To be sure, peace journalism has received a fair amount of criticism, mainly for being a 

naïve form of realism and for failing to address the realities of daily news production 

cycles and demands (Dente Ross et al. 2011). Criticism wielded against peace journalism 

centres on the structural incompatibility of values of mainstream journalism, namely 

objectivity, neutrality and detachment. BBC correspondent David Loyn (2003) argued 

that peace journalism could compromise the integrity of journalists and their role as 

observers. ñOur task is always to seek to find out what is going on, not carrying any other 

baggage. If there is conflict resolution we report on it in context. We do not engage in it.ò 
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 According to Wolfsfeld (1997: 67):  

There is an inherent contradiction between the logic of a peace process and the 

professional demands of journalists. A peace process is complicated; journalists 
demand simplicity. A peace process takes time to unfold and develop; journalists 
demand immediate results. Most of a peace process is marked by dull, tedious 

negotiations; journalists require drama. A successful peace process leads to a 
reduction in tensions; journalists focus on conflict. Many of the significant 

developments within a peace process must take place in secret behind closed 
doors; journalists demand information and action. 

This criticism extends to the extensive structural constraints journalists face on a daily 

basis including limited personnel, time and material resources, editorial procedures and 

hierarchies, textual constraints, availability of sources, access to information, heavy time 

pressure, limited resources and tight competition, embodying what Fawcett calls the 

ñconstraining nature of the news texté In order to make use of the ówin-winô frames in 

conflict, one needs to address the power of these discursive structures, as well as the 

power of the political and professional cultures within which journalists operate,ò (2002: 

221). To claim an alternate reality for journalists within this space is simply unfeasible, 

according to such scholars.  

Some critics have gone so far as to suggest that the aspirations of peace journalism are 

simply those of ñgoodò journalism, including giving sufficient background information to 

conflicts, to allow rivalling parties a voice, include a range of sources and report on the 

atrocities of war (Luostarinen 2002: 283). However, to simply dismiss these ideas would 

be to endorse business as usual. Given the extensive criticism of conventional reporting, 

it is perhaps helpful to have an alternative to consider.  
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CHAPTER THREE: RESEARCH APPROACH AND METHODS  

 

3.1. Introduction  

This thesis seeks to analyse the discourses articulated in the news coverage of the 

2007/2008 Kenyan elections as reported by the Daily Nation and the Standard. It has 

been suggested that the violence, which has been described along ethnic lines, was 

spurred on by the news media (Somerville 2011). It is therefore appropriate to examine 

the coverage and the discourses articulated, particularly in relation to issues of ethnicity 

and identity. This chapter outlines the research design and approach underpinning this 

study by first outlining the research question, providing an overview of qualitative 

research methodology, describing the sampling used, outlining critical discourse analysis 

as the chosen method for this text-based study and giving a brief description of the 

analytic strategies used in the textual analysis.  

 

3.2. The research question 

The research question motivating this study is: how did the press coverage relate to the 

occurrence of violence in Kenya during and after the elections? To this end, I focused on 

the coverage of two newspapers and narrowed my research question to: how did the 

Daily Nation and Standard variously cover the elections? The subtext to this question 

which informs this study is to probe how the dominant discourses articulated the issues of 

ethnicity that underpinned the violence that occurred along ethnic lines. In other words, 

can the mainstream Kenyan press be said to have contributed to the escalation of post-

election violence through their coverage of the countryôs 2007/2008 general elections or, 

alternatively what discursive work did they do in that context? This research incorporates 

the view that omission to address pressing issues must be understood as a consequence of 

processes of considered selection and construction on the part of the producers of the 

message. These questions are investigated by exploring the nature of the coverage in the 

Daily Nation and Standard drawing on qualitative methods as outlined below. 

To explore this question, this research critically analyses the discourses articulated in the 

two English dailies, with a particular focus on issues of representation and identity. As 
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discussed in Chapter Two, this research is informed by the argument that the news media 

play a critical role in democratic societies, particularly during times of national elections 

and conflict. Therefore this analysis seeks to understand the ways in which the Kenyan 

news media reported on the elections and subsequent post-election violence with a view 

to understanding the role played by the press at this time as well as the subject positions 

proposed in the coverage. The two newspapers were chosen given their prominence as 

the leading English dailies in Kenya, and because they provide a platform for discourses 

to be analysed. 

 

3.3. Qualitative methodology 

Positioned within the poststructuralist understanding of the constructed nature of media 

representations, this analysis draws on qualitative research methods to explore the media 

coverage and the subject positions proposed in the Kenyan 2007/2008 general election 

and the ensuing post-election violence. Rooted in the belief that ñsocial phenomena are 

discursively constitutedò, constructionism enables a view of ñhow things come to be as 

they are, that they could be different, and thereby that they can be changedò (Hammersley 

2008:110). This interpretive approach to social research is concerned with understanding 

peopleôs perspectives, lived experiences and engagement with meaning-making, while 

retaining a view of meaning as an ongoing creative process of producing and maintaining 

systems of meaning and value (Babbie and Mouton 2001: 28; Christians and Carey 1989: 

356). Qualitative research relies on contextual understandings of social phenomena, 

requiring an understanding of the social, cultural and historical contexts that influence 

peopleôs lives (Bryman 1984; Babbie and Mouton 2001). Concerned with specific case 

studies such as the one under review in this analysis, qualitative research aims to provide 

in-depth descriptions and understandings of events in which phenomena are viewed 

holistically (Babbie and Mouton 2001). 
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3.4. Sampling 

Concerned with the discourses articulated and the subject positions proposed in the 

coverage of the Kenyan 2007/2008 general election, this analysis draws on the news 

coverage in the weeks leading up to and immediately after the election. The time frame 

serves to delineate a specific ómomentô or case study in Kenyaôs history, to provide a 

portal for exploring many related issues of representation, ethnicity, nationalism and 

conflict. The period under analysis, the six weeks that include the election campaigns, the 

vote and ensuing post-election violence, effectively enables a case study which allows for 

deeper understanding of the elements involved. Whereas the findings may not be 

generalisable given the specificity of the period under analysis, this analysis aims to add 

value to the understanding the role of the press in fuelling existing political tensions 

through their treatment of various ethnic, national and class-based identities, an area in 

which there has been minimal research. 

Purposive sampling was employed in the selection of which articles and editorials to 

analyse for this research. The period under review comprises a total of 10 texts, 

consisting of front page news stories featured in the Daily Nation and the Standard, as 

well as editorials related to the elections. The sample includes four editorials from the 

Daily Nation, two editorials from the Standard, one front page news story from the Daily 

Nation and three front page news stories from the Standard. These articles are listed in 

Appendix 1-10. The range of articles covers the official start of the campaigns on 3 

December 2007, and runs until 15 January 2008, when the post-election violence started 

to subside as a result of international peacekeepersô interventions. Chapter Four 

comprises the 10 critical discourse analyses of a combination of editorials and front-page 

news articles from the Daily Nation and Standard which constitute this study. The texts 

for analysis comprise six editorials and four front-page news articles, and represent both 

publications equally, with five sourced from each newspaper. Specifically, this includes 

four editorials and one news article from the Daily Nation, and two editorials and three 

front-page news articles from the Standard. The news articles and editorials have been 

selected for they are concerned with key moments of the extended narrative of the 
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elections as narrated in these newspapers, during both the pre- and post-election periods 

and therefore form an appropriate sample of the way both titles covered the elections. 

 

Within the six-week period, the purposively sampled articles for this analysis include:  

 Daily Nation Standard 

1 Daily Nation. 2007. Nip poll violence in the bud at 

once. Dec 3:10. (editorial)  

 

2  Standard. 2007. Why a win is 

a must. Dec 7:1. (news)  

3 Daily Nation. (2007) Violence: ECK should have 

acted sooner. Dec26:10. (editorial) 

 

 

4 Daily Nation. (2007) D-Day: You decide. It's not a 

war, it's only an election. Dec 27:1. (editorial) 

 

 

5  Standard. (2007) Your vote, 

your choice. Dec 27:1. 

(editorial) 

6  Daily Nation. (2007) Chaos as Kibaki sworn in.  

Dec 31:1. (news) 

 

7  Ongiri, I. 2008. I acted under 

a lot of pressure, says 

Kivuitu. Standard. Jan 2:1. 

(news) 

8 Daily Nation. (2008) Save our beloved country. 

Jan 3:1. (editorial) 

 

9  Standard. (2008) Save our 

beloved country. Jan 3:1. 

(editorial)  

10 Standard. (2008) A slow start in search for peace. 

Jan 4:1. (news) 
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Figure 1. Chronological list of articles and editorials that comprise the sample of this 
study. 

 

3.5. Critical discourse analysis 

Premised on the constructivist approach to representation and the role of the media 

discussed in Chapter Two, this thesis employs critical discourse analysis (CDA) to 

establish the discourses articulated in the Daily Nation and the Standard in relation to 

class, race and ethnicity (Purvis and Hunt 1993; Richardson 2007). The CDA draws on 

Faircloughôs three dimensional model which includes textual analysis, an analysis of 

discursive practices and social analysis (Janks 1998; Richardson 2007). At the micro 

level of analysis this thesis employs linguistic strategies as outlined by Fairclough 

(Fairclough 1989; Richardson 2007) and Janks (1998) while at the macro level of 

analysis narratival and rhetorical tools, as advocated by Richardson (2007) and 

Silverstone (1999) are employed, thus enabling a holistic approach to the analysis.  

As a textual approach, CDA links linguistic and social analysis to analyse the discourses 

being articulated (Wood and Kroger 2000; Richardson 2007). CDA is concerned with 

social problems, and retains a focus on the linguistic character of social and cultural 

processes and structures (Richardson 2007). Power relations are a central tenet of this 

approach, and CDA is concerned to analyse power within discourse and power over 

discourse (Richardson 2007). Society, culture and discourse are dialectically related and 

inextricably linked, as ñsociety and culture are shaped by discourse, and at the same time 

constitute discourseò (Richardson 2007: 26). CDA implies that discourse, that is language 

in use, should be viewed as a form of social practice, a dialectical two-way relationship in 

which the discursive event shapes and is in turn shaped by situations, institutions and 

social structures (Fairclough and Wodak 2005). CDA is interpretative as, ñcritical 

analysis implies a systematic methodology and a relationship between the text and its 

social condition, ideologies and power-relations (Wodak 1996: 17). Consistent with 

Foucaultôs concern with historicity, discourses can only be understood in relation to their 

context, as they are historical.  
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Based on the premise that language use contributes to the reproduction of social life, and 

subsequently to the perpetuation of inequalities, CDA ñseeks to have an effect on social 

practice and social relationshipsò, particularly those with an imbalance of power such as 

relationships of disempowerment, dominance and discrimination (Richardson 2007: 26). 

This also involves analysing them in relation to production, reproduction or contestation 

of social inequalities (Richardson 2007: 26) for CDA is primarily concerned with power 

relations and making visible the seemingly invisible power dynamics (Titscher and 

Jenner 2000: 151). To this end, ñquestions of power are of central interestò as ñpower and 

ideologies may have an effect on each of the contextual levelsò of production, 

consumption and understanding of discourse (Titscher and Jenner 2000: 151).  

Crucially, because ñreality can never be reached outside of discoursesò, it is discourse 

itself that has become the object for enquiry and analysis (Phillips and Jorgensen 2002: 

21). Certain discourses are privileged over others, reinforcing some at the expense of 

others. As noted in Chapter Two, there are always a plurality of discourses in contestation 

to secure meaning, with some being given precedence over others and entrenching 

themselves as hegemonic discourses. 

 

3.6. Faircloughôs three-dimensional model 

Conceptualising CDA as the ñanalysis of relationships between concrete language use 

and the wider social cultural structuresò, Faircloughôs approach provides an accessible 

method of undertaking CDA including the three dimensions of text, discursive practice 

and social practice (Fairclough 1999). In order to fully engage with and understand texts, 

Fairclough argues, it is necessary to analyse it at the level of its form and function, how it 

relates to processes of production and consumption, and lastly the relation of this to the 

broader social context in which the text exists (Fairclough 1999). Based on the idea that 

texts exist in relation to one another and in relation to the social context, this three-step 

approach, with its micro and macro-focus, enables an analysis of how discourse ñrelates 

to and is implicated in the (re)production of social relations ï particularly unequal, 

iniquitous and/or discriminatory power relationsò (Richardson 2007: 42). The model 

includes textual analysis, which involves the analysis of propositions, how they are 
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structured, combined and sequenced; analysis of discursive practices of production and 

reception such that the analysis shifts beyond merely textual analysis; and analysis of the 

textôs ñsocio-cultural practiceò or social environment within which is has been produced 

and consumed (Fairclough 1995: 57).  

 

3.7. Textual analysis 

Textual analysis involves analysis of the text itself and includes attention to micro-textual 

elements. Linguistic approaches foreground vocabulary, grammar, syntax and sentence 

coherence (Phillips and Jorgensen 2002), while multi-modality approaches include 

attention to the grammar of imagery too (Kress 1996). According to Fairclough (1995), 

one has to consider two major aspects when analysing texts, including the structuring of 

propositions (the representation of individuals and other social actors and the clauses 

representing actions, processes and events) and the combination and sequencing of 

propositions (concerning the organisation of the clauses into a structured whole) 

(Richardson 2007: 46). The latter constitutes the macro level of analysis and to 

interrogate the combination and sequencing of propositions, given to the larger narrative 

and/or arguments presented. At the macro-textual level, this analysis includes analytic 

strategies drawn from Cultural and Media Studies, specifically narratival analysis 

informed by the approaches of Propp, Todorov and Levi-Strauss. Rhetorical analysis 

explores what arguments are put forward by the newspapers particularly concerning 

identity and representation, and linguistic analysis (Richardson 2007: 47). The following 

section expands on the models of analysis employed in this research. 

 

3.7.1. Models of narrative analysis 

Todorovôs narrative model 

Todorov proposes that every narrative comprises five stages, which include a state of 

equilibrium; disruption of the equilibrium by an external force; recognition of the 

disruption; an attempt at restoring the initial equilibrium; and lastly, a return to an altered 

equilibrium (Wigston 2001). This model is useful in that it helps to uncover the 
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privileged position in that its portrayal of the initial equilibrium speaks to the discursive 

positioning of the narrative, and what it favours (Prinsloo 2009). Consequently, the 

framing of the disruption suggests what the narrator considers to be problematic (Prinsloo 

2009). 

 

Proppian character functions 

Vladimir Propp developed an approach to studying narrative (specifically Russian folk 

tales) that has been embraced in studying media texts and productions. He identifies both 

narrative and character functions and it is the latter that becomes a model of seven broad 

character types. These functions are less concerned with the actions of the characters and 

more with what they do to enable the narrativeôs progression (Fiske 1987). These 

character types show the progression of the narrative structure, as explained by 

Todorovôs stages, and are outlined in the table below: 

Character type Function 

Hero Embarks on a quest 

Villain Struggles against the hero 

Donor Prepares the hero or gives the 
hero some magical agent 

(Magical) Helper Helps the hero in the quest 

Princess Marries the hero, often sought 

for during the narrative 

False hero Perceived as good but 
emerges as bad 

Dispatcher Makes the lack known and 
send the hero off 

Figure 2. Summary of Proppian character functions (Fiske 1987) 
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Levi-Straussô binary oppositions 

According to Levi-Strauss, story is comprised of oppositional pairs, which work to create 

meaning when placed in opposition to one another (Wigston 2001). Particular social 

orientations, attitudes and interests are privileged over others as one construction is 

privileged over the other (Prinsloo 2009). Lexical choices and referential strategies play a 

key role in the construction of binary oppositions. These are helpful in enabling the 

researcher to understand what constitutes the disruption, and other binaries in the form of 

character functions such as hero and villain.  

3.7.2. Rhetorical analysis 

Rhetorical theories of argumentation consider the role of the arguer, audience and 

argument in the effectiveness of argumentative discourse (Richardson 2007: 151). This is 

useful to this research as analysis of the arguments enables a focus on the ways 

rationalising takes place and what positions the coverage legitimates. All of these 

components interact with one another during argumentation and are premised on the idea 

that argumentation is active, social, and involves a join process between participants 

(Richardson 2007: 151). The three varieties of rhetorical discourse include forensic, 

epideictic and deliberative rhetoric. Forensic rhetoric involves any type of argument in 

which an actor defends or indicts some past actions (Richardson 2007: 157). Through 

accusation or defence it focuses generally on the justice or injustice of actions committed 

(Richardson 2007: 157). Epideictic rhetoric is concerned with censoring or giving 

approval in the present (Richardson 2007: 157). This type of rhetoric is concerned with 

the character of actors, and focuses on encouraging admiration or dislike based on the 

nature of their actions (Richardson 2007: 157). Deliberative rhetoric is concerned with 

the desirability or disadvantage of a decision in the future (Richardson 2007: 157). It 

operates through inducement and dissuasion, usually regarding the advantageous and 

disadvantageous (Richardson 2007: 157).  

3.7.3. Linguistic analytic tools 

Lexical analysis 
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Lexical analysis is concerned with the choice and meaning of words (Janks 1997; 

Richardson 2007). Words articulate the value judgments of society (Richardson 2007). 

Examples of lexical choices include naming and referential strategies, which serve to 

describe an individual as one thing or another (Richardson 2007: 49). This ñcan serve 

many different psychological, social and political purposesò on behalf of the speakers or 

writers (Richardson 2007: 49). 

Transitivity 

Forming the base of representation, transitivity describes the relationships between actors 

of a narrative, with a focus on the roles they play in the narrative (Richardson 2007: 54). 

ñThe study of transitivity is concerned with how actions are represented; what kind of 

actions appear in a text, who does them and to whom are they doneò (Richardson 2007: 

54). The components considered then include participants, the process and circumstances 

associated with the process. This analytic strategy recognises that in constructing a text 

myriad selections are made, and that ñevery text which has been produced could have 

been produced differentlyò (Richardson 2007: 54).  

Modality 

Modality is concerned with judgments, comment and attitude in text and talk, and 

specifically the extent to which the speaker or writer is committed to the claim being 

made (Richardson 2007: 59). Modality usually takes the form of modal verbs and 

adverbs, and is expressed in two principal forms including truth and obligation 

modalities. These are of particular importance during elections, considering the 

importance at this time of what is being constructed as truth and what are the obligations 

presumed of citizenry. 

Metaphor 

Metaphor involves perceiving one thing in terms of another (Richardson 2007: 66). In 

relation to this analysis, identification of the metaphors deployed indicate the way in 

which the elections are constituted (often as a zero-sum game through war and sport 

metaphors as shall become evident). 



46 

 

 

3.8. Discursive practice 

Discursive practice (the middle dimension of Faircloughôs model) refers to the way 

language is used to produce and consume texts ï to consider how texts shape and are 

shaped by social practice (Phillips and Jorgensen 2002: 69). In this view, language is 

understood to include all texts regardless of form (Phillips and Jorgensen 2002). In a 

circular flow, the text also influences the production and consumption process, in that 

ñthose discourses and genres which are articulated together to produce a text, and which 

its receivers draw on in interpretation, have a particular linguistic structure that shapes 

both the production and consumption of the textò (Phillips and Jorgensen 2002: 69). 

Significant here is the context of journalism production in Kenya, as described in Chapter 

One. 

Key concepts in Faircloughôs approach include inter-textuality and interdiscursivity, 

which are premised on the idea of the text as interrelated with social practice, production 

and consumption (Phillips and Jorgensen 2002: 139). He contends that all texts draw on 

other meaning formations, and that a range of discourses exist at any one time. 

Fairclough (1999) considers how different discourses are articulated, within and between 

texts, and how they reinforce dominant or hegemonic discourses (Phillips and Jorgensen 

2002: 139). Dominant discourses serve to reinforce meaning across a range of texts, and 

it is this process which can contribute to social change, that Faircloughôs interdiscursivity 

and inter-textuality provides an opportunity to unearth (Phillips and Jorgensen 2002: 

169).  

 

3.9. Sociocultural practice 

An analysis of sociocultural practice involves both discursive and non-discursive 

elements (Phillips and Jorgensen 2002: 69). With the aim of exploring the links between 

language use and social practice, discourse analysis enables a consideration of whether 

dominant discourses reinforce or challenge the existing order of discourse. The order of 

discourse is comprised of relations between different discourses, such that they influence 
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and are influenced by one another, with dominant discourses wielding more social power. 

As noted above, it is Faircloughôs contention that there are always counter-discourses 

circulating amongst those dominant ones, which challenge and contest the status-quo. 

The socio-cultural context in this study consists of the 2007 general elections in Kenya. 

In relation to this approach and how it works within my study, it must be pointed out that 

the socio-cultural context has been established in Chapter One. The production aspect of 

discursive practice has similarly been outlined in the discussion of the news media in 

Kenya. What is not addressed here is the reception aspect of discursive practice as the 

focus here is a contextualised textual analysis. Certainly a reception analysis would be a 

valuable addition but is beyond the scope of this study. 

 

3.10. Conclusion 

My research aims to investigate the news coverage of the 2007/2008 general elections, 

with a specific focus on the representation of national and ethnic Kenyan identity. This is 

undertaken within a qualitative framework with critical discourse analysis as the method 

of choice to consider the discourses articulated in the two newspapers. The next chapter 

provides an in-depth analysis of the data selected for this research. 
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CHAPTER FOUR: ANALYSES  

 

4.1. Introduction  

Election campaigns constitute one of the most significant processes of a democratic 

society, providing the opportunity to scrutinise how the media engages with questions of 

democracy. An analysis of the newspaper coverage of a national election can produce 

unexpected findings and speak to the range of interwoven discourses articulated during 

this significant time within a democratic society. The value of focusing on ñparticular 

moments or occasionsò, in this instance the 2007/2008 Kenyan general election, it has 

been suggested, lies in their ñthrow[ing] up [of] challenges to the way people imagine 

and construct themselvesò (Prinsloo 2009: 81). Events such as the 2007 elections serve as 

catalysts for a range of discursive positions to be taken up and enacted in the news media. 

A close examination of the selected news articles and editorials from the election 

campaign and subsequent post-election violence serves to reveal discourses that are 

normalised and ñso close, so immediate, so intimately linked to us, that because of that 

we do not perceive themò (Davidson 1997: 2). Of particular interest to this analysis is 

how the coverage of the election in two selected English- language Kenyan newspapers 

understood and constructed various subject positions and identities in relation to 

ethnicity.  

 

4.2. News coverage of the election campaign period 

This chapter presents ten critical discourse analyses of both the 10 front-page news 

articles and editorials over a six-week period. These present a brief synopsis, followed by 

the analysis.  

 

4.2.1. Daily Nation. 2007. Nip poll violence in the bud at once. Dec 3:10.  

(Appendix 1, page 123) 

Synopsis 

Election-related violence is described in the opening paragraphs as having come to 

characterise the polls every five years, a result of ñpolitical disagreementsò between 

supporters of opposing parties. This has occurred so far in Molo, Mt Elgon and Tana 



49 

 

river. According to the editorial, this has happened every election since 1992. A 

perceived lack of accountability on the part of those responsible is noted by the 

publication in the fourth and fifth paragraphs, which pose the question: why does the 

government not manage the unrest better so as to avoid outbreaks of violence during 

election time. One example is given in the sixth and seventh paragraphs, namely the 

lynching of a 17-year-old youth in Nairobi, allegedly for wearing a t-shirt that identified 

his political affiliation (which, it must be noted, remains unidentified in the editorial). 

The Nationôs efforts to increase awareness of the need for government to contain the 

violence by holding the perpetrators accountable is outlined in the eighth, ninth and tenth 

paragraphs, which calls on state security forces to pre-empt the unrest regardless of 

whether they stand to lose support by doing so. 

 

Analysis 

The editorialôs headline, ñNip poll violence in the bud at onceò is a direct injunction to 

government, and this theme is carried through in the piece in which the Nation makes 

repeated calls to government to address the violence and hold those responsible to 

account. That 11 people lost their lives in one town over the past month is indicative of 

the violence. The Daily Nation recognises the violence, which in Todorovôs terms 

comprises the disruption of the narrative, and identifies itself as working towards its 

containment. The publication establishes itself as credible and trustworthy, serving to 

establish a juxtaposition between its benevolent interest in the fate of Kenyans, and 

governmentôs inefficiencies. The publication presents itself as committed to the cause of 

finding an end to the violence, qualifying its commitment by having ñwritten endlesslyò 

about the issue, suggesting its long-term commitment by ñnot tire[ing] [of] doing so again 

and againò.  

 

There is also an air of empathy and solidarity with ordinary Kenyans, as the publication 

presumes to speak on behalf of Kenyans. Clearly positioning itself as predominantly 

concerned with the fate of Kenyans, the editorial employs obligation modality, stating the 

government ñmust do its duty and arrest the situation whatever the costò, suggesting as 

imperative the extent to which it considers the action should be taken. Such descriptions 
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serve to establish the publication in the role of Proppian hero: it recognises the disruption 

(ongoing eruptions of violence) and acts to restore the equilibrium by flagging the 

unacceptable nature of the violence and calling on government to take action. It also 

recognises that ñthe familyò in Proppôs terms are harmed in this process. This attitude and 

action are in line with those embodied in the monitorial role, described in Chapter Two, 

and accepted by many journalists as appropriate in a democratic order, particularly during 

elections.  

 

Political authorities, or more specifically members of government, comprise the villain of 

the narrative as their lack of commitment to finding a lasting solution to the violence 

exacerbates the Nationôs efforts at trying to find a way forward. While the violence is 

perpetrated by political hopefuls, the governmentôs failure to ñpre-empt such violenceò 

poses obstacles to the Nationôs quest of quelling the violence by calling for increased 

accountability of the perpetrators.  

 

The portrayal of the violence is curiously vague, described as having occurred in ñone 

townò, between supporters of contending parties as ña well-tried and successful move to 

disenfranchise certain communities regarded as newcomerséby chasing them awayò.  

References to the violence include a ñfresh flare-up of the clashesò, ñconflictò, ñviolenceò 

(three times), ñsomething uglyò, ñdeath, arson and general destructionò, ñmayhemò, ña 

situation like thisò, ñelection violenceò and ñthis intoleranceò, but no further information 

about the nature of the violence or the identity of the perpetrators is provided. Such 

descriptions speak to an avoidance of context and an unwillingness to name the 

perpetrators. The avoidance of detail here is worth noting, and is arguably contradicted 

by the Nationôs self-proclaimed efforts to curb the violence. This lack of relevant 

information prevents citizens from obtaining the necessary information, an important 

possibility offered by the news media during times of elections, as noted by McCombs 

and Shaw (1972), discussed in Chapter Two. 

 

In addition to the above descriptions of the violence, it is referred to as a ñwell-tried and 

successful moveò, ñthe intended mayhemò (emphasis added) having happened repeatedly 
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ñsinceé1992, then in 1997, and nowò. Such descriptions suggest a degree of 

orchestration and organisation, implying that its recurrence is not a random phenomenon 

but rather a strategic objective on the part of a particular group. The editorial notes how 

ñit has worked every timeò to disenfranchise certain communities and yet has not been 

contained or meaningfully resolved. The group is not named however. 

 

Whether the ongoing violence is a result of government inefficiency or something more 

sinister is then debated in the editorial, which employs an epideictic argument and 

censure of government to raise doubts in the audienceôs minds as to the origins of the 

violence. With a focus on the current state of politics and unrest in the country, the 

editorial considers whether the administration ñis so helplessò as to be ñunable to pre-

empt such violenceò, responding instead in a ñlacksadaisical[sic] mannerò to the trouble 

spots. The unlikelihood is suggested in the rhetorical question, ñAre Kenyans expected to 

believe that the administration is so helplessé?ò These examples of censure discredit the 

governmentôs ñsecurity machineryò and ñsecurity organsò which are portrayed as 

ineffective and lacking, but the argument does not end there. Extending this portrayal of 

inefficiency, the editorial makes repeated calls for those perpetrating the violence to be 

held accountable, by ñpunishing them heavilyò ñwhatever their station in lifeò. This 

suggests that a personôs position or office influences the degree to which one is held 

accountable, suggesting that accountability rather depends on oneôs social standing. The 

use of the word ñevenò in the statement, ñeven if it means latching on to those suspected 

of formenting itò flags the presumption that those suspected of fuelling tensions are not 

being held accountable. It is reasonable to expect blanket accountability in a functioning 

democracy. Alongside the calls for increased government accountability, accusations of 

self-enrichment abound, as accountability appears to depend on political connections and 

there is the sinister suggestion that governmentôs failure to curb the violence may be a 

result of prioritising their own interests. In debating the reasons why the government has 

not acted sooner to root out the violence, the editorial appears to suggest that Kenyan 

authorities fail to address the root causes of violence, and more sinisterly, that they are 

serving their own interests or those of the politically powerful in doing so.  
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The final paragraph sets out to deal the final blow to the credibility of government and 

takes the inferences one step further by suggesting that should the reason for the failure to 

address and contain the violence be ñbecause someone does not want to lose votesò, this 

would be ña very asinine attitudeò. While the statement implies a certain level of 

dissatisfaction with government, it is interesting, given the content of the editorial, that 

this is the extent of the publicationôs criticism. Throughout the editorial the Nationôs 

interest in the violence and frustration at governmentôs lack of initiative in curbing it is 

clear in the compromising and somewhat derogatory references to the stateôs failure to 

contain the situation, yet the rephrase is to limit it to poor behaviour.  

 

In this editorial the Nation, an independent publication, ostensibly plays the monitorial 

role, professing to having demonstrated their commitment to containing the violence. 

According to Christians (2009), in their monitorial role the news media act in conjunction 

with a body of social actors providing them with a resource essential to the practice of 

democracy, acting as a link between (government) policymakers and the public in roles 

such as informer and educator, advocate of policy and critic. However, there is no 

reference to the reasons for the violence, or its perpetrators. It is curious that no one is 

identified in the editorial. Despite the elections having played out along ethnic lines there 

is no mention of ethnic identities whatsoever. As such, there is no background or context 

presented to support the publicationôs argument for government to play a more active role 

in preventing the violence. This vagueness can be understood to be reflecting the very 

behaviour it criticises in the editorial ï complacency and an unwillingness to hold guilty 

parties to account. This presents very real challenges to their assertion as a monitorial 

entity, and would suggest a role more akin to collaboration. 

 

4.2.2. Standard. 2007. Why a win is a must. Dec 7:1.  

(Appendix 2, page 124) 

Synopsis 

Featuring full length photographs of the top presidential hopefuls, incumbent Mwai 

Kibaki of PNU, ODM leader Raila Odinga and ODM-Kenya leader Kalonzo Musyoka, 

all wearing suits and ties, alongside a diagram of ñpoll popularityò, this 28 paragraph 
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report is typical of a tabloid layout format and runs onto the second page under the 

headline ñBattle takes shapeò. The article provides an overview of the campaign period 

with a particular focus on the movements and strategies of the two leading candidates, 

Kibaki and Odinga. The single external source of information about the campaign 

strategies and movements of Kibaki and Odinga comes from Professor Macharia 

Munene, who is validated as authoritative by the description of him as an ñinternational 

relations donò.  

 

The first four paragraphs describe the campaign and convey a sense of urgency which 

comes to characterise the Standardôs overall coverage of the elections, through the 

metaphorical descriptors of the ñhigh stakes gameò, ñpresidential battleò and 

ñpropaganda warò. Paragraphs five to 13 give a brief summary of each candidateôs 

position and what each stands to lose should they fail in their bid to win the election. This 

theme is continued in paragraph seven which summarises Professor Muneneôs account of 

the ñpredicament of the threeò. It is unclear if or where Muneneôs account ends, as 

paragraphs five to 20 describe, in vague terms, each candidateôs aims and objectives and 

their support base, interspersed with quotes from Munene. Paragraphs 20 to 24 reference 

the latest Steadman opinion poll ratings, which indicate that ODM leads with 43.7 

percent with PNU in second place with 39.2 percent and ODM-Kenya in third with 15.1 

percent. Paragraphs 25 to 27 briefly reference Kibaki and Odingaôs latest campaign 

promises and paragraph 28 comments on the financing of the campaigns, said to amount 

to billions of shillings, and refers to how PNU candidates have been giving handouts of 

Sh500 000. The final paragraph details claims by Odinga and Musyoka that PNU have 

planned to rig the election, a theme that will recur throughout the sustained election 

coverage narrative. 

 

Analysis 

The article has as its central figures the three presidential candidates Kibaki, Odinga and 

Musyoka who, understood in relation to Proppôs character functions, are all potential 

heroes whose quest is to secure the presidential seat. In the case of this analysis it is 

helpful to hold an understanding of the article as forming part of the overarching 
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narrative which will be incrementally narrated during the course of the remaining nine 

articles and editorials. This framework however enables only one of the candidates to 

effectively take up the mantle of the narrative hero and be identifiable as such while the 

others will consequently become identifiable as the false hero, as only one will succeed 

on the quest to secure the presidency. Within this framework, should the politicians win 

and thereby succeed in their quest, their respective strategies can be understood as 

Proppian magical agents that helps the hero to solve his task (Braun, undated). The 

magical agents deployed to secure the votes that will constitute them as heroes differ 

across the candidates: Odingaôs strategy is to promise an overhaul of the constitution and 

the employment of 600 000 teachers; Kibaki pledges to raise teachersô salaries. There is 

no mention of Musyokaôs strategy.  

 

A close reading of the description of the campaigns reveals the economic dimension. 

They are described as ñthe most elaborate campaignsò and, extending the war metaphor, 

they are being funded through ñthe most well-oiled war chests of any electionò, costing 

ñbillions of shillingsò. Clearly financial backing plays an important role in any election, 

but it seems to be foregrounded here as playing the biggest role yet. In addition, when 

considering the support bases of the presidential candidates, Odinga ñhas the core 

pentagon teamò, and Kibaki ñhas a large team of cabinet ministersò behind him. Musyoka 

has the support of regions of Eastern Province and ñ20 MPsò. These references suggest 

the widely acknowledged reality that financial support and backing plays a role in the 

campaign process. Odinga and Kibaki again are privileged and described as having 

stronger support than Musyoka. In addition, PNU party officials are said to ñhave 

received Sh500 000 and a vehicle for the campaignsò, speaking to the financial incentives 

to participate in the campaigns. Interestingly, these descriptions of the financial aspect 

supersede any mention of tangible policy positions or the privileging of democratic 

processes, a noteworthy observation in relation to what forces are at play in so-called 

democratic elections.  

 

This attention to financial support and incentives over any mention of democracy 

foregrounds the role money plays in presidential elections and calls into question whether 
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processes of democracy and transparency are of relevance in this context. While Odinga 

has mobilised around an effective campaign strategy and stands the best chance of his 

career, leading consistently in five Steadman perception polls, Kibaki is doing 

ñeverythingò and ñanythingò to retain power, and is portrayed as having a powerful team 

of supporters with financial clout behind him. He is the only candidate mentioned to have 

given his team any financial incentive and reward for being on his team in order to avoid 

losing. 

 

Odinga is the most referenced of the three candidates, with a total of 13 descriptors. 

These include the following: ñRailaò (five), ñMr Odingaò (one),ña 1997 loserò, ñ2002 

kingmakerò, and ñnow riding on the apex of his political careerò. Odinga is constructed 

as being impelled by a great sense of urgency as he stands to suffer irreparable damage to 

his political career should he lose. As such, ñtime is running outò for Odinga who may 

never return to the ñhighest pinnacleò of his career should he lose his ñbest bet yetò. 

Odinga is portrayed primarily through material (ñridingò, ñpackagedò, ñmarketedò), and 

verbal processes (ñpromisedò and ñclaimedò). He is credited with packaging his 

campaign message in a ñwell-outlined pledge listò, marketing the campaign and 

promising an overhaul of the constitution. In this way Odinga is portrayed as efficient 

and reliable, having a structured plan and strategy and executing it effectively, with a 

proven track record of delivery. He is ñriding on the apex of his political careerò and is 

well-prepared for the challenge. He also repudiates his opponents as dishonourable by 

claiming that the government is planning to rig the election. 

 

Kibaki is referenced 12 times with descriptions including ñKibakiò (eight), ñPresident 

Kibakiò (one) and ñthe incumbentò. Like Odinga, Kibaki is portrayed predominantly in 

material and verbal processes. As with the portrayal of Odinga, there is an inherent 

urgency motivating Kibaki which, in this instance, is associated with the shame and 

humiliation he may suffer should he lose the election.  

 

A consideration of the portrayal of what each candidate has to lose reveals curious trends. 

The sense of urgency with which Odinga is portrayed is linked to the ñdownturnò his 
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career would inevitably suffer should he lose. While Odingaôs greatest concern, 

according to political analyst Professor Macharia Munene, is the effect the loss would 

have on his career, Kibakiôs is humiliation and damage to his public image should he ñgo 

down in historyò as the first Kenyan incumbent to lose the second term. While the 

campaign is a ñdo-or-die high octane battleò for Odinga, Kibaki is described as ñawareò 

that according to Munene, it is ñbad manners for a sitting president to loseò, and he and 

his camp will do ñeverythingò and ñanythingò to avoid the ñpainful experienceò of losing 

power. As such, Kibakiôs material processes differ in quality to Odingaôs in that they are 

enacted from a sense of urgency to retain power and avoid damage to his public image. 

 

Although considered one of the top three contenders for the presidency in the sustained 

narrative of the pre-election period, Musyoka receives considerably less attention in the 

article than do Odinga and Kibaki, with a total of six references, thereby endorsing 

Odinga and Kibakiôs dominance. In terms of referential strategies Musyoka is referred to 

as ñMr Kalonzo Musyokaò (once) and by his first name ñKalonzoò (four times), flagging 

a similar trend in referential strategies to Odinga in that both candidates are referred to 

consistently by their first names, suggesting a difference in hierarchy between them and 

Kibaki, who is only referred to by his surname, flagging a more authoritative position 

(Richardson 2007). Furthermore, Musyoka is described predominantly in mental and 

verbal processes (ñknowsò, ñis determinedò, ñmade no secretò and ñclaimedò). The 

scarcity of material processes implies a lack of a proven track record of action, 

unsurprising as he was not mandated to establish or complete any projects in his role as 

head of ODM-Kenya. While Odinga stands to lose his last chance at being president and 

Kibaki risks taking a knock to his public image, there is little pressure on Musyoka to 

win. In fact, it is a win-win situation for Musyoka, as a good performance now ñwould 

put him in good stead for big things in futureò and ñput him in better position in futureò. 

This is acknowledged in the statement that there is ñnot too much pressureò on Musyoka 

and that ñif he fails, Kalonzo could be back in 2012ò. As such, this establishes Odinga 

and Kibaki as the main contenders, with Musyoka playing a significantly smaller role and 

being granted less importance. 
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The contestation between the candidates is articulated by employing an extended war 

metaphor. As noted in chapter two the use of war metaphors is commonplace in election 

campaign reporting (Richardson 2007), and serves to set up a dramatic scene in which 

there can be only one winner. Drawing on Faircloughôs understanding of metaphors as 

generally having been so naturalised within certain contexts that ñthey are no longer seen 

as suchò, ñWhy a win is a mustò deploys several war and sport metaphors. Odinga, 

Kibaki and Musyoka are described as the ñthree top combatantsò (emphasis added) 

involved in ñthe most hotly contested presidential battleò with ñplenty to fight forò 

(emphasis added). ñBattleò is referenced three times. The campaign is described as 

comprised of both a ñpropaganda warò and a ñperception warò, also deploying an 

ñadvertising blitzò in this ñhigh-octane do-or-die battleò that promises to ñgo down to the 

wireò. Together with other war-related metaphors the election is depicted here as a zero-

sum game in which one candidate will win everything and the other lose everything. It is 

clear from the transitivity analysis that Odinga and Kibaki have the most to lose, albeit 

for different reasons, while Musyoka benefits by simply taking part. In addition to the 

extensive war metaphors the article reveals the use of (mixed) sports metaphors too 

(racing and boxing), including the election being described as a ñhigh stakes gameò 

(twice), ñpresidential raceò and a ñraceò in which the ñadrenaline kept risingò and the 

ñpresidential prizeò is up for grabs. ñWinò is used five times, and variations of ñloseò, 

ñlossò or ñlosingò six times. In addition, the reference to the various opinion polls ratings 

suggests the progress of each candidate is being monitored by pollsters, flagging 

metaphors of horseracing and betting.  

 

In its extensive use of war and sport metaphors and sense of urgency underpinning 

Odinga and Kibakiôs desire(s) to win, ñWhy a win is a mustò foregrounds a contest in 

which the (financially) strongest candidate with the most clout wins. The argument in this 

narrative is about why winning is imperative for Kibaki and Odinga personally, not what 

is best for the country. We are left with the impression of Odinga at the height of his 

political career and standing a decent shot at winning, given his consistent lead in five 

opinion polls, and Kibaki as financially powerful and capable of doing anything to retain 

power. It is significant that handing over power is described as ñpainfulò. This 
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description is consistent with the warring metaphor and establishes the tension inherent in 

the competitive electoral process.  

 

Yet this act of handing over power forms the heart of the democratic process in which the 

public are given a voice and agency to choose their leader who is subject to the laws and 

regulations of democracy. That the top two candidates are ñlocked in a statistical dead-

heatò in a zero sum game in which each stands to suffer irredeemable losses, framed 

within the absence of mentions of democracy speaks to the constructions of politics 

prevailing in Kenya.  

 

Equally important to consider is what is omitted in this version. Extending the metaphor 

of a sports match as a frame in which to read the narrative, one can understand the article 

as comprising largely of a competition between Kibaki, Odinga and to a lesser degree 

Musyoka, which is largely of personal significance given what they stand to lose, rather 

than a case of national significance. The competition appears to be taking place outside of 

the allegations of rigging and corruption as well as the cases of violence that have 

occurred so far.  

 

In addition to the silence on democracy, this article reflects the previous analysisô 

disavowal of ethnicity and ethnic politics, with no mention of influence or support, 

despite this having been acknowledged to be at the very least a contributing factor in the 

elections and subsequent post-election violence (Somerville 2011). The only mention of 

geographical location from which ethnic affiliations can be deduced is of Musyoka 

having the support of areas of Eastern Province, inhabited by predominantly minority 

ethnic groups.  There is a curious absence of description of Odingaôs ñcommunityò whose 

support he risks losing. This is curious considering that the elections were widely 

considered to have been decided along ethnic lines, and certainly in which the role of 

ethnic differences is thought to have played an important role in the eruption of post-

election violence. By not identifying and acknowledging such issues, the Standard is 

implicitly denying them or condoning them, and distancing the leaders from the 

allegations and violence, as though they were in their own boxing ring and had nothing to 
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do with the build-up to the match. In terms of the role of the press during elections, this 

comprises the collaborative role, whereby the Standard condones the status quo by 

ultimately demonstrating an unwillingness to challenge it. 

 

4.2.3. Daily Nation. 2007. Violence: ECK should have acted sooner. Dec 26:10. 

(Appendix 3, page 126) 

Synopsis 

Featured in the Daily Nation on 26 December 2007, the day before the national elections, 

the editorial comprises nine paragraphs detailing the ongoing violence, claims of vote 

rigging and allegations of incitement by political officials which became a recurrent 

theme of the campaign period. The editorial begins by initially praising the Electoral 

Commission of Kenya (ECK) for its role in fining perpetrators of poll violence. 

 

The geographical location of the violence is noted in the second paragraph, along with 

vague references to assaults on politicians and their supporters. Descriptions of the 

orchestrators of the violence are equally vague ï the publication notes that the ñyouthsò 

allegedly perpetrating the violence have been hired by elite individuals, but no further 

descriptions are offered. Maintaining this elusive tone the publication calls for the rooting 

out of poll violence and calls for decisive action against the instigators of the violence. 

The fifth paragraph calls for the ECK to implement early detection mechanisms to avoid 

the repeat of such violence in future elections, with increased punitive measures. This call 

for better accountability is continued in the following two paragraphs to argue that the 

youths be heavily punished to send a message to potential instigators that no one is 

immune from the law and that the ECK and Attorney-Generalôs office should collaborate 

by increasing accountability mechanisms. The final paragraph includes a call to learn 

from the spate of violent outbreaks to avoid any repeats in future elections. 

 

Analysis 

 

As has been established in the two previous analyses, the election campaigns were by no 

means violence-free, having been marred by outbursts of violence for weeks before the 



60 

 

official campaigns started. Thus, the campaigns comprise the initial equilibrium of the 

narrative of the editorial, followed by the disruption of the eruption of violence in various 

constituencies, and the recognition of this disruption by the Nation which calls on the 

ECK to demonstrate increased accountability and implement early warning systems. The 

unobtained and desired altered state of equilibrium would occur if society learns from the 

mistakes and avoids repeats in future elections. 

 

Todorovôs five-stage model Todorovôs model applied to ñViolence: 

ECK should have acted soonerò 

A state of equilibrium The election campaign 

A disruption of that equilibrium by some 

action 

Eruption of unprecedented violence 

allegedly orchestrated by powerful political 

officials 

Recognition of the disruption Daily Nation recognises the disruption 

Attempts to restore the equilibrium Daily Nation calls for increased 

accountability, punishment and 

establishment of early warning systems by 

the ECK and Attorney-Generalôs office 

A reinstatement of equilibrium Ideally violence free elections (in future) 

Figure 3. Todorovôs model applied to Violence: ECK should have acted sooner (Daily 

Nation. 2007. Dec 26:10). 
 

Echoing the vague references of previous analyses, the politicians are unnamed in the 

editorial apart from a reference to ñat least three candidatesò. They are involved in 

upsetting the equilibrium and disrupting attempts at the restoration of peace. They fulfil 

the role of the villains of the narrative as they are alleged to have been ñfanning troubleò 

and have been fined by the ECK for their part in fuelling violence. From the statement 

made by the Nation that ñthe culprits should be barred from electionsò, one can deduce a 

link between the organisers of the violence and political officials. Reflecting the 

suggestion made by the Nation in ñNip poll violence in the bud at onceò (Daily Nation. 

2007. Dec 3:10), the three candidatesô involvement in the violence appears to be 



61 

 

representative of a wider trend for politicians to instigate violence by employing the 

services of supporters, in this case described as ñyouthsò, to destabilise the political 

environment. As was suggested in the first analysis by the reference to powerful 

individuals who may be orchestrating the violence for their self-interest, there seem to be 

more instigators involved in the planning of the violence in the current analysis than just 

the unnamed politicians. The editorial refers to them, the ñinstigators of violenceò and 

ñthose violating electoral rulesò, as ñcriminalsò and ñculpritsò comprising ñwell-placedò 

and ñpowerful individualsò. 

 

A transitivity analysis makes explicit the editorialôs construction of the perpetrators. They 

are referenced through a combination of mental and material processes including 

ñorchestrateò, ñabetò, ñplotò, ñplanò, ñmaskò (mental) and ñpay forò and ñcarry outò 

(material), portraying them as conspiratorial, scheming and financially powerful 

individuals colluding with youths to instigate chaos. Their ability to carry out their 

ñnefarious designsò is due to their access to resources, which renders them powerful and 

effective.  

Perpetrators of violence Transitivity analysis 

ñorchestrateò (violence) Material 

ñabetò (nefarious designs) Material 

ñplotò (dangerous activities) Mental 

ñplanò (nefarious designs) Mental 

ñpay forò (nefarious designs) Material 

ñcarry outò (dangerous activities) Material 

ñmaskò (nefarious designs) Material 

Figure 4. A transitivity analysis of the perpetrators in ñViolence: ECK should have acted 

soonerò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 26:10). 
 

Such references to the politicians serves to construct them as corrupt, influential and 

dishonourable and in so doing conveys the publicationôs disapproval of these violent 

activities by employing censure (Richardson, 2007). Drawing on understandings of 

epideictic rhetoric as being intimately linked to the character of those referred, the Nation 

discredits the politicians while portraying itself as credible and trustworthy. 
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The youths who are allegedly ñalwaysò and ñroutinelyò involved in executing the plans 

of the powerful elite comprise the helpers or villainsô henchmen (the Proppian helpers), 

who assist the villain in achieving the desired goal of ñfanning troubleò and creating an 

environment of political instability and volatility. Although they are agents of violence, 

the editorial describes the youths as ñmere hirelingsò who on their own ñdo not have the 

capacity to plot and carry out dangerous activitiesò and are working for ñwell-placed 

individualsò, thus distinguishing between them and the politicians/perpetrators as the 

helpers and organisers of the violence, respectively.  

 

The ECK is granted the role of the Proppian hero in its quest to restore peace. In so doing 

the ECK is tasked with the responsibility of restoring the equilibrium of a violence-free 

election by punishing the villains and helpers for their role in fuelling violence and 

collaborating with police and Attorney Generalôs office to implement early detection 

warning systems and accountability mechanisms. In the advice the Nation provides the 

ECK on how to restore peace and prevent future eruptions of electoral violence, the ECK 

can be understood to be on a quest to manage the violence and implement specific 

strategies to avoid a recurrence, thus constituting its quest.  

 

The Nation serves as the dispatcher of the hero ï the wiser actor, it seems. While the 

Nation recognises that this responsibility falls to the ECK, they see fit to offer advice on 

what the ECK should do to resolve the disequilibrium and who to collaborate with. In this 

sense, the editor and the publication generally can also be understood in Proppian terms 

as the donor who provides advice. Statements such as ñas we kept sayingéò, ñit has 

always been our considered viewéò (emphasis added) and ñwe want to see a situation 

whereéò position the publication as rational, credible and trustworthy, giving advice to 

the ECK (hero) on how to restore the equilibrium (quest of the hero). These references 

fulfil an important aspect involved in the construction of successful argumentation ï it 

encourages a sense of itself as reliable and trustworthy, essential components in 

establishing a voice of credibility and authority (Richardson, 2007).  
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The Nation calls on the ECK to ñput in place systemsò and enforce ñhard and fastò and 

ñheavyò penalties to deter potential planners and prevent a recurrence of the violence. 

They propose an increase of fines of only Sh100 000 as this amounts to ñmere pocket 

changeò for some politicians fanning the violence. Within the framework of good 

governance, calling on the ECK to collaborate with police and the Attorney Generalôs 

office to ñrein in those violating electoral rulesò, the publication sets itself up as being 

concerned with the violence and its effects.  

 

The use of praise and censure as strategies in constructing an argument involves the 

rhetor attempting to make the audience admire those referred to because of their 

goodness or dislike them because of their badness (Richardson 2007). The use of 

rhetorical strategies of praise and censure here establish a binary opposition between the 

publication, which is portrayed as rational, credible and trustworthy, and the politicians 

and powerful individuals involved in fuelling the violence. While employing censure in 

their references to the politicians and elite individuals, the Nation praises the ECK who 

ñcame out hardò on perpetrators of the violence, ñalbeit late in the dayò. The publication 

describes the Sh100 000 as ñpaltryò but the principle of the fine as ñlaudableò.  

 

Breaking with the first two analyses, the editorial concludes by posing a deliberative 

argument regarding the future of elections in Kenya by calling on all to learn from the 

experience and for the violence to serve as a ñlasting lesson on how to manage violence-

free electoral processesò. Self-constructed as rational and credible, the Nation presumes it 

ñspeaksò from a position of authority to advocate an avoidance of a repeat of the 

violence, thus acting in its monitorial capacity. The discursive work of the editorial is to 

imply a veneer of democracy, by acknowledging limitations of the state, and suggest that 

violence, in this case, is being orchestrated by the powerful elite. As with the first 

analysis ñNip poll violence in the bud at onceò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 3:10), while a 

degree of misconduct is acknowledged in ñViolence: ECK should have acted soonerò 

(Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 26:10), the Nationôs condemnation is superficial as it does not 

provide the necessary information.  It fails to make explicit who is responsible for the 

violence. In a similar vein to the first editorial, this narrative comprises a silence around 
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meaningful descriptions of the violence and its perpetrators and therefore ultimately lacks 

the necessary background and context to support its argument (against violence).  

 

In addition to the reluctance to name the perpetrators involved, there is a lack of 

meaningful explanation and description of the violence itself. In equally vague terms as 

the first analysis, the publication refers to ñseveral ugly incidentsò, ñcampaign-related 

deathsò, ñpoliticians beaten by intolerant rivalsò, ñdangerous activitiesò, ñtroubleò, 

ñmayhemò, ñviolating electoral rulesò, ñbreaking the rulesò and ñthe situationò. 

ñViolenceò is mentioned eight times in the editorial. Despite these descriptors and two 

references to geographical locations (Rongo and Ugenya constituencies) the editorial 

does not provide further information about the nature of or reason for the violence, where 

it is occurring and who is involved (apart from the ñperpetratorsò and ñyouthsò). These 

are interesting silences for a publication purporting to act in its monitorial capacity which 

would ideally provide this type of information to citizens especially during times of 

heated political activity.  

 

The two references geographically locating the violence, specifically the ñcampaign-

related deathsò are Rongo and Ugenya, located in Nyanza province in western Kenya, an 

area geographically associated with the Luo constituency and, being ODMôs Odingaôs 

ethnic group, an ODM stronghold. The towns are bordered by Luyha and Kisii ethnic 

groups, traditional supporters of ODM.  

 

Continuing with the theme of silence surrounding the identities of the perpetrators and 

geographical location and nature of the violence, curious inferences can be drawn from a 

consideration of what the editorial suggests would be required to overcome the violence 

and restore peace. In a tone reminiscent of initial calls to government to find a lasting 

solution to ongoing violence made in the Nationôs 3 December 2007 editorial ñNip poll 

violence in the bud at onceò, the editorial suggests that ñ...rooting out poll violence 

requires going beneath the masks and dealing directly and decisively with the instigators 

of violenceò. The use of ñmasksò suggests a sort of veneer of democracy or electoral 

compliance, alluding to a facade of sorts. Perhaps an inference can be drawn that such 
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violations are not always dealt with ñdirectly and decisivelyò given the publicationôs 

emphasis on needing to manage and prevent further violence.  Another inference involves 

the pressure on the ECK to implement early warning systems, which suggests that there 

is a lack of such mechanisms on the date of publication. This suggests that perhaps the 

electoral management systems are inadequate, as there appears to be little or no provision 

for managing such ñelectoral violationsò.  

 

By calling on the ECK to take responsibility for the restoration of peace and collaborate 

with the relevant authorities while giving them advice on what measures to take and 

strategies to implement, the Nation is demonstrating characteristics of the monitorial role 

in its capacity as the Proppian dispatcher and donor, one of the four potential roles played 

by the news media in democratic societies outlined in Chapter Two. It is noteworthy 

however that while the publication calls on the ECK to be accountable for the violence, it 

continues the earlier editorialôs refrain from explicitly naming any of the politicians or 

powerful individuals who have been fined for fuelling violence. As the tactic of naming 

and shaming can be employed as a useful strategy for warning potential suspects against 

certain behaviour, despite its numerous calls to the ECK it does not name any of the 

offenders, which constitutes a curious silence in the editorial that belies the monitorial 

role it appears to espouse. In the refusal to address these issues, the publication continues 

the theme of previous analyses in ultimately condoning government behaviour and 

collaborating with the status quo. 

 

4.2.4. Daily Nation. 2007. D-Day, You Decide. Dec 27:1. 

 (Appendix 4, page 127) 

Synopsis 

Comprised of 18 paragraphs, the editorial consists of two sections under the subheadings, 

ñItôs not a war, itôs only an electionò and ñRoad to darknessò. The front-page features 

portrait photographs of the top three contenders ï incumbent Mwai Kibaki of PNU, Raila 

Odinga of ODM and Kalonzo Musyoka of ODM-Kenya. All three men are photographed 

portrait-style wearing suits and ties.  
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The first section, ñItôs not a war, itôs only an electionò, consists of 12 paragraphs and 

adopts a patriotic tone. The time has come for Kenyans to choose their leaders, with the 

ñgreat occasionò of the elections being used by the Nation to discuss five pieces of advice 

given by ECK chairman Samuel Kivuitu for responsible behaviour (paragraph 2).  

The first piece of advice calls on Kenyans to cast their ballot and not to risk wasting their 

vote, as outlined in the third paragraph. Paragraphs four to six stay with this theme: the 

ñfate of Kenya and the quality of its governmentò rests with the estimated 14.2 million 

voters. Using their vote is construed here as ña measure of their patriotismò, their civic 

responsibility as the country ñcannot be run well unless most of its citizens exercise good 

judgmentò and vote ñresponsible and capable peopleò into office. Since the introduction 

of multi-party politics in 1992 voter turnout has never exceeded 57 percent. The editorial 

described this election as a ñfantastic opportunityò to change voting patterns ñby giving 

political parties and candidates a ñstrong mandate to lead this great nation in peace and 

unityò.  

 

The second piece of advice, which counsels Kenyans to be peaceful amidst the violent 

outbreaks in which several police officers have been killed, is outlined in the seventh and 

eighth paragraphs. The editorial stresses the desire for peace and cautions against 

sacrificing national security. That Kenyans act lawfully and demonstrate vigilance during 

this time is flagged as the third recommendation in paragraphs 9 and 10, while the fourth 

concerns voters having faith in their institutions and reporting any suspicions of rigging 

to the relevant authorities. It quotes ECK chairman Samuel Kivuituôs call to voters to 

uphold ñwhat is right and fairò by ñrespecting each other as equalsò.  

 

The second half of the editorial, subtitled ñRoad to darknessò comprises the remaining six 

paragraphs and reiterates the subheading on the front page, ñItôs not a war, itôs only an 

electionò. Essentially this section addresses the final piece of advice to accept the results 

of the election. It approves of the electoral system with its various checks and balances 

such as checking that ballot boxes are empty before voting begins, recording serial 

numbers of ballot boxes, and locking the boxes (in paragraph 14). The aggrieved are 

advised to seek redress with the relevant authorities within the rule of law in paragraph 
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15, while the following paragraph introduces a curious new theme ï that of modern 

technology and its potential to facilitate instant communication, which the editorial notes 

should be used for good, not ill. The paragraph ends with the statement suggestive of the 

allusion of a highly charged environment in which people can scarcely afford a bungled 

outcome. The final two paragraphs make an appeal for unity amongst Kenyans and 

validates Kenyans on patriotic grounds: their country is unparalleled by any in the East 

African region. It concludes with a call for Kenyans to be hopeful in the future. 

 

Analysis 

As is the convention of the editorial genre, it directly addresses its readers, presents its 

opinion and argues for particular conduct. In the quest to participate in and ensure a free 

and fair election, Kenyans comprise the hero of the editorial. Here, the Nation appeals to 

Kenyans to ñkeep the peaceò, ñmake every effortò, ñensure peace and stabilityò, ñact 

within the lawò, ñbe fair and honestò, ñwatch the election carefullyò, ñbe vigilantò, ñbe 

prepared to accept the resultsò, ñexercise good judgmentò, ñput responsible and capable 

people in chargeò, improve on ñhalf-heartedò voter turnout and not approach the elections 

with the attitude of ñvictory at all costsò.  

 

The citizen heroes are also cautioned (by the Nation) about the many challenges elections 

can pose. These include encountering vote rigging, intermittent violence, individuals 

acting unlawfully to advance their political parties and potential rejection of the election 

results. They are advised of what to do in such circumstances by the editor: suspected 

rigging should be exposed ñby reporting it to the ECK, election monitors, observers and 

the agents of the various political party representativesò; to contest the results they should 

ñseek redress in the courts of law by petitioning the resultsò. The editorial makes 

reference to various material processes, usually the actions of the hero, and warns 

Kenyans against ñtaking matters into their own handsò which would be ñcriminal and 

counter-productiveò.  

 

As with the previous analysis, ñViolence: ECK should have acted soonerò (Daily Nation. 

2007. Dec 26:10), the publication again serves the Proppian character function of donor, 
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who prepares the hero, in this case Kenyan citizens, for their quest of voting and ensuring 

free and fair elections by providing them with ample advice on how to play their part in 

ñupholding what is right and fairò and providing guidance on what to do should they feel 

aggrieved. Portrayed as an independent and credible authority, the ECK assists Kenyans 

with their quest of voting and ensuring free and fair elections by providing support and 

recourse should they need it. The ECK can be understood as the Proppian helper in the 

narrative as it is portrayed as a functioning electoral authority with the means to hold 

transgressors to account. Operating within a seemingly democratic voting system the 

ECK is described as legitimate and impartial, having implemented various checks and 

balances on the voting process including the option for parties to confirm ballot boxes are 

empty before voting starts, check and record serial numbers of boxes, seal boxes with 

own padlocks, and inspect and record serial numbers of ballot papers. The publication 

emphasises non-violence by suggesting that those who feel aggrieved by the results 

approach the courts with their complaints and report claims of rigging to the ECK. As 

such, the election is portrayed as taking place within a credible and transparent 

democratic system with the necessary checks and balances and means for redress. 

Despite its emphasis on the ñformidably transparentò voting system and praise of the 

ECKôs accountability mechanisms, a consideration of the current political environment as 

it is described in the editorial versus what is being desired (in future) reveals interesting 

findings: 

Now we have: In the future we desire: 

ñtensionò ñpeaceò 

ñoutbreaks of violenceò ñtranquillityò 

ñpolice killingsò ñreturn to normalcyò 

ñsuspected riggingò ñbe lead in peace and unityò 

ñheat and anxietyò ñhave a country to go back toò 

ñelection feverò ñto get on with our livesò 

Figure 5. An analysis of the binary oppositions in ñD-Day, You Decideò (Daily Nation. 

2007. Dec 27:1)(Wigston 2001) 
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This analysis suggests a very different reality to the one described by the Nation, which 

portrays an ideal political environment with accountable public institutions, recourse for 

misconduct and frameworks of good governance. Such a representation, given its 

digression from the truth, is suggestive of an argument being made to try and reduce the 

potential violence, which is perhaps understandable given the publicationôs concerns, 

reflected in the warnings to Kenyans of the possible challenges of an election. These 

include vote rigging, violence, self-interest of powerful individuals and rejection of the 

results, with Kenyans being warned to ñact within the lawò, ñkeep the peaceò and ñbe 

prepared to accept the resultsò. At the time of writing the elections were widely 

considered to be the most closely contested of Kenyaôs independent history, but such 

warnings could possibly serve to provide glimpses into the reality of Kenyan politics at 

the time, and the publicationôs very real fears of a bungled election and its consequences. 

The Nationôs advice that ñnow is not the time to cry ófire!ô in a crowded theatreò, is a 

recognition that tensions are already high at the time of writing; should the elections not 

be considered free and fair, it would be a ñstep on the road to darkness and deathò. One 

has to wonder why, given the ñformidably transparent voting systemò, Kenyans would 

need such warnings from the Nation, unless this could be understood to comprise part of 

an argument against violence (for fear of the consequences). 

 

As with previous analyses there is no further explanation offered for the ñtensionò, 

ñintermittent outbreaks of violenceò, police killings, allegations of rigging, the ñheat and 

anxiety of the election campaignò and ñelection feverò and there is no description of who 

is perpetrating the violence. Rather a portrayal of Kenya as a successful, unified nation 

with the means to ñlook to the future with confidenceò, a form of deliberative argument, 

persists. In a similar vein to ñViolence: ECK should have acted soonerò (Daily Nation, 26 

December 2007), which calls on all to learn from the experience and for the violence to 

serve as a ñlasting lesson on how to manage violence-free electoral processesò. 

 

Despite its repeated calls for calm and vague descriptions of violence, the Nation explains 

the violence, in which police officers were killed, once as likely being the result of people 

ñpresumably believing they were protecting the integrity of the elections and the rights of 
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the party they supportò. This seems to recognise that the violence is the result of 

politically-motivated action aimed at protecting certain parties, although the publication 

fails to make this explicit. It in effect effaces the ongoing violence and police killings, 

which are referenced just once in the editorial in the seventh paragraph, contributing to 

the analysesô silence on violence in an attempt to dissuade against this behaviour. 

 

This argument is extended in the publicationôs invocation of a unified Kenyan subject, 

referenced in relation to performing their civic duty of voting. In its appeals to Kenyans 

to monitor the elections and report any wrongdoings, the editorial breaks with previous 

portrayals and invocations of subjects and invokes a responsible, benevolent civic 

subject. In effect, the advice given to Kenyans invokes a particular subject who is peace-

loving, law-abiding, vigilant, faithful in their institutions, fair and honest and accepting of 

the outcome. Tasked with ñdoing their civic dutyò and ñupholding what is right and fairò, 

Kenyans are constituted as rational subjects who are being expected to act with the 

countryôs best (national) interests at heart. The signifier, ñKenyansò, is mentioned eight 

times. It is also relexicalised as ñcitizen(s)ò, ñour countrymen and womenò, and ña 

peopleò, while Kenya is described as ñthe Republic of Kenyaò, ñthe nationò and ñthis 

great nationò.  

 

Unifying strategies abound in the editorial, extending the argument against violence, 

which is in effect premised on a rather misleading portrayal of a unified national Kenyan 

identity. Such examples include appeals to ñour countrymen and womenò and 

descriptions of Kenyans as tolerant and dynamic, having successfully created a thriving 

economy, unlike other east African countries. In addition, the Nation describes Kenyans 

as having seemingly ñdiscovered the value of living in peace and working togetherò, 

having ñtogether built a nationò with a ñcommitted and productive workforceò. By 

validating ñusò ñKenyansò in this way, anyone who acts outside of this construct 

becomes expurgated as the other.  

 

The argument for a unified national Kenyan identity is personified in the act of voting. 

Described as an ñopportunity to exercise a right denied billionsò, ñsomething very 
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preciousò, as ñcivic duty and a measure of patriotismò, a ñfantastic opportunityò and 

ñcritical to the stability of the nationò, the Nation attributes great patriotic and sentimental 

value to the act of voting, linking it to expressions of patriotism and invoking a national 

Kenyan identity. 

 

The unifying strategies extend to the portrayal of Kenyaôs ethnic identities, 

acknowledged for the first time here in this research. Kenyans are described as having 

successfully negotiated their ñdifferent tribes, different beliefsò for hundreds of years. 

While it is referenced in unifying terms, and only once, its presence is significant in that 

it represents the first acknowledgement in all the previous analyses of the ethnic 

dimension to Kenyan politics. Up until this point in the overarching narrative of the 

elections, ethnicity has remained unacknowledged. Its reference in this context extends 

the portrayal of Kenyans as a unified people, where ethnicity is considered of little 

importance in relation to national (Kenyan) identity.  

 

Having established itself as a benevolent authority by offering advice to Kenyans on how 

best to approach the election and deal with any violence or contestations over the results 

the publication constructs itself as rational, credible and reliable, necessary elements in 

successful argumentation. In this capacity the Nation also speaks on behalf of Kenyans, 

presuming to be able to understand and represent their interests, with generalisations like 

ñevery Kenyan wants a country to go back toò and ñwe all want peace and tranquillity 

and to get on with our livesò. A powerful form of argumentation, inductive arguments 

such as the statements above work to reinforce an opinion, in this case that all Kenyans 

share the desire for a peaceful election. Although this could be a fair generalisation to 

make given the horrors of political violence witnessed during the election campaign and 

in the wake of the elections, it can scarcely be accurate considering how numerous 

Kenyans, fragmented along political and ethnic lines, certainly feel differently, as attested 

by the violence. The vague description of the violence reduces the complexity of Kenyan 

politics and extends the disavowal of ethnic politics that characterises previous analyses. 
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In its acknowledgment of the violence (disruption) and attempts to caution Kenyans 

against violence, the Nation can be understood as acting in its monitorial capacity, 

positioned within a framework of good governance and legitimacy. However, in negating 

the material reality and idealising the future, the publication presents a misleading 

account of politics in Kenya, and extends many of the themes of silence around violence, 

its perpetrators and ethnicity as previous analyses. While the publication purports to be 

acting with the best interests of Kenyans in mind, it once again falls short of providing an 

example of accountability and investigation, masquerading as a monitorial and 

facilitative role. 

 

4.2.5. Standard. 2007. Your vote your choice. Dec 27:1.  

(Appendix 5, page 129) 

Synopsis 

The editorial is accompanied by a photographic image of an orderly election queue with 

those in the front of the queue holding placards of photographs of the top three 

presidential candidates, Mwai Kibaki of the PNU, Raila Odinga of the ODM and 

Kalonzo Musyoka of ODM-Kenya. The front-page editorial is billed by a ñmessage of 

peaceò (all in capital letters) across the top of the page which reads ñAs we go to elect our 

leaders today, we appeal to you to rely on your inner voice to preserve harmony and 

securityò. This focus on peace is significant given the context of the ongoing violence 

and anticipated closeness of the election. 

 

The lengthy 33-paragraph editorial continues on page six of the publication under the 

headline ñWe are all responsible for a peaceful Election Dayò. Page 6 similarly is 

dedicated to the elections and includes a photograph of ECK chairperson Samuel Kivuitu 

and a cartoon. The photograph presents Kivuitu wagging his finger in the manner of one 

instructing others. The cartoon by Kham portrays a woman casting her vote at the ballot 

box while five men wearing shorts, vests and boxing gloves lie sprawled on the ground, 

all a bit battered and bruised in the course of the contestation. The menôs shirts indicate 

four political affiliations: KPP, ODM-Kenya, ODM and ñOthersò and their facial features 

indicate that these are the respective party leaders. The fifth man, PNU leader Mwai 
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Kibaki, lies entangled between Kalonzo Musyoka and Raila Odinga. The speech bubble 

above the head of the woman, presumably metonymic for the Kenyan citizenry, reads, 

ñOkay gentlemen, itôs now time for me to decide!ò 

 

The editorial is divided into three sections, the first comprising 11 paragraphs, the second 

comprising 16 paragraphs and the third comprising six paragraphs. The first section 

addresses the voters directly and polemically. It begins by proposing that the ñmost 

important candidateò in the general election does not feature on the ballot. This 

candidate, who will enable the voter to exercise their democratic right is identified as 

ñPEACEò. Paragraphs 2 through to 4 outline what the editorial considers necessary to 

achieve this, reminding Kenyans that peace is the preferable outcome of the elections, 

and appealing to Kenyans to act within the law. Responsibility for this is given to voters. 

The editorial also cautions against divisiveness, against Kenyans becoming enemies with 

each other because they have different allegiances.  

 

Paragraphs five to 11 dwell on peace: Kenyans should vote peacefully, wishing a good 

outcome for all involved, perhaps suggestive of a recognition that this might not be the 

case. Peaceful conditions are the prerequisite for Kenyans to exercise their right to choose 

their leaders. It moves to the issue of ethnicity and the necessity of harmonious 

coexistence. This polemic around peace moves to placing responsibility for harmony on 

Kenyan citizens and presumes that the elected leaders will make efforts to unite Kenyans. 

 

The second section, beginning with paragraph 12 sums up its argument thus far: who 

wins the election depends on Kenyans. It moves to focus on the role of the election for 

the future and future generations. It does this by reminding the reader of the past. The 

role of the future government is identified as creating an ñenabling environmentò for 

Kenyans. Paragraph 19 onwards proposes a range of questions for votersô reflection: 

which party sufficiently addresses the Kenyan dream; which presidential candidate has 

adequately addressed pertinent issues to enable exploitation of opportunities for the 

advancement of all Kenyans; which parliamentary candidate is able to mobilise the 
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citizenry; and which of the candidates running in the civic elections demonstrate respect 

for the local authorities in identifying development priorities. 

 

In paragraph 24 paragraph the editorial uses these question to make four points. First, the 

importance of the election is construed here as centred on the issues of creating an 

enabling environment for broad improvement in the lives of Kenyans and the equitable 

distribution of the countryôs resources. Second, voters are informed that there are three 

elections happening on this day and reiterates that voters have an important role to play at 

civic, legislative and presidential levels. Third, the role of the voter in the democratic 

process which requires them to be actively engaged in their democratic processes. 

Finally, it argues against so-called ñ1three-piece suitò voting whereby leaders are chosen 

with little consideration of their policies. 

 

The last third of the editorial addresses the voter directly to remind him/her of their 

responsibility to vote. This responsibility is couched in terms of its global significance 

and turns to the role of the ECK. It proposes that the ECK chairman Samuel Kivuitu 

should have ensured a free and fair electoral system by the day of voting. While the 

delivery of transparent elections depends on the ECK and the security apparatus, 

responsibility for transparency is also the duty of all Kenyans who should report rigging 

allegations to the media and the relevant authorities. The final paragraph of the editorial 

concludes by stating it is the responsibility of the ECK and police to ensure transparency 

in the dayôs election and to guarantee that it is free and fair. 

 

Analysis 

Similarities abound between the independent and pro-government publicationsô tone and 

content in their front-page editorials on voting day. Reminiscent of the Nationôs ñD-day, 

You decideò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1), the Standardôs ñYour vote, your choiceò 

(Standard. 2007. Dec 27:1) reiterates calls to Kenyans to shoulder the responsibility of 

                                                 
1The ñthree-piece-suitò refers to the three concurrent elections, including civic, legislative 

and presidential. 
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voting and keeping the peace, invoking a moral subject amidst on-going corruption and 

violence.  

 

In much the same way as the Nationôs ñD-day, You decideò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 

27:1) the editorial is effectively a polemic that makes direct and repeated calls to 

Kenyans to shoulder the responsibility of voting to ensure a peaceful future for the 

country. It uses imperatives to do this: ñyou have to go and voteò; ñyou have to be an 

active participant in the way you are governedò, and it invokes Kenyans to ñexercise your 

democratic right to choose your leadersò. The construction of voting as an obligation is 

flagged repeatedly too: ñyou, the voter, cannot escape this responsibilityò; ñyou have a 

huge stake in deciding the future of your countryò; ñit is incumbent upon you to protect 

Kenyaôs nascent democracyéò; and ñéyou will exercise your constitutional and God-

given right to choose your leadersò. There is clearly a large task at hand, and Kenyans are 

charged with this duty for it presents the deliberative argument that ñwho becomes 

Kenyaôs next president is squarely in the hands of you, the voterò.  

 

Kenyans are addressed explicitly in their roles as voters, mentioning ñyou, as a voterò 

five times, as well as ñyou as the electorateò and ñin your role as an electorò. Kenyan 

citizens are referred to as ñyouò twenty six times and ñyourò is mentioned sixteen times. 

In contrast, they infrequently identify as fellow citizens for ñourò is mentioned twice and 

ñweò only once. The direct calls on Kenyan citizens to shoulder responsibility for the 

future of their country by voting, and by ñvoting wiselyò, construct Kenyan citizens in the 

Proppian character function of hero of the editorial narrative; they are being sent on a 

quest to ensuring a responsible outcome to the elections. 

 

In Proppian terms the ECK and police fulfil  the role of helper for their role is to ensure 

the rule of law and a peaceful election. The facilitation of a free and fair election is 

acknowledged to rest with the ECK and the police for, as the editorial notes, ñéthe entire 

world is banking on the integrity, impartiality and commitment to the democratic process 

of the ECK under the leadership of Mr Samuel Kivuituò. As helper, ñKivuitu and team 

should have ensured that the general election is free, fair and transparentò and ñit is for 
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the ECK and police to ensure todayôs General Election is transparent, free and fair, and is 

seen to be soò and ñthe ECK and security apparatus must ensure delivery of these thingsò.  

 

The publication constitutes itself as a donor ï of advice ï to enable the collective citizen 

hero to achieve the quest identified. In ñour considered opinionò the publication pleads 

ñas a media houseéappealing to all Kenyansò to ñlet uséask you to ask yourself the 

following questionsò. These include which party most adequately addresses ñthe Kenyan 

dreamò, which candidate has addressed issues of ñpoverty, education, health, security, 

creation of wealth, equitable development and empowerment of peopleò, which candidate 

is a ñópeoples personô, mobilising wananchiò (kiSwahili for citizens), and which civic 

candidate best understands the role of local authorities. According to the publication, 

ñfrom these questions four important points emergeò including ñthe twin issues of the 

creation of an enabling environment to allow for the all-round improvement of the lot of 

all Kenyan people and the equitable distribution of the countryôs resourcesò; that three 

different elections, for civic authorities, parliamentary candidates and presidential 

candidates are happening on voting day; that ñyou, as a voter, have a role in the 

democratic process that goes beyond casting your ballotò by being an ñactive participantò 

in how ñyou are governedò; and encouraging Kenyans to think about the ñmanifestos, 

character, strengths and weaknesses of individual candidatesò.  

 

That Kenya is presumed to be a harmonious nation is evident in statements which refer to 

ñthe ñcontinued harmonious co-existence of Kenyaôs varied races, ethnicities and 

religionséò (emphasis added), and calling on Kenyans to ñpreserve national harmony 

and securityò, both statements implying an existing and stable level of peace and calm. 

Other references are made to the ñcountryôs nationhoodò, ñprosperityò, and ñnascent 

democracyò, portraying Kenya as a flourishing democracy. This positive construction 

uses a forensic argument that invokes a particular past with reference to ñthe Kenyan 

dreamò (twice) as ñepitomised in the call of the immediate post-independence 

government for the eradication of ignorance, poverty and diseaseò. The Standard invokes 

this construction of the past as inducement to ñinform the present so that we may as a 

country decide how to grapple with the futureò. This leaches into the present for the same 
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government is credited as having given ñevery Kenyan inexhaustible opportunity for 

advancement in an atmosphere of ethnic, racial and religious harmony and co-existenceò.  

 

In the argument the editorial presents it constructs a particular account of Kenya. The 

construction of nation and nationhood are frequently flagged during elections. As such, 

the Standard portrays Kenya as a nation united, flagging harmonious ethnic coexistence 

and a fair and equitable distribution of resources as the bedrock on which the nation is 

united. National security, the instrument of the Kenyan state, is constituted benignly here 

as ñpillars of the countryôs nationhood and the prosperity that is engendered for the 

benefit of this and future generationsò. This rhetoric deploys unification to invoke a sense 

of patriotism. While such strategies have their seduction, here it deliberately overlooks 

the documented ethnic tensions that have existed in Kenya since the advent of democracy 

along with the alleged privileging of certain ethnic groups over others since the 1960s. In 

addition, the ñequitable distribution of the countryôs resourcesò negates the history of 

unrest around land in Kenya, a topical issue in the 2007 election, which is also thought to 

have been allocated along ethnic lines. 

 

This attempt at unifying extends to the publicationôs treatment of the Kenyan subject, the 

main focus of this research. In addition to the summons to vote, Kenyans are counselled 

about their civic duty with the Standard moving to a courteous imperative as it asks 

Kenyans to ñplease rememberò to ñrely on their inner voices to preserve national 

harmony and securityò. As such, the editorial shifts its attention from a civic duty to a 

moral call. 

 

Kenyans themselves are constructed in two opposing ways in this editorial, which is 

significant given this studyôs focus on identity. In their direct pleas to Kenyans the 

Standard goes beyond political awareness, in an address to a moral subject, appealing to 

conscience in protecting and upholding ñthe Kenyan dreamò (mentioned twice), noting 

that Kenyans ñhave a role in the democratic processò and must ñrely on their inner voices 

to preserve national harmony and securityò, ñvote for peace in your heartò, ñévote 

wiselyéwith your conscienceò and ñwish (peace) for your neighbour and pray for it to 
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prevail throughout the countryò. Those who are compliant with the publicationôs pleas 

are tasked with protecting ñKenyaôs nascent democracyò, shielding it from those who 

would partake in ñvote cheating and riggingò, and ñthose who would, in pursuit of 

personal and or vested interests, threaten to undermine itò. In contrast then to the moral 

subject, there exists the immoral one. Given the portrayal of Kenya as a unified nation, 

the question may well arise, who are these individuals who would threaten to rig, cheat 

and undermine Kenyaôs democracy? In another plea, the Standard suggests that the 

elected leaders will be of no use if they have to ñsave the country from instability 

generated by todayôs plebisciteò (emphasis added). If the ñmoralò Kenyans are unified, 

those who do not conform to this subject position are expurgated. Those who oppose the 

Standardôs pleas are presented as having ñpersonal and vested interestsò, threatening to 

ñundermineò Kenyan democracy, and ñplebiciteò ï descriptions which stand in stark 

contrast to the united nation the article purports to portray. 

 

Paradoxically, there are references to an underbelly which contradicts the portrayal of 

Kenya as a unified, harmonious nation ahead of the election. Statements such as, ñwhen 

peace prevails you will be able to exercise constitutional and god-given right to choose 

leaders of your own volition and without inducement or coercionò (emphasis added), and 

ñwhen there is peace and the country is united solidlyéò (emphasis added) imply a level 

of unrest as the publication looks to a peaceful future. It implies that peace does not 

prevail and it gestures to the coercion and inducements that accompany these elections. 

While these are sedulously avoided here, reference has been made to individuals, 

described as the powerful elite, orchestrating violence out of self-interest (ñNip poll 

violence in the bud at onceò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 3:10; ñViolence: ECK should have 

acted soonerò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 26:10).  

 

In addition, while references to the ñethnic, racial and religious harmony and co-

existenceò imply unity among Kenyans, statements suggest otherwise: for example, ñit 

will be natural for the leaders you choose today to move to unite the country behind them 

because elections divide people because they are called upon to make choicesò and ñthe 

elected presidentémust unite and rally the people behind themò. Both statements reveal 
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an awareness of fragmentation and division among Kenyans ahead of the elections in 

spite of the attempt to paper over these cracks. The recognition that ñelections divide 

peopleò in particular implies social dissolution at times of voting which must be repaired 

afterwards. One might consider why the publication deems it necessary to remind 

Kenyans of this if they are already coexisting in ñcontinuedò ethnic, racial and religious 

harmony. This acknowledgement of disharmony occurs right in the opening paragraphs 

when the Standard reminds Kenyans that ñchoosing one candidate over another does not 

mean that the person you did not vote for is your enemyò, and that ñsupporters of the 

person you did not vote for must remain your good friends, neighbours and countrymen 

and countrywomenò.  

 

Far from the idyllic portrayal of Kenya it would prefer, the Standard is making use of 

deliberative argument to dissuade against particular conduct to avoid a state of disaster. 

In distinguishing between what the Standard tries to convey and the actual circumstances 

at the time of voting, it is helpful to consider what the Standard suggests is at stake for 

Kenyans if they do not vote and if the election does not go smoothly. According to the 

article, the future of Kenyans is inextricably linked to the outcome of the elections: ñAn 

even more important reason you should vote today is that this General Election is about 

Kenyaôs future. By Kenyaôs future we mean your future and the future of the children of 

your children.ò Similarly, continued harmonious co-existence will be ñfor the benefit of 

this and future generationsò. While this call is an emotive one in relation to the more 

distant future, the consequences of a botched election have more immediate 

consequences, suggested in the statement that newly elected leaders will be ñof no use to 

Kenyaò if they are preoccupied with ñsave[ing] the country from instabilityò. Such 

descriptions portray a nation on the brink, requiring peaceful interventions and unifying 

of its people, functions which the editorial attempts to fulfil . 

 

In its disavowal of ethnic tensions (save for one brief mention), unrest about land 

ownership and government accountability, the publication pontificates, using ideal 

portrayals of Kenya and revealing that while issues of ethnicity, allocation of resources 

and government accountability are not acknowledged, they are implicit and crucial 
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aspects to the socio-political climate. While it appeals to Kenyans to make an informed 

decision when casting their vote, it provides no critical engagement of topical issues of 

the elections, opting instead for an idealised portrayal of Kenya and Kenyans in an 

attempt to dissuade against violence.  

 

The fact that the publication does not discuss these issues which are widely 

acknowledged to be of crucial importance in politics in Kenya suggests an argument 

made by a pro-government publication, which evades criticising the current leaders or 

party leaders and implicitly supports the existing regime. Having overlooked these issues, 

the article appeals to unity among Kenyans at all costs, warning of the dire consequences 

that could befall all Kenyans if they do not follow through, thus portraying Kenya, the 

ECK and police in misleading ways. Understood in this way, the Standard does not fulfil 

the monitorial role it professes. Rather, given its evasion of key issues and misleading 

portrayal of Kenya, the publication here plays a collaborative role with the existing 

regime, implicitly condoning the existing regime. 

 

4.2.6. Daily Nation. 2007. Chaos as Kibaki sworn in. Dec 31:1.  

(Appendix 6, page 131) 

Synopsis 

The front page news report runs across the publicationôs first two pages and features 

subheadings, ñKivuitu declares PNU candidate winner of State House raceò; ñODM says 

Raila is President-electò; ñMichuki [PNUôs internal security minister] suspends live 

broadcastsò; and ñViolence eruptsò below the headline. There is also a note that full 

results of the election can be found on pages 2-9, 14, 15, 20, 21 and the back page. The 

page features two photographs ï a blazing fire with billowing smoke is positioned to the 

left of the page anchored with a caption stating that it is a house in Mathare slums, 

Nairobi. To its right is an image of Chief Justice Evan Gicheru in full legal dress standing 

next to President Kibaki, holding what is presumably a Bible, during his swearing in 

ceremony. Kibaki appears to be reading from a lectern, as he looks down to read his cue 

and speaks into a microphone. Below this photograph there is a graphic of the 
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ñPresidential resultsò, and passport-style photographs of Kibaki and Odinga alongside 

their final voting results: 4,584,721 (Kibaki) and 4,352,993 (Odinga). 

 

The second page where the article is run under the headline, ñPresident sworn in for 

second term amid violence in various townsò is positioned below the banner, ñKenya 

decidesò, at the top of the page. The article includes a photograph of Electoral 

Commission of Kenya (ECK) Chairman Samuel Kivuitu addressing a press conference in 

Nairobi anchored with the caption, ñHe was to announce the official results for the 

presidential election but was disrupted after a commotion ensuedò. Alongside the 

photograph there is another graphic documenting the declared election results and 

subsequent number of parliamentary seats of the 18 political parties.  

 

The first four paragraphs of the article portray the precarious political environment in 

Kenya following the swearing in of incumbent President Kibaki, noting the unrest that 

erupted and both partiesô claims to legitimacy (and vote rigging in the case of the ODM). 

Paragraphs two and three document ODM leader Odingaôs supportersô belief that Odinga 

is the winner. Paragraph four notes President Kibakiôs plea to Kenyans to accept the 

outcome of the polls. 

 

The remainder of the article is structured under two subheadings, ñCredible electionsò 

and ñShouting matchò. ñCredible electionsò begins with a direct quote from Kibaki in 

which he thanks the ECK, security agents, observers and all other players for facilitating 

free and fair elections. In contrast to this account, paragraphs 6 to 8 document the 

unprecedented suspension by government of all live broadcasts and the Media Council of 

Kenyaôs moves to consider a response.  

 

Paragraphs 9 to 13 detail ECK chairman Samuel Kivuituôs response in his address to the 

nation just ahead of announcing the presidential winner, which is not necessarily the type 

of response one might expect under the circumstances. He does obliquely acknowledge 

the contestation of the results and notes that while the ODM had raised a number of 

concerns regarding the results, the ECK could not resolve these in the manner suggested 
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by ODM. Paragraph 14 identifies the geographical locations of the violent outbursts as 

occurring in parts of Nairobi, Mombasa, Kilifi and Kakamega while in contrast Kibakiôs 

PNU supporters were celebrating in Central Province and parts of Nairobi. 

 

Contestations over the legitimacy of the elections are documented in paragraphs fifteen to 

seventeen European Union chief election observer Alexander Graf Lambsdorff 

pronounced that the ECK had failed to establish the credibility of the tallying process. 

Paragraph 18 to 20 summarise the results in which only 231,728 votes separated Kibaki 

and Odinga.  The ensuing violence discussed in paragraph 21 to 24 includes references to 

the violence. 

 

The second sub-heading of the article, ñShouting matchò introduces an encounter 

between politicians from ODM and PNU who argued over the final tally of votes for each 

candidate. First it references the night- long audit of results for Kajiado North and Molo 

constituencies on 30 December 2007. ODM secretary-general Anyang Nyongôo called on 

the ECK to make public the results of the audit report before announcing the winner of 

the election, as the ODM were insistent on a verification report being made public. 

Paragraphs thirty to thirty- four are confined to the unfolding of the announcement of the 

Presidential winner. 

 

Analysis 

Within the context of the overarching narrative this piece represents the explicit moment 

of disruption of the extended election narrative, as it documents the outbreak of violence 

across Nairobi and further afield in Kenya, as a response to delays in the announcement 

of the presidential winner, and then in protest to the results. The article is significant to 

this study as it provides a seemingly óbalancedô account of events as they unfolded, in 

line with journalistic imperatives. However, while appearing non-partisan, the article 

privileges certain individuals and political ideals over others. 

 

First Kibaki is reported on. In the opening paragraphs Kibaki makes plain his 

construction of his victory as a result of a ñcredibleò election. Unsurprisingly he is 
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supportive of those who have enabled his success. His account duly recognises the ECK, 

ñsecurity agents, observers and all other playersò for ñremaining committed to the 

conduct of honest, orderly and credible elections that have enabled the true verdict of the 

people to prevailò. In this sense he is portrayed by the Nation as a vilified leader. Having 

won the presidential seat, Kibaki can be understood as the Proppian hero of the narrative. 

 

Kibakiôs claims to legitimacy are contested by ODM supporters, whose loss of the 

presidential seat positions their leader, Odinga ultimately as the false hero of the 

narrative. In Proppian terms the false hero sets out on a quest but fails. Having lost the 

election by a slim margin of 200 000 votes, Odinga has failed at his mission. But his loss 

is contested by his supporters, who are ñready to see him serve democraticallyò, and 

describe Odinga as ñthe legitimate presidentò. 

 

ECK chairman Samuel Kivuitu is the main voice of the piece and is quoted directly in 

four paragraphs, validating his position as the helper, as chairman of the ECK. The only 

other people quoted directly are Kibaki and European Union chief election observer Mr 

Alexander Graf Lambsdorff, suggesting the perceived importance of Kivuitu, and the 

organisation he heads, at this stage of events. He is afforded by far the most coverage in 

the piece.  

 

The disruption of the narrative, that is the delay in the release of the results and 

contestation over the legitimacy of Kibakiôs victory, is dealt with in a curious fashion by 

the Nation. But there is no meaningful engagement with the current context and reasons 

for this. Rather, the piece contains an array of contesting opinions as to the legitimacy of 

the election, arguably justified as an attempt to portray a balanced view.  

 

If the election was free and fair, it was not seen to be so, as documented in the numerous 

contestations throughout the piece. Perhaps in an effort to appear to provide a balanced 

account of events the publication acknowledges the various contestations, which include 

ñriots and protestsò in parts of Kenya; complaints from ODM leadership; a statement 

from ODM MP William Ntimama detailing the ODMôs plans to contest the results; a 
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statement  from European Union chief election observer Alexander Graf in which he 

notes discrepancies and irregularities in the release of results; and is even acknowledged 

by ECK chairman Samuel Kivuitu. A direct quote (paragraph twelve) by Kivuitu refers to 

the ñmoodò as ñpainfulò. The publication does not provide context for this, but given the 

ODM officialsô numerous allegations of tampering and rigging in the hours leading up to 

the publication of this article, culminating in an audit of the results from certain 

constituencies, it is clearly a volatile political situation. However, the article makes no 

reference to the immediate context, which saw Kivuitu agree to an audit of the results 

already announced after facing pressure from ODM agents who pointed out that some 

results being announced by the ECKôs tallying centre differed from those announced at 

constituency level (International Crisis Group, 2008). During the audit, party agents 

agreed that the results of 44 constituencies already announced were untrustworthy, as 

they were not supported by proper legal documentation. Nineteen additional results were 

yet to be announced.  

 

While the ECK is tasked with overseeing the election and ensuring its legitimacy, and is 

praised for doing so, references throughout the article point to the climate of political 

instability which work to discredit Kibakiôs rendering of the results and contradict the 

portrayal of the ECK as a credible institution. Suspicion delays the release of the results, 

which according to the article, gives rise to chaos and protests. But the publication does 

not engage meaningfully with the notions of suspicion and opposition. This information 

would provide greater context for ODMôs grievances, making a free and fair election 

seem increasingly unlikely. Its omission ultimately comprises a lack of information and 

evidence on behalf of the publication, which refers fleetingly to ñthis and other observed 

irregularitiesò. There is also an absence of critique of the unprecedented black-out of live 

media coverage by government and thus evidence of compliance by the newspaper with 

media censorship. No further explanation for the nature of ñalarming materialsò is 

provided. As such, the article notes the events of the day, which include a highly unusual 

media ban and heightened political unrest, largely due to suspicion over the legitimacy of 

the results, but provides no investigation or critical evaluation of these elements. 
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As with previous analyses, there is the problem that remains unnamed. One is left to 

presume that the unrest is politically-motivated, given the contested results and the ethnic 

support-bases of the respective parties, but there is no confirmation of this in the article. 

In keeping with the previous articles in this analysis, there is no mention of ethnic 

affiliation or indeed any information on who was involved in the violence, making the 

link to geographical location (and the deductions drawn from this) more pertinent. The 

naming of geographical locations provides an opportunity for analysis. The eruptions of 

violence are located in parts of Nairobi, Eldoret, Kericho, Kisumu, Mombasa, Kilifi and 

Kakamega. Eldoret, Kericho, Kisumu and Kakamega in the south west of the country 

featured prominently as violence hot spots in the 2007/2008 post-election violence, while 

Mombasa and Kilifi are located in Coastal Province on the south east and also saw 

outbursts of violence. One can only try to deduce, from these locations, which groups 

might have been involved. PNUôs supporters, the Kikuyu, Embu, and Meru, who 

originate from the Central and Eastern Provinces are strongly represented in the Nairobi 

Area, Coast Province and the Rift Valley as a result of migration. ODMôs ethnic 

constituencies are Luo, Luhya and Kalenjin, who originate from Nyanza and Western 

Provinces and the Rift Valley and are equally strongly represented in the major towns. 

ODM also has a significant following among the coastal Muslims and in North Eastern 

Province. The western belt is known to comprise a complex mix of ethnic groups 

including the Kalenjn, Luo, Luyha and Kisii and is considered an ODM stronghold 

interspersed with minority Kikuyu groups and PNU support bases, similar to the south 

east. While the article does not reflect on who the perpetrators of the violence are, this is 

the closest the researcher has come to deducing the ethnic affiliation of those involved in 

the violence based on where the violence was taking place. From this analysis it is not 

clear who the conflict was between, but it would appear that a mixture of ODM 

supporters including Kalenjn, Luo, Luyha and Kisii, and PNU supporters, Kikuyu, may 

have been involved.  

 

In a sense, given the publicationôs acknowledgement of the contestations of the results, 

this might appear at first glance to provide a balanced account of events, but the 

structuring and framing employed suggests otherwise. Given the degree of contestation 
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and political climate of the time, it becomes highly unlikely that the elections were free 

and fair. However, while noting these issues, the publication fails to provide any critical 

engagement with them. Kibaki is quoted directly in support of the results, yet Odinga is 

absent, serving to establish Kibaki as the dominant source and lend credibility to his 

opinion. The selection of the subheading, ñCredible electionsò at the end of the fourth 

paragraph indicates the Nationôs position in support of the existing regime.  

In the end, the legitimacy of Kibakiôs position, although fraught with contestation, is 

ultimately left unchallenged by the Nation, which recognises Kibaki as the winner of the 

elections and the legitimate president. By failing to provide context for the allegations of 

vote rigging the publication implicitly condones the results, ultimately failing to perform 

in the watchdog or monitorial capacity, and rather can be understood to be acting 

collaboratively with government in its portrayal of events and lack of critical insights into 

the reasons for the widespread unrest. 

 

4.2.7. Ongiri, I. 2008. I acted under a lot of pressure, says Kivuitu. Standard. Jan 2:1. 

(Appendix 7, page 133) 

Synopsis 

The article, which carries the three-quarters of a page length large side portrait format 

photograph of Kivuitu looking to his left with his hand slightly covering his face, 

presents Kivuituôs ñdamning admissionò beneath the headline: ñAsked whether Kibaki 

won election, Poll boss says: óI donôt knowôò. He adds PNU and ODM-Kenya pushed 

him to release disputed results.ò Three passport-style photographs of Kibaki, Odinga and 

Alexander Lambsdorff, the chief EU election observer, are positioned below along with a 

quote by each of them: ñWith elections behind us, it is time for healing and reconciliation 

among Kenyansò ï Kibaki; ñKibaki must first step aside and publicly own up to the fact 

that he was not elected Presidentò ï Raila; ñPresidential poll lacks credibility and an 

independent audit should be instituted to rectify things ï Lambsdorffò (seemingly not a 

direct quote).  

 

The article opens with Kivuituôs admission that he announced the results of the 

presidential election under pressure. The announcement has had a dramatic impact on the 
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country as violence escalated following Kivuituôs statement. The credibility of the 

election is the focus of paragraphs three to five. Kivuitu admits to being unsure of who 

won the election, and taking the presidential election winnerôs certificate to State House 

in Nairobi under duress. On arriving at State House Kivuitu was surprised to find the 

Chief Justice Willy Mutunga (although he is not named personally in the article) there 

ready to swear in Kibaki. He further describes himself as having been pressurised and 

harassed to announce the results.  

 

Paragraphs seven to eleven relate attempts by a number of ambassadors from European 

Union countries and Mr Maina Kiai of the Kenya National Commission on Human 

Rights to address the complaints before announcing the results. Kivuitu admits to having 

considered resignation but decided against it to avoid being considered weak. He 

considers the contestation over the results of the utmost importance but he himself does 

not have the legal mandate to undertake such an investigation.  

 

While individuals involved in coercing him are unnamed Kivuitu notes that the ECK was 

consulting with lawyers. Kivuituôs support for an external audit is referred to in 

paragraphs 13to 16, one that would investigate the ECKôs action too. Paragraphs 16 to 18 

close the article with reference to an anticipated meeting of external electoral officers 

coming to Kenya, and an ECK house-keeping meeting which condemned the violence. 

 

Analysis 

This article, like the previous analysis, the Nationôs ñChaos as Kibaki sworn inò (Daily 

Nation, 31 December 2007), responds to the moment of disruption: the country has been 

plunged into post-election violence ñof a scale never witnessed beforeò, spurred on by the 

initial claims of vote rigging and the six-hour delay in the release of results, and 

exacerbated by news of the result itself. While intermittent outbreaks of violence had 

plagued most of the election in its final stages, this marks the extended moment of major 

disruption within the overarching narrative as hundreds of people lost their lives 

overnight following Kivuituôs admissions.   

 



88 

 

In Proppian terms the ECK can be understood as the villainôs helper within the context of 

a rigged election ï causing harm to the members of the Kenyan ñfamilyò, having failed 

its quest to run a legitimate and peaceful election, a failure with dire consequences for the 

country as violence erupted across Kenya within hours of his admissions.  

 

At a time when tensions were at their highest in the country, the article essentially 

comprises a verbatim account of Kivuituôs admissions with no further critical 

investigation of or explanation for his behaviour or the country-wide unrest. Kivuitu is 

the only speaking subject in the article, and is quoted directly seven times, positioning 

him as the main subject. He is described as ñpolls bossò, ñKivuituò and ñthe embattled 

ECK chairmanò, a continuation of the war metaphors that characterised much of the news 

coverage in the build-up to the election (ñWhy a win is a mustò, Standard. 2007. Dec 

7:1).   

 

The Standard reports that Kivuitu admitted to acting ñunder a lot of pressureò and ñdoes 

not knowò if Kibaki won the electionsò, statements which undermine the credibility of 

the institution that was publicly praised by both the Nation and Standard in the build-up 

to the election as being able to ensure the upholding of free and fair elections (ñViolence: 

ECK should have acted soonerò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 26:10; ñD-day, You decideò, 

Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1; ñYour vote your choiceò, Standard. 2007. Dec 27:1). The 

besieged chairman is quoted as saying he had considered resigning in the wake of the 

chaos, but decided against it ñbecause I donôt want people to say Iôm a cowardò. Here 

Kivuitu endorses himself as he implies that retaining his position is the courageous thing 

to do.  

 

The Standard acknowledges the impact Kivuituôs admissions have had on the state of 

unrest in the country, noting Kivuituôs announcement precipitated the worst level of post-

election violence the country has ever seen. However, it is interesting to note that it is the 

statement that is blamed and not the actions of the presidential party. The ñmagnitudeò of 

Kivuituôs admission, ñwhose far-reaching implications are now being felt across the 

countryò also created ñthe further dent in the credibility of the electionò. However, the 
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publication stops there, failing to provide any further context or critical engagement with 

these issues.  

 

In keeping with all previous analyses, very little information is given about the nature of 

the violence or who is involved. While references are made to the contested results as 

ñfiercely contestedò and the poll outcome as ñdisputedò, the nature, cause and 

perpetrators of the violence are again absent from this account. Kivuituôs admission is 

considered the catalyst for the eruption of post-election violence, but not for why it 

should be so. It is referred to simply in broad terms and only once as ñpost-election 

violenceò as a consequence of ñnational tensionò. Tension presumes contesting factions 

and in reporting in liberal democracies it is anticipated that these would be named. 

Further evasion of the underlying reasons for the tension occurs in a refusal to name it: 

Kivuitu reifies the contestation of the results as ñthis matterò (twice) and ñmatters that 

arose from the poll resultsò. Kivuitu, presumably in a non-aligned position, admits to 

being harassed: he was ñunder pressureò, ñunder undue pressureò, ñcoercedò, ñunder 

alleged pressure to declare resultsò, ñparallel pressure from a number of ambassadorsò, 

and more specifically from ñsome PNU and ODM-Kenya leadersò. Party officials 

pressured him by ñcalling me frequently é to announce the results immediatelyò. It is 

significant that the pressure comes from the declared victor and Odingaôs other contestor. 

It is also worth noting that Kivuituôs acquiescence under  pressure is not noted as 

cowardice by the Standard. 

 

Notably Kivuitu ñfell short of naming the individuals from the two parties ï PNU and 

ODM-Kenya ï who coerced himò, and no investigation is attempted by the Standard. 

Given that the Standard is known to be pro-government, perhaps their silence on who 

pressurised Kivuitu is not that surprising. Kivuitu appears to shoulder all responsibility 

for the chaos and violence, while being vindicated by the Standard in doing so. As such, 

the entire debacle has been explained away by one individual, with an emphasis on 

impartiality, a convenient portrayal by a pro-government publication. 
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The evasion of naming the relevant issues calls into question the role of the ECK during 

election time, and casts doubt over its efficacy or clout. In this way they are censured 

discursively in this article. Democratic societies have regulations to ensure a level of 

public accountability, particularly during election time, yet this article lays responsibility 

implicitly now at the feet of Kivuitu. Surely one would expect Kivuitu to name the 

individuals who pressurised him so, and one might expect the Standard to name the 

perpetrators of the violence or to enquire into this.  

 

Despite the obvious challenges to Kivuitu and the ECKôs credibility at this point, he 

makes several attempts to salvage an image of professionalism by referring to the ECKôs 

commitment to act ñwithin the lawò. Here the Standardôs portrayal of Kivuituôs 

statements seek to construct him as a man of conscience, appealing to the law in the 

midst of chaos and suggesting ways the ECK is complying. Kivuitu appears to be 

handing over responsibility to the legal fraternity. Heis quoted as saying, ñiféRaila is the 

President, so be it. If it is Kibaki, so be it.ò The Standardôs construction of Kivuitu tends 

to underplay any personal responsibility for the uncertainty as to the winner of the 

election: rather than implicate Kivuitu and the ECK as corrupt and compliant in the 

confusion, the article almost vindicates them as uninformed and impartial.  

 

Kivuituôs explanation for announcing the results, amidst mounting allegations of 

malpractice, was ñbecause the commission had no legal mandate to investigate 

complaints raised by the opposition immediatelyò, giving the perception of the ECK as 

operating within a legal framework, or at least adhering to one. In the face of mounting 

cynicism, Kivuitu states that ñthis matterò should be ñtaken to courtò, adding that the 

commission was ñconsulting eminent lawyersò ñso that its actions remain within the 

lawò. Such references presuppose, firstly, that the ECK is acting within its legal mandate 

and is committed to seeing this through, despite mounting evidence to the contrary; and 

secondly, that there is a functioning legal and judicial system in place, which appears 

increasingly unlikely as the reality of the elections becomes clearer. 
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While Kivuitu claims to be operating within a framework of legitimacy, governed by the 

rule of law, an assessment of the situation and his behaviour within it would suggest that 

unlawful behaviour abounds,and that when faced with the challenge of contested results, 

the ECK really has no authority to manage the situation, instead calling for external 

investigations to solve the dispute. The argument, yet again, is to construct the 

admissions of corruption and malpractice as removed from the current context. Kivuituôs 

admission and the Standardôs portrayal of it seem to contradict the reality of the situation 

as it unfolds.   

 

In a similar vein to previous analyses, along with a silence on the context for the violence 

and its perpetrators, there is no mention of ethnicity in the piece despite widespread 

perception that the violence had ethnic undertones. This evasive tone calls into question 

the role of journalism in this article ï the lack of information appears to comprise a 

similar disavowal to that of Kivuitu. By failing to provide any critical engagement with 

Kivuituôs admissions and their implications, the Standard implicitly condones the 

existing regime, akin to a collaborative role. 

 

4.2.8. Daily Nation. 2008. Save our beloved country. Jan 3:1.  

(Appendix 8, page 135) 

Synopsis 

The front-page features the headline ñSave our Beloved Countryò with a pull quote 

beneath it that reads, ñNo grievance and no cause is worth the innocent blood of Kenyan 

children. The orgies of looting undermine the moral basis of the politiciansô cause.ò It 

also refers to ñfull reportsò on pages two to ten. Two large portrait-style photographs of 

PNU leader President Mwai Kibaki and ODM leader Raila Odinga are positioned side by 

side, both with stern gazes and furrowed brows, positioned as though they are engaged in 

a conversational deadlock. The 22-paragraph piece designated as ñCommentò continues 

on the second page of the publication under the headline, ñSave our beloved country from 

ruinò, suggestive of a more democratic, rights-based approach.  
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The extent of the post-election violence is foregrounded in the opening four paragraphs 

of the editorial. In response to the chaos, the news media have agreed to confront the 

chaos and call for an end, referring to the publicationsô unprecedented synchronising of 

headlines.   

The comment then focuses on the ñRight to lifeò as indicated by the subheading. The 

precarious situation is described in paragraphs five to nine, with reference to the violence 

and calls for those in authority to respect the right to life. Despite the damage, the 

publication calls on political leadership to take its final opportunity to rescue the situation 

in paragraph 10, and help restore public confidence and safety.  

 

Securing the safety of all Kenyans should be leadersô first priority, the publication notes 

in paragraph 12, as negotiations are unlikely to prove successful. The Nation calls on 

those with armies to put an end to the fighting and for leaders to involve themselves in 

peace-finding missions across the country. The publication makes suggestions on how the 

post-election violence can be handled and contained, including Kibaki and Odinga 

engaging immediately in negotiations to explore a power-sharing agreement, the creation 

of an interim government, the launch of a public inquiry into the conduct of the election, 

and overhaul of the ECK.  

 

Analysis 

The editorialôs headline, in a similar refrain to Alan Patonôs Cry, the Beloved Country2, 

makes the Nationôs intention plain in the opening paragraphs ï to join the Kenyan news 

media in being ñforthright and united in confronting this bloodshed and disunityò. In the 

absence of any meaningful action from their leaders, the publication recognises the 

disruption (violence) and addresses the chaos and violence that has claimed hundreds of 

lives so far and that is portrayed as a direct consequence of their leadersô behaviour. Here 

the Nation fulfils  the role of the Proppian hero as it admonishes those causing the 

violence and attempts to restore a peaceful equilibrium. In line with this recognition, the 

editorial suggests ways of managing the crisis and facilitating negotiations toward a 

                                                 
2The intertextual reference is worth noting for its invocation of a nation in distress. 
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peaceful outcome, appealing to political leaders to take their ñfinal opportunityéto pull 

the country back from the brinkò. It makes recommendations ï for leaders to find 

ñmiddle-ground positionsò, for Kibaki and Odinga to engage immediately in exploring a 

power-sharing agreement, consider the creation of an interim government, the launch of a 

public inquiry into the conduct of the election, and an ultimate overhaul of the ECK. 

 

The editorial is explicit about who is responsible for ñfanning the firesò, as it blames the 

leaders personally, for the first time holding them publicly accountable for their 

perceived role in the violence. Described as ñthe direct cause of this catastropheò, the 

Nation refers to ñpolitical leaders on both sidesò, ñthose in authorityò, ñthe political 

leadershipò, ñhard-liners on both sidesò, ñthose with armieséfanning the firesò and 

ñleadersò. They are named personally in direct appeals made to ñMr Raila Odingaò, 

ñRaila Odingaò, ñMr Odingaò, ñMr William Rutoò, ñPresident Kibakiò (twice), and ñMr 

Kibakiò to intervene. This positions the leaders as the potential villains of the narrative, 

assisted by helpers (in this case, the leaders of armies). While this marks a significant 

change from earlier articles, it is still hedge-sitting as the Nation evades being specific 

and giving precise information, yet another act of a masquerade.  

 

The villains are assisted by the villainsô helpers, in this case the leadersô ñarmies of 

destructionò, ñtheir supportersò, ñKenyansò who, ñin the name of politicsò and ñon behalf 

of people whose lives of comfort and luxury are going on normallyò, are destroying 

ñtheir own economy, their homes and entire way of lifeò. The leadersô actions are 

portrayed as costing Kenyans and the country dearly, although no details on who 

allegedly rigged and stole the election are provided. Kenya is described in the opening 

paragraph as a ñburnt-out, smouldering ruinò, its economy at a standstill as a result of the 

violence. Kenya and ñinnocent Kenyansò, ñmany of them our childrenò, are the victims 

of the narrative in Proppian terms. They pay the price for politiciansô actions, with the 

ñblood of Kenyan childrenò and the ñcries of the 70 000ò, being ñslaughteredò, as 

ñsystematic killing of the innocentò sweeps the country. The publication extends the 

victimisation of Kenyans as their land is decimated, and serves to personify Kenya and 

emphasise the damage being inflicted on the land itself: Kenya as ñbeloved countryò, ñan 
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exhausted countryò, ñon the brink of civil warò, which ñburn[s]ò, and is a ñburnt out 

smouldering ruinò. 

 

The editorial makes bold statements as one in a position of authority, helping to construct 

an epideictic argument based on the portrayal of itself as honourable, trustworthy and 

committed to the cause:  ñthere is no cause and no right more valuable than the right to 

lifeò, ñno grievance and no cause is worth the innocent blood of Kenyan childrenò, ñit 

must be a blind and deaf person who doesnôt hear the cries oférefugeesò, ñpolitical 

leadersémust be told in no uncertain termsò, ñit is only with the restoration of peace that 

reason will prevailò, ñthere can be no lasting peace without justiceò, the ñhard-line 

positionsò taken by some political officials ñare not very helpful at the momentò. The 

employment of obligation modality here (ñmustò (twice) and ñwillò) conveys the extent 

to which the Nation believes action must be taken to curb the violence. The statements 

also reflect a moral position assumed by the Nation, its authoritative tone explicit in the 

use of imperatives.  Such statements suggest the publication to presume itself to be in a 

position of authority whereby it gives advice to Kenyans and political leaders about the 

state of the country and finding a (peaceful) way forward.  

 

The authoritarian editorial articulates a patriotic discourse in its condemnation of the 

leaders. The publication presumes to speak on behalf of Kenyans, describing Kenya as 

ñour beloved countryò, referring to ñour childrenò the victims of violence, and stating that 

politicians stand to lose credibility ñin the eyes of Kenyansò. In its plea to the political 

leaders to overcome their differences and act to contain the violence, the Nation suggests 

that ñKenyans expectò and ñthey [Kenyans] expectò (twice) intervention from their 

leaders, thus purporting to share similar concerns and fear the further destruction of the 

country it shares with Kenyans. Inadvertently, such references censure the political 

leaders, comprising an epideictic argument in which the political elite are portrayed as 

dishonourable in contrast to the suffering inflicted on their citizens. The publication also 

sees itself as acting in a role of authority, as it admonishes Kenyans for their 

ñunbelievable foolishnessò in destroying ñtheir economyò, ñtheir homesò and ñtheir 

entire way of lifeò (emphasis added). Thus in addition to being portrayed as victims, 



95 

 

Kenyans are also portrayed as unreasonable ï destroying their own happiness and 

wellbeing is unthinkable. 

 

The leaders are further represented as insensitive to their own people, as inappropriate 

leaders in their ways of excess. Their interests are somewhat trivialised by statements that 

ñno cause is worth the innocent blood of Kenyansò, and ñit must be a blind and deaf 

person who does not hear the criesò of Kenyan refugees. Such descriptions continue the 

frequent use of war metaphors as found in previous analyses (ñWhy a win is a mustò, 

Standard. 2007. Dec 7:1). The use of censure serves to further discredit the politiciansô 

cause. The leaders are chastised by the publication for engaging in ñtough talk, grand-

standing and empty point-scoringò which the editorial notes, ñis not getting the nation 

anywhereò. Democracies are about rule for the well-being of all, however there is a clear 

juxtaposition between the luxurious lifestyles of the leaders, with references made to the 

ñcomfort of their hotels and walled homes in Nairobi, whence they are conveyed in 

bullet-proof limousinesò, and ñwhose lives of comfort and luxury are going on normallyò 

and the reality of Kenyans. Theirs then is autocratic or despotic behaviour without 

concern for the public good. The publication appeals to leaders to ñget out of their 

meeting rooms and into the countrysideò where the violence is taking place, inferring that 

they are removed from the violence engulfing the country, seemingly unaffected. In stark 

contrast, Kenyans are living lives of poverty-stricken refugees, fearing for their safety 

and witnessing the ñdeath and destructionò firsthand. These juxtapositions suggest the 

extent to which elite leaders are removed from the reality of the violence, while Kenyans 

pay the price for their leadersô interests. 

 

Such portrayals continue the theme, prevalent in previous analyses, of the politicians as 

powerful in the politically connected and financial sense, and as able to mobilise Kenyans 

for their cause (ñNip poll violence in the bud at onceò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 3:10; 

ñViolence: ECK should have acted soonerò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 26:10). In these 

instances the publications appear to acknowledge that the politicians are capable of 

orchestrating the violence for their own ends, providing a noteworthy commentary on the 

discourse of power and privilege in Kenya at the time. 
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Apart from implicating the leaders as instigators of the violence, the editorial reflects 

similar trends of previous analyses, in its side-stepping any meaningful explanation for 

the cause of the violence. The violence itself is described as ñorgies of looting, burning, 

rape and wanton, well-orchestrated blood-lettingò, ñsystematic killing of the innocentò, 

ñspread of disaffectionò and ñslaughter(ed)ò. Yet the leadersô ñgrievancesò and 

ñcaus[es]òare the only explanation given, a curious disavowal of underlying causes for 

such a dramatic situation. In addition, while Kibaki, Odinga and Ruto are implicated 

personally for orchestrating the violence, there is also, in keeping with all previous 

analyses, no mention of who is perpetrating the violence apart from broad references to 

ñarmies of destructionò and ñKenyansò. This continues the theme of a disavowal of any 

ethnic dimension to the news coverage, a curious trend given the alleged ethnic nature of 

the violence. The reference to the leadersô ñsupportersò as the instigators, given the ethnic 

support bases of the two camps, would suggest an ethnic dimension to the violence, but 

this is not mentioned. Instead, repeated calls to the national Kenyan identity are made 

throughout the editorial, including the mention of ñKenyansò seven times, reiterating 

similar unifying attempts in previous analyses (ñD-day, You decideò, Daily Nation. 2007. 

Dec 27:1; ñYour vote, your choiceò, Standard. 2007. Dec 27:1).  

 

Thus while purporting to play a heroic role in recognising the destruction and calling for 

a peaceful outcome, in a sense presuming a facilitative role, the publication fails to make 

any meaningful contribution towards this. Instead the argument is to appeal to a unified 

national Kenyan identity, in the hopes that Kenyans will belie the reality of their ethnic 

differences and unite at such a time. Such discursive work by the Nation, while it appeals 

to peace and unity at a fragmented time, is misleading and constitutes a disavowal, once 

again, of pertinent issues. The reality of the current context is overlooked in favour of an 

argument for unity. While this may appear in line with the monitorial role of the press, 

the Nationôs negation of reality and context overshadow its calls for peace in this 

instance, reminiscent, instead, of a collaborative role. 
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4.2.9. Standard. 2008. Save our beloved country. Jan 3:1.  

(Appendix 9, page 137) 

Analysis 

The article is placed alongside a large photograph of what appears to be the aftermath of 

violence and looting ï shredded cardboard and debris from torched homes filling the 

streets. The image of a young man dressed in black pants, a white shirt and black shoes 

clutching a blanket with what could presumably be possessions or a baby is placed to the 

right of the article. The article begins beneath a box of headlines, each placed next to the 

image of a ballot box, which include ñViolence: More people killed around the country 

and chaos continuesò; ñNairobi: ODM says its rally set for today at Uhuru Park is onò; 

ñSuit: Law Society says it will sue over rigged poll on behalf of Kenyansò; ñDialogue: 

Archbishop Tutu, South Africa poll officials arrive to mediateò.    

 

The editorial consists of 24 paragraphs, including 13 bullet points, which provide 

information on the recommended ñsteps toward the realisationò of the publicationôs 

suggested ways of surviving the crisis. The Standard states in its two opening paragraphs 

that Kenyans need to put the elections behind them. Calling on President Kibaki and 

Raila Odinga to engage in dialogue, agree to be active participants in finding a peaceful 

way forward and considering a power sharing agreement are considered crucial aspects to 

the countryôs survival, as noted in paragraph two. Arguing that contestations over who 

won the election look set to continue if an alternative is not found, the Standard suggests 

Kenyans unite and find a way forward together. 

 

The publication accordingly sets out six proposals (in six bulleted paragraphs) as an 

alternative to the current situation. These include calls for: acknowledgment of the 

challenge faced by all Kenyans as a result of the contested results; President Kibaki to 

address Kenyans; Odinga to drop preconditions for talks (which the publication notes he 

did the night before going to print); government to employ a negotiator to find a way 

forward; convene parliament and begin working on power sharing or transition 
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agreements; to define additional power sharing arrangements. The publication justifies 

these recommendations in paragraph 11, given the deadlock over the contested results. 

 

The following seven paragraphs (12-18) document the deadlock: Kenya is polarised; the 

position of President is not vacant (Kibaki already having been sworn in); supporters of 

PNU and ODM disagree on who legitimately won the election; violence has claimed 300 

lives so far; the aged, sick and children are innocent victims of the violence; and 

thousands have been displaced and thousands face starvation. 

 

The Standard outlines its concerns what could happen if Kibaki and Odinga do not unite 

to save the country from ruin in paragraphs 19-24, noting that taking advantage of the 

situation would alienate either of them from their supporters. Instead, they should put the 

interest of the country above their own. The Standard proposes in paragraph 22 that 

neither Kibaki nor Odinga want to be responsible for Kenyaôs demise, adding in a last 

call for the leaders to act to save the country in the final paragraph.  

 

Analysis 

In essence, the editorial comprises a deliberative argument with the Standard appealing 

to politicians and Kenyans to ñsave the country from further anarchyò. The future of 

Kenyans and their country is at stake, given that in the absence of political intervention 

ñwhat seems certain is death and destruction will continueò. Urgent action is required to 

save Kenya from demise, comprising an argument essentially about the future survival of 

East Africaôs ñisland of peaceò.  

 

The effects of the deliberative argument about the future of Kenya and familiar silence on 

who is perpetrating the violence is to reify the crisis while calling for Kenyans to contain 

it. In order to normalise this situation the publication recognises the disruption, takes a 

moral position and makes direct injunctions to politicians and Kenyans to resolve it.  

The disequilibrium (violence) is recognised by the Standard as a ñcrisisò. It is described 

as ñchaosò and ñanarchyò, which is accompanied by ñdeath and destructionò with victims 

being ñhunted down and killedò. This is juxtaposed with its binary opposition, 



99 

 

ñnormalcyò, which is highlighted in the editorialôs opening paragraph as the desired state 

to which the country will return after the unprecedented eruption of violence.   

 

A narrative analysis of the editorial reveals that the Standard, much like the Daily 

Nationôs edition of the same day, constructed itself as heroic as it recognises the 

disruption, in this case the escalating levels of violence, and acts to remedy the situation 

by calling for peace and unity among Kenyans and suggesting ways political leaders and 

Kenyans can move past the violence to a peaceful society again. The article does not 

discuss the results and the issues of vote-rigging though, essentially changing the line it 

took in the pre-election coverage, in which it advocated that Kenyans should decide. 

 

Todorovôs 5 stage model Todorovôs model applied to the 

Standardôs ñSave our beloved countryò 

A state of equilibrium Intermittent outbreaks of violence during 

election campaign 

A disruption of that equilibrium by some 

action 

Perpetrators of violence attack Kenyans 

killing 300 to date and displacing 

thousands 

Recognition of the disruption The Standard recognises the disruption 

Attempts to restore the equilibrium The Standard (and Daily Nation) 

synchronise headlines and call for peace 

and unity among Kenyans and leaders 

A reinstatement of equilibrium Ideally a violence free society 

Figure 6. Todorovôs model applied to the Standardôs ñSave our Beloved Countryò 

(Standard. 2008. Jan 3:1). 
 

Given the unprecedented violence at the time of going to print, and a perceived lack of 

direction and initiative from political leaders in finding a way forward, the publication 

takes it upon itself to point Kenyans in the direction of a peaceful outcome by proposing 

recommendations that, if followed, will ñbring the chaos to an endò. In the absence of 

political leadership, the Standard self-constructs itself as hero, calling for action and 
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suggesting ways Kenyans can get through the ñcrisisò and ñreturn to normalcyò. The 

editorial notes, ñwe are convincedò the current situation is unsustainable, and that ñit is 

crystal clear to usò that politicians should not use the situation to their advantage. 

References to ñweò are making these proposals, ñwe are calling upon the President and 

Railaéò, ñwe proposeò and ñwe believeò, helps to establish itself as a voice of authority 

on the way to a peaceful future. As such, the Standard can be understood to fulfil the role 

of the Proppian hero as it recognises the disequilibrium (violence) and assumes the quest 

of restoring Kenya to a peaceful state through a combination of calls to peace, shaming 

and implicating politicians in the violence and attempts at unifying Kenyans.  

 

In stark contrast to their leaders, the Standard is portrayed as honourable and as being 

motivated to act for the best outcome of Kenyans, an approach which has the effect of 

lending the publication credibility as it argues for the future of Kenya. In its calls to 

Kenyans to move beyond the violence the publication once more makes use of unifying 

strategies, including presuming to be able to speak on behalf of Kenyans with various 

references to ñweò, ñusò and ñourò including ñall of us, as a people and a countryò, ñwe 

are faced with a serious challengeò, ñwe are nowhere near an answerò, ñwe need to move 

ahead with a solutionò, ñour political leadersò, ñour beloved countryò (twice) and ñour 

dear countryò. Such references serve to portray a sense of empathy and compassion with 

Kenyans, and establish the publication as one of them, able to convey the concerns and 

speak for them in times of crisis.  

 

In Proppian terms the victims are recognised to be those who have lost their lives in the 

violence, specifically the ñaged, sick and childrenò who had ñabsolutely no idea why they 

were being hunted down and killedò, in addition to the ñthousandsò who have been 

displaced and who face starvation.  

 

In stark contrast, political leaders, the two mentioned by name in the article being 

President Kibaki and Raila Odinga, are referred to twice as ñthe protagonistsò, a 

description that signifies them as actors in a fiction. Kibaki is mentioned five times, while 

Odinga is mentioned a total of four. Comprising the villains of the editorial, the political 
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leaders are appealed to directly by the Standard to engage in dialogue with one another 

and commit to playing an active role in finding a way forward for the country as a whole, 

summarising its pleas in the final paragraph by calling on Kibaki and Odinga to ñact first 

and fast to save this our beloved countryò. 

 

The Standardôs argument about what needs to be done to save Kenya is substantiated by 

the editorialôs portrayal of the villains. Its recommendations that Kibaki and Odinga a) 

talk to one another, b) agree to take an active part in stopping the violence and c) find a 

way to share power or agree a transition arrangement, imply, within a reading of 

presupposition, that a) the leaders are not engaging in dialogue about the future of the 

country, b) have yet to demonstrate their commitment to finding a peaceful alternative to 

the violence and c) as a result, might not be interested in considering a power-sharing 

agreement. In its absence, the publication describes what they understand to be 

ñdemonstrated leadershipò as ñhumility, care for the citizenry, selflessness and an ability 

and judgment to place the countryôs interest above that of their ambitions or 

actualisationò. This then can be understood to imply what Kibaki and Odinga are not: 

they do not lead with purpose or the interests of the country at heart. As such, the leaders 

are censured for their passivity in finding a solution to the unprecedented violence, and 

for being motivated by self-interest rather than the well-being of millions of Kenyans. 

They are warned ñnot to make political capital out of thisò, implying that they might, a 

moral judgment by the publication which infers the levels of their self-interest, and 

encouraged to ñappeal to their inner conscienceò, ñshow courageò and ñfree themselves 

from any vested interests or handlers acting as political advisers or strategistsò.  

 

Such pleas have far-reaching implications for understandings of democracy and elections 

in Kenya, as Kibaki and Odinga are somewhat acknowledged to be driven by and acting 

out of self-interest and influenced by the interests of ñhandlersò and strategists. If this is 

true, the country cannot be said to be operating within a transparent, democratic system in 

which leaders act out of duty and interest to their citizenry and where those who do not 

comply suffer the legal consequences. The Standard acknowledges ñthe inflation of 

figures in a number of areasò, referring to allegations of vote rigging in the aftermath of 
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the disputed results, implying yet again that such allegations could likely be true, casting 

a further shadow on democratic processes in the country. If democratic processes were 

not duly followed, and the leaders are acknowledged to be acting largely out of self-

interest at such a crucial time in the countryôs history, the nature of Kenyaôs democracy 

must be called into question.  

 

ñThe situation prevailing in the countryò is attributed to ñthe heightened political disputeò 

and ña serious challenge arising out of last weekôs contestedépollò. Numerous 

references are made to the election, including the ñfiercely contested, furiously disputed 

pollò, the enduring argument about ñwho stole, and who did not steal the voteò and 

ñwhether or not the presidential ballot was flawedò. Such references serve to reduce a 

potentially unfair national election to a case of petty theft. The criminal act of rigging and 

corruption is played down here. Instead, one is left to deduce that the violence is 

somehow linked to the election as this is not made explicit. It is noted to be a fierce or 

even furious contestation but along similar lines to previous analyses the editorial does 

not deal with the causes and context of the violence, but hedges. In addition there is no 

reference to who is perpetrating the widespread killings. The only suggestion of who is 

instigating the violence is made with reference to Kibaki and Odinga, who are twice 

referred to as ñthe protagonistsò, thus constituting a familiar silence around who is 

responsible for the violence as reflected in previous analyses in this thesis. The effect is 

to reify political warring and corruption as a crisis, requiring hands-on attention. In 

keeping with previous analyses, those who are the cause of the crisis are not named, yet 

the people must do work to resolve it.  

 

The publication makes reference to failed states Somalia and Chad by way of argument 

by analogy and warning Kenyan leaders that if they do not help to ñbring Kenya back 

from the brinkò Kenya could be plunged into further ñchaos and anarchyò. This inductive 

argument suggests that leaders should do what they can to prevent ñKenya going the 

same way as Somalia, Chad or other African countriesò, by providing case studies of 

failure as warnings.  
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The editorial purports to present a way forward for Kenyans in the absence of any viable 

alternatives, but does so with no acknowledgement of the current context or 

accountability. A potentially rigged election is somewhat trivialised, and Kenyans are 

encouraged to accept the results as if they are of little consequence. The Standardôs self-

constructed role as hero lends credibility to its argument which in essence calls for 

Kenyans to unquestioningly accept the results, unite in their capacity as Kenyans, and 

move forward together to a peaceful future. Kibaki and Odinga are clearly implicated in 

the violence, but the publication once again avoids holding them to account in any 

meaningful sense. As is the case with the Nationôs edition of the same day, the Standard 

purports to be the hero but ultimately fails, concurrently in its monitorial role as the press.  

Its evasion of critical issues and unwillingness to hold leaders to account constitutes a 

collaborative role, in which the Standard seemingly condones the questionable election 

and calls for Kenyans to accept the results.  

 

4.2.10. Standard. 2008. A slow start in search for peace. Jan 4:1  

(Appendix 10, page 139) 

Synopsis 

The story is set against a large photograph of crowds of people in a busy street, who are, 

according to the imageôs caption, allegedly protesting against the declaration of President 

Kibaki as winner of the contested poll, amid teargas as they try and make their way to 

Uhuru Park for an ODM rally. Beneath this main image are two smaller ones, of 

Archbishop Emeritus Desmond Tutu giving a talk alongside Raila Odinga of the ODM, 

and a photograph of President Mwai Kibaki speaking at a podium with two microphones. 

Both Odinga and Kibaki are dressed in suits and wear stern expressions on their faces. A 

teaser is set alongside the storyôs text and reads, ñProtestsé ODM calls for another rally 

today after running battles as Kibaki tells aggrieved: Go to court.ò  

 

The article comprises a total of 39 paragraphs, and runs into a double page spread on 

pages two and three of the edition, under the headline, ñODM calls for new rally todayò, 

set against photographs of police arresting demonstrators in Nairobi who wanted to 

march to Uhuru Park for an ODM rally, ODM leaders consulting in a group after being 
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blocked from attending the rally, a victim of violence breaking down in Nairobi, 

demonstrators barricading a road in Nairobi after being prevented from attending the 

march, Eldoret North MP-elect William Ruto addressing demonstrators in Nairobi, 

Kisumu Town West MP-elect Olago Aluoch leading demonstrators in Kisumu, and 

police officers removing a barricade in Mombasa.  

 

Kibaki and Odingaôs reactions to the escalating violence amid intensifying international 

attention to find a political solution to the violence are documented in the opening five 

paragraphs. The article documents Kibakiôs statement in the vernacular during his first 

public appearance at a press conference since the violence began, that those who feel 

aggrieved should seek legal redress in the court of law. He claims that the violence was 

orchestrated by those with vested interests, and he insists on a precondition for 

considering a way forward, that is that the violence first be contained. Paragraph three 

moves to ODM leaders, who called off a public rally at Uhuru Park for the second time in 

a week. They intended to proceed on the day of going to print.  

 

Paragraphs 7 to 10 focus on the possibility of a recount of the votes. Tutu, speaking at the 

All Africa Conference of Churches (AACC) in Nairobi, considered it unlikely given the 

ñstate of the recordsò. Mounting international pressure on Kibaki and Odinga to address 

the unrest is noted in paragraphs 11 to 15, with reference to calls from international 

leaders, including then Senator Barrack Obama, Sierra Leone President Dr Ahmad Tejan 

Kabbah, and the commitment of UN Secretary Kofi Annan and Ghanaian President and 

African Union (AU) chairman John Kuffuor to mediate. The escalating violence and 

locations in and around Nairobi are described in paragraphs 16 to 24, while paragraphs 

25 to 34 describe the struggles of ODM supporters to unsuccessfully hold a 

demonstration rally at Uhuru Park. Other towns affected by the violence include 

Mombasa, Kisumu, Eldoret, Nakuru, Kakamega and Bungoma where teargas, gunfire 

and protests continue. 

 

Analysis 
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The day after the Nation and Standardôs editorials call for unity among Kenyans, this 

news article sets out to provide an account of mounting dissent among supporters of 

opposition party ODM. However, the articleôs framing and use of argument belie its 

intended neutrality as it privileges Kibakiôs defences of the allegations over any attempt 

to provide insight into the mounting violence. Once again the article reflects the common 

theme of silence on critical issues and a lack of context for current events. 

 

In this report, the ODM leaders and supporters actively seek to overturn the election 

result considered fraudulent by engaging in a ñpeace demonstrationò and seeking 

mediation with PNU officials. They come to inhabit the role of the hero in Proppian 

terms, as they lack embark on a quest, in this case, to overturn the results. ODM members 

Musali Mudavadi, William Ruto, Chari Ngilu and Joseph Nyagah were confronted by 

police on their way to the march, with Mudavadi quoted as saying, ñKenyans should not 

get tired as we press for our rights. We know it is not going to take one or two days but 

we shall endure to the very end,ò suggesting the extent of the dissatisfaction and level of 

commitment to attaining a fair result. Related to this, amidst mounting international calls 

for negotiations, ODM leader Odinga presents as willing to comply with a mediation 

process and meets with Archbishop Tutu, the evidence displayed in the form of a 

photograph on the front page of the newspaper. Tutu holds an authoritative and esteemed 

role for his role in truth and reconciliation and thus serves as ethotic support here for 

Odingaôs position. Odinga is on record as telling international journalists that during his 

meeting with Tutu ñhis team had identifiedò former United Nations secretary General 

Kofi Annan, Tutu, and African Union chair and Ghanaian president John Kuffuor ñto 

mediateò. Such credible public figures endorse his as a moral quest and emphasise his 

willingness to engage in dialogue with Kibaki to seek an end to the violence.  

 

Odingaôs willingness to mediate is juxtaposed with Kibakiôs refusal, thereby placing him 

and the PNU in Proppian terms as villain of the narrative: they are the impediment that 

the family members must confront to ensure mediation and reconciliation. Kibakiôs 

unwillingness to negotiate is made evident in Tutuôs address at the AACC in Nairobi, 

where he said he was ñstill unable to get an appointment with the Head of Stateò, despite 
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having already met with Odinga, inferring an unwillingness on Kibakiôs part to meet with 

the international mediator and engage in the process of seeking an alternative to the 

violence. Kibaki has declared his position, here rendered as inflexible, stubborn and 

irresponsible, having noted he ñwas open for dialogue but only after the violence had 

been containedò. Despite his inflexibility, Kibaki portrays himself as acting within a 

system of good governance. His refusal to take responsibility for the violence is 

accompanied by placing blame on (he ñpointed an accusing finger atéò) his opponents, 

for having ñvested political interestsò and ñorchestrat[ing] the violenceò. Thus Odingaôs 

active engagement contrasts with Kibakiôs passivity and his refusal to act until his 

precondition is met. Kibaki is further rendered as obstructive of peace by Odinga for 

ñrejecting mediators who have offered to helpò; his government similarly stands accused 

of ñdragging its feetò. This unwillingness to assume responsibility and take action 

towards an alternative comprise the obstacles the hero must overcome to realise his quest, 

in this case addressing the allegations of a rigged election and exploring a peaceful 

political solution.   

 

The international actors calling for dialogue and reconciliation, including Tutu, Annan, 

Kuffuor, Obama and Kabbah comprise the Proppian donors of the narrative as they 

recognise the violence (disruption) and in ñimpassioned plea(s) for peaceò give 

suggestions for how the violence can be quelled. Obamaôs direct plea to Kibaki and 

Odinga, that they should engage in dialogue and work to peacefully resolve the dispute, 

includes that they ñcall for calmécome together andéstart a political process to address 

peacefully the controversies that divide themò, suggestions that provide the leaders with 

information and encouragement on how to proceed. This speaks to a framing of the 

Kenyan leaders as unable to resolve their own problems, and needing the international 

assistance of established leaders to proceed. 

 

Unlike previous analyses that do not provide a description of the violence and its 

perpetrators, this article explains the violence largely as a result of collisions between 

ODM supporters and police as the supporters attempt to participate in protest 

demonstrations in Nairobi. The framing here is interesting, as it hints at criminalising the 
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behaviour of the ODM supporters in its explicit descriptions about who is causing trouble 

ï ODM supporters are described as ñdemonstrators trying to get into Uhuru Parkò, ñthe 

charged supportersò, ñparty supportersò, ñriotersò, ñPentagon membersò and ñleadersò. 

The ñthousands of demonstratorsò are described as making ñall efforts to outwit riot 

police and get into Uhuru Parkò, while images of Kenyaôs early 1990s pro-democracy 

demonstrations are invoked in descriptions of the ñthousands of demonstrators battling 

with policeò. The focus on police includes descriptions such as ñthe height of 

confrontation between police and ODM leadersò, ñpolice stopped Pentagon members 

marching to Uhuru Parkò and ñleaders engaged police in an exchange of wordsò. While 

the supporters are taking an active citizen role around an issue which they believe to be 

deeply important for democracy, the publication uses censure to undermine their efforts. 

Cheated out of an election victory by a rigged legal and judicial system, ODM leaders 

and supporters are protesting their right to participate freely in a democracy, a critical 

issue for which they are prepared to ñendure to the very endò. On the contrary, the 

publication frames the violence largely as a result of the ñriotersò who have to be 

contained by police. It is worth considering why the publication does not acknowledge 

the citizensô rights to protest ï that perhaps the police are infringing on the rights of 

citizens in this instance? It is also not clear why the citizens are not allowed to participate 

in the march.  

 

Much attention is given to the plight of the police officers, describing what they did when 

faced with the civilians. ñPolice on horsebackò, over 4000 police officers fought 

demonstrators and politiciansòé ñto keep them from Uhuru Parkò. Curiously, there is a 

complete lack of interrogation as to the standpoint of the citizens. No sources are 

provided to represent the citizensô concerns, comprising a nominalization and removal of 

agency witnessed in previous analyses. There is a lack of context and history here.  

 

The post-election violence is constructed as very grave, having been described as 

ñplunged into chaosò, ñdeadlockò and prospects of international mediation looking 

ñbleakò conveying the extent of the situation. That there is international attention to the 

post-election violence in Kenya is further established and furthers this sense of gravity, 
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which further exonerates Odinga and censures Kibaki. This leads to an interesting 

reading of the state apparatus as those in power (Kibaki) are portrayed as supporting the 

existing regime, whereas Odinga and his supporters discredit it. Within the reading of this 

article, it is the former that is privileged, as Kibaki is positioned upfront in the text, 

quoted in the vernacular and making claims to a legitimate democratic system, suggesting 

that ñany aggrieved party go to court and follow the law. In how the ODM supportersô 

actions are criminalised, with no interrogation of their frustrations, the publication 

appears to support the status quo.  

 

In keeping with previous analyses there is no mention of ethnicity in this article, 

extending the silence on ethnicity in the dailies. Instead there are two references from 

ODM leaders to ñKenyansò, perhaps unsurprising in a direct quote given that ODM 

supporters are known to be a mixture of minority ethnic groups. However, this does 

invoke a unified Kenyan identity. Similarly, the publication can be understood to be 

acting in a collaborative capacity, as it supports the existing regime by providing no 

meaningful interrogation of the issues raised by ODM supporters. 

 

4.3. Conclusion 

This chapter has provided a detailed analysis of the ten articles selected to form part of 

the purposive sample selected for this research. These articles were selected to represent 

the discourses articulated in Kenyaôs two largest dailies with a particular focus on issues 

of representation and identity in relation to ethnicity. Chapter Five considers the 

prominent discourses articulated in the Daily Nation and the Standard with a view of 

pulling together the main points that emerge from the analysis of the publicationsô 

portrayals of the violence and representations of Kenyans. 
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CHAPTER FIVE: CONCLUSION  

 

5.1. Introduction 

This research has focused on the Daily Nation and Standardôs news coverage of the 

2007/2008 Kenyan election, with a particular focus on issues of ethnicity and 

representation of the Kenyan subject. The goal has been to investigate the coverage 

during this time with a view to considering whether this could have contributed to 

escalating tensions. That the news media had a role to play in the violence has been 

widely acknowledged, with radio being fingered as the main protagonist (Somerville 

2011). The role of the press has until now remained unclear.  

 

Since the unprecedented eruption of violence in 2008 numerous attempts have been made 

to try and understand the role the press played in potentially contributing to the escalation 

of violence. Frank Ojiambo, a member of the Editors Guild of Kenya, is quoted as having 

said: ñWhen things collapsed, we media people looked the other way. We betrayed the 

millions of Kenyans who turned out to cast their votes. They looked up to us but they saw 

nothing é Had we played our role as media, perhaps hundreds of people would not have 

died,ò (International Media Support, 2008). Given the extent of reflection in the wake of 

the post-election violence, it would seem that many journalists and editors were 

genuinely concerned about the role their work may have played in the conflict. The 

experience of hearing Kenyan journalists question their conduct during the 2007/2008 

election had an impact on this researcher and prompted me to explore this topic in my 

research. Given the context of this research, it is worth considering how their coverage of 

the elections failed Kenyans, and what sort of reporting the editors and journalists could 

have conducted instead.  

 

Ideally, the democratic press plays a critical role during times of elections, making 

information about the election available to citizens and informing their decision of who to 

vote for. Perhaps the most significant aspect of this work is to report accurately and 

straightforwardly. Unfortunately the reality is that much of the news coverage of 

elections presents a zero-sum game portrayal of events, in which one side stands to win 
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everything and the other lose everything, much like the metaphor of a sports match, with 

very little space being allocated to understanding the context and its nuances (Galtung 

2006). It would be worthwhile exploring how the Kenyan journalists and editors feel they 

failed Kenyans in their coverage, as their reflections suggest an acknowledgement of the 

impact their evasion and lack of detail had on the precarious situation. In contrast to the 

majority of news coverage that incites towards violence, Galtungôs peace journalism 

offers an alternative where news coverage can be part of the process of finding a peaceful 

outcome, facilitating an exploration of peaceful outcomes. In their disavowal of ethnicity 

and avoidance of meaningful context, Kenyan journalists essentially ignored the issues at 

hand and failed to provide meaningful context for the violence. This failure to challenge 

or confront powerful entities is worth exploring here given this researchôs focus on the 

role of the press in potentially fuelling the violence. 

 

Chapter One provided context for the study in the form of a brief overview of issues 

relating to ethnicity and land in Kenya, an introduction to the 2007 political climate, an 

overview of the Kenyan press and an introduction to the news media and the 2007 

elections.  

 

In Chapter Two I presented a discussion of the various theoretical frameworks employed 

in this research, which include cultural studies, the circuit of culture, Foucaultôs 

conceptualisation of discourse and roles of the news media in democratic societies, 

particularly during times of political elections. Importantly for this study, the 

constructivist approach understands all texts as positioned and doing discursive and 

ideological work. One of the effects of this work is to constitute subjects, which is 

relevant here in relation to ethnicity and nation. Journalism studies provides the 

framework that identifies the potential roles of the press in a democracy, which is 

particularly significant during times of political elections. These roles are worth 

considering in relation to the work of the press as it sets the agenda in terms of what to 

think about, such as the lack of reference to ethnicity, and frames this, in this case as 

ethnicity as unimportant and elections being about a war.  
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Chapter Three presents the research intention and outlines my qualitative research 

approach and methods, informed by Faircloughôs approach to critical discourse analysis 

and his three-dimensional model. This enables me to investigate the discursive 

positioning and the subjects the various news texts propose in relation to the research 

focus. 

 

In Chapter Four I conducted a critical discourse analysis of the ten articles selected for 

this study which span a six-week period beginning in the campaign period and ending 

during the post-election violence. This purposive sample is intended to be reasonably 

representative of the discourses articulated in the two English dailies within the time 

frame that began with intermittent violence and ends with unprecedented death and 

destruction.  

 

In this final chapter I discuss the broad themes and discourses that were revealed in the 

analysis of the articles and editorials, with a particular focus on how the publications 

managed issues of ethnicity and identity.  

 

5.2. Recurring themes and discourses 

This research is concerned with the news coverage of the 2007/2008 Kenyan elections as 

reported in the Daily Nation and Standard. The following section outlines the main 

findings, beginning with a brief synopsis of the coverage as it unfolded. 

 

The nature of the coverage shifts over the time span analysed. The publicationsô coverage 

also differs between them. The first articles analysed from the Nation and Standard do 

very different work and reflect their different approaches at this stage of the campaign 

period. Initially, the Nation acknowledges the ongoing violence during the campaign 

period, and calls for increased accountability of perpetrators (ñNip poll violence in the 

bud at onceò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 3:10). In contrast, the Standardôs lead news story 

four days later approaches the upcoming elections as a zero-sum game in which personal 

gain is more important than issues of democracy (ñWhy a win is a mustò, Standard. 2007. 
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Dec 7:1). Thus it is worthwhile noting the difference in the approaches of the 

publications in the build-up to the election.  

 

In the first article analysed in this sample, the Nation makes repeated calls to government 

to contain the outbursts of violence during the pre-election phase, and hold guilty parties 

to account (ñNip poll violence in the bud at onceò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 3:1). The 

Nation acknowledges the violence and demonstrates its commitment to finding an end to 

it by calling on those in positions of authority to contain it. The violence is referred to 

only in vague terms, and no information is provided as to who is perpetrating it, although 

it is suggested that it is being orchestrated for self-interest. Its headline is a direct 

injunction to government to bring those responsible for the violence to book, yet the 

Nation falls short of following through on this by failing to provide any meaningful 

engagement or context for the violence. Curiously, while the violence was believed to 

have taken on an ethnic dimension, no mention is made of ethnicity in the article. This 

silence is of interest to the researcher given this studyôs focus on issues of identity and 

ethnicity. 

 

In contrast to the Nationôs attempt at containment, the Standard, in their 7 December 

2007 ñWhy a win is a mustò  edition adopts a somewhat cavalier tone in portraying the 

upcoming election as a competition between two rivals, Mwai Kibaki and Raila Odinga, 

in which personal gain is the greatest motivator and issues of democracy are almost 

incidental. The importance of financial backing and support is foregrounded and through 

the use of extended war metaphors, the Standard pits the two contestants against each 

other and considers the stakes for each man should they lose. There is no mention of the 

context within which the elections are taking place. The effect of the focus on the stakes 

of each individual is to position their contest outside of the current (violent) context. The 

silence around issues of ethnicity as reflected in the Nation is extended here, a somewhat 

surprising omission given the influence this is thought to have on politics in Kenya. 

 

The Nationôs ñViolence: ECK should have acted soonerò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 26:1) 

continues along similar lines to the first article from the publication, with vague 
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references to the on-going violence and its perpetrators, while implying that those 

orchestrating the violence are in positions of authority. The Nation fails to directly 

address who is perpetrating the violence, rather making vague references to the 

instigators as corrupt, influential and dishonourable individuals. The Nation appears to 

take a stand against such behaviour by calling on the Electoral Commission of Kenya 

(ECK) to contain the situation, however it fails to fulfil this expectation itself.  

 

A noteworthy shift occurs in the articles of both publications on the 27 December 2007, 

respectively. Just three days ahead of voting day, the Nation and Standard appear to 

suddenly demonstrate an acknowledgement of the violence, and, recognising the extent 

of the threat, appear to address it by attempting to diffuse tensions, calling for Kenyans to 

unite in the face of tragedy and move forward together for the betterment of all. Up until 

now, the Nation appears to recognise the threat of the violence but warns against it in 

vague terms. The Standardôs first article negates this reality completely. This marks a 

dramatic change from the Standardôs coverage to date and the first appearance of 

extensive unifying strategies and pontification. The Nationôs more critical approach is 

intensified at this point, and also suggests a sudden appreciation for the stakes should the 

violence continue. The gravity of the situation being recognised, the publications engage 

in rhetoric, which resorts to nationalistic calls and the construction of themselves as the 

heroes of these quests. Through the idealising of Kenya and Kenyans at this point, the 

publications invoke a responsible, benevolent civic subject, and appeal to Kenyans to 

contain the situation at all costs. Until this point, the coverage has failed to mention any 

aspect of ethnicity. However, in its attempts to unify Kenyans at this volatile time, both 

the Nation and Standard make reference to the harmonious co-existence of Kenyaôs 

ethnic groups, and its tolerance of difference. Those who have an appreciation for 

Kenyaôs chequered ethnic past will know this to be a misleading portrayal at best. 

 

In ñD-day: You decideò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1) the Nation makes direct appeals 

to Kenyans to vote and portrays the elections as taking place within a credible and 

transparent system. Continuing the theme of idealisation, the editorial argues against 

violence in so much as Kenya is portrayed here as the ideal country with the perfect 
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people. However, an analysis of the current context suggests a situation fraught with 

conflict. The editorial pontificates, presenting an idealised version of the Kenyan 

electoral system to discourage further violence and portraying Kenyans as tolerant of one 

anotherôs ethnic affiliations. Like previous articles, it is equally vague on descriptions of 

the violence and its perpetrators, and appears to privilege a portrayal of Kenya as a nation 

united at this time. 

 

In a similar way, the Standard continues this idealised version of Kenya to invoke a sense 

of patriotism among Kenyans, who are implored to vote as an act of patriotism. In ñYour 

vote, your choiceò (Standard. 2007. Dec 27:1) the Standard calls on Kenyans to unite 

amidst ongoing corruption and violence. This injunction is more forceful than the 

Nationôs, addressing Kenyans explicitly in their role as voters. Another similarity 

between the two editorials is that the Standard also mentions ethnicity, the first mention 

of this topic in the Standard so far, and only the second in the research sample along with 

the Nationôs ñD-day: You decideò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1). Importantly, ethnicity 

is flagged as having been harmoniously negotiated. Interestingly for this research, with its 

focus on identity, the editorial invokes two particular kinds of Kenyan identity: a moral 

identity, who heeds the editorialôs calls to vote; and an immoral one, who might 

compromise the elections and is therefore expurgated as the other. These themes are 

extended and intensify in the next five analyses of the coverage, which continue calls for 

Kenyans to unite in the face of tragedy. The calls for unity do become progressively 

pressing, however, a dominant theme throughout the coverage is the problem that cannot 

be named. While calling for increased accountability, the publications negate any 

meaningful interrogation of the widespread allegations of misconduct and corruption, and 

instead invoke a unified moral subject and call for Kenyans to accept the results and 

move forward. Such efforts, while purporting to play a benevolent role, condone the 

status quo by failing to provide any meaningful context for the violence and explanation 

for its occurrence.  

 

The eruptions of violence documented in the Nationôs ñChaos as Kibaki sworn inò (Daily 

Nation. 2007. Dec 31:1) mark the disruption of the overarching narrative of this research. 
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The article is significant to this study because it follows the theme of previous analyses 

from both the Nation and Standard in failing to provide any meaningful context for the 

current conflict. Once again, there is the problem that remains unnamed. Despite its 

attempts at a non-partisan account, the degree to which the publication fails to account 

for the violence ultimately condones Kibaki as the legitimate winner of the election, 

positioning it, as with previous analyses, in a collaborative role.  

 

ñI acted under a lot of pressure, says Kivuituò (Standard. 2008. Jan 2:1) highlights 

perhaps most noticeably of all the articles so far, the Standardôs lack of investigation into 

the allegations of corruption and malpractice that characterised the 2007 election. 

Presenting a verbatim account of Kibakiôs admissions that he acted unlawfully by 

announcing incumbent Kibaki as the winner of the election, the article responds to the 

moment of disruption by once again idealising Kenya and framing the elections as having 

taken place within a structure of good governance. Once again, in a time of darkness, the 

publication idealises aspects of the Kenyan state, this time the electoral system, and 

overlooks the dire realities.  

 

By 3 January 2008 both publications, to varying degrees, appear once again to have 

acknowledged the seriousness of the situation and escalating violence and set about doing 

what they can to contain it. In an unprecedented move the Nation and Standard 

synchronise their front-page headlines and make appeals to political leaders and Kenyans 

to bring the country back from the brink.  

 

The Nation appears to be explicit about who is responsible for the violence and names 

leaders personally, the first occurrence of this in the sample to date, however nothing 

concrete is mentioned. Kibaki, Odinga and William Ruto are fingered as the instigators 

and the Nation makes direct appeals to them to intervene. Descriptions of the violence are 

more graphic than in previous articles, and Kenyans are named as the perpetrators. This is 

noteworthy for this research as this is the first time Kenyans are admonished for their role 

in the violence, being portrayed as unreasonable for participating in the destruction of 

lives and property. Here the Nation extends the Standardôs construction of the immoral 
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Kenyan as portrayed in ñYour vote, your choiceò (Standard. 2007. Dec 27:1) and goes a 

step further by addressing them directly in their foolishness. It also admonishes Kenyan 

leaders for living in excess when Kenyans are paying the price on the street, continuing 

this theme from previous analyses. Likewise, there is little attempt at providing a 

meaningful account of the violence, with only vague references to the ongoing chaos and 

a preference for the portrayal of unity. 

 

The second version of ñSave our beloved countryò (Standard. 2008. Jan 3:1) extends the 

initial calls of the Nation for Kenyans to contain the situation, while implicating political 

leaders as the protagonists. Perhaps less severe in its condemnation of the leaders than the 

Nation, the Standard trivialises the allegations of malpractice and corruption by failing to 

investigate them adequately. Once again the violence is not explained sufficiently, with 

the reader having to deduce that it is linked to the contested election. While it purports to 

play a role in ending the violence, the Standard fails to provide any adequate context. 

The implications for Kenyans is to accept the outcome of the elections, whether they 

were rigged or not, and move forward for the sake of peace. This has interesting 

consequences for the type of person the editorial implores Kenyans to be ï accepting of 

the contested, and most likely rigged, results.  

 

This portrayal of the post-election violence as very grave is extended in the Standardôs 

ñA slow start in search for peaceò (Standard. 2008. Jan 4:1). Despite an attempt at a non-

partisan account, the Standard privileges Kibaki and legitimates him, while criminalising 

the actions of ODM supporters embarking on demonstrations against the results.  The 

familiar silence on ethnicity returns, along with further attempts at unification.  

 

5.2.1 Lack of context and investigation 

All 10 articles reflect a total lack of context and meaningful explanation for the violence. 

As the violence intensifies, references to it become increasingly vague, with both the 

Nation and Standard equally evading information on the causes and perpetrators, a trend 

that is juxtaposed by mounting calls for increased accountability of perpetrators. The 

Nationôs first three articles selected for analysis portray the violence in equally vague 
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terms, with references limited to ñwell-tried and successful moveò, the ñintended 

mayhemò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 3:10), ñseveral ugly incidentsò, ñcampaign-related 

deathsò, ñdangerous activitiesò, ñtroubleò, ñmayhemò and ñthe situationò (Daily Nation. 

2007. Dec 26:1), and ñtensionò, ñintermittent outbreaks of violenceò, ñheat and anxiety of 

the election campaignò and ñelection feverò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1). 

 

In the first analysis the Nation criticises government for being inefficient, even raising 

doubts as to their involvement in the violence, but the extent of the criticism is to label 

their misconduct as comprising an ñasinine attitudeò. Thus while recognising the 

violence, the Nation fails to provide the context to support its argument for 

accountability. The coverage implies the involvement of corrupt, influential and 

dishonourable leaders, but fails to provide the necessary context to substantiate this and 

support its calls for accountability. The two analyses (ñD-day: You decideò, Daily 

Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1; ñYour vote, your choiceò, Standard. 2007. Dec 27:1) take this 

unwillingness to name the problem to new heights as they negate the reality of the 

violence altogether by conveying idealised portrayals of Kenya and invoking a moral 

national subject. It reappears in the Nationôs ñChaos as Kibaki sworn inò (Daily Nation. 

2007. Dec 31:1) and the Standardôs ñI acted under a lot of pressure, says Kivuituò 

(Standard. 2008. Jan 2:1) where there is no interrogation of the unprecedented three-day 

ban on live broadcasting, and a complete lack of critical investigation into the widespread 

claims of rigging and corruption. 

 

This lack of context and sense of history is prevalent throughout the sample, and 

evidenced in the lack of context of the Nationôs ñChaos as Kibaki sworn inò (Daily 

Nation. 2007. Dec 31:1) which responds to the moment of disruption in the overarching 

narrative. Reference is made to the climate of political instability and tense situation 

prevailing in Kenya, but there is no background provided for it. Besides references to the 

ñorgies of looting, burning, rape, and wanton, well-orchestrated blood-lettingò, 

ñsystematic killing of the innocentò and ñslaughterò, the Nation does not attempt to 

provide any meaningful context for the violence enveloping the country by 3 January 

2008 (ñSave our beloved countryò, Daily Nation. 2008. Jan 3:1).  
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The Standard is equally vague on descriptions of the violence, failing to mention it once 

in their ñYour vote, your choiceò (Standard, 27 December 2007: 1) edition and opting 

instead for a unified portrayal of Kenya at a time of deep crisis. This failure to critically 

engage with issues is prevalent in the Standardôs news article, ñI acted under a lot of 

pressureò (Standard, 2 January 2008: 1) in which the publication acknowledges the 

problems of ECK boss Samuel Kivuituôs admissions, but again fails to provide any 

context or investigation of the claims.  

 

Initially, the perpetrators and instigators of the violence are overlooked as no one is 

identified for causing the trouble. The first mention comes in the Nationôs ñViolence: 

ECK should have acted soonerò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 26:1) which refers to the 

ñperpetratorsò and ñyouthsò, understandably vague references given the extent of the 

violence. This is extended in the following dayôs front page news story, ñD-day: You 

decideò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1) which refers to ñyouthsò, ñcriminalsò, ñculpritsò 

and ñwell-placed and powerful individualsò. Importantly, this does shift as the violence 

intensifies, with both publications naming political leaders as the ñdirect cause of this 

catastropheò (ñSave our beloved countryò, Daily Nation. 2008. Jan 3:1) and 

ñprotagonistsò President Kibakiò and ñRaila Odingaò (ñSave our beloved countryò, 

Standard. 2008. Jan 3:1). While Kibaki and Odinga are for the first time held publicly 

accountable for instigating the violence, there is still a silence around those involved in 

carrying it out on the streets.  

 

The lack of context and background to the violence, as well as the silence around who is 

involved in carrying it out, constitutes an impenetrable silence around issues which might 

be expected to be included in coverage of such a time. That the publications do not 

explain the violence or identify its instigators speaks to their unwillingness to provide 

necessary information and hold perpetrators to account in a meaningful way.  
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5.2.2 The problem that cannot be named 

That the violence is never meaningfully explained or contextualised establishes a silence 

in the articles and editorials which is compounded as the violence intensifies in the wake 

of the disputed results. This evasion of crucial information becomes more pronounced as 

the publications intensify calls for increased accountability of those perpetrating the 

violence. This is problematic as it becomes apparent that the publications are evading 

crucial issues. As such, as the violence intensifies, the coverage reflects more and more 

the problem that cannot be named.  

 

This problem is reflected in the initial acknowledgment by the Nation in the first analysis 

that the violence is a result of a ñwell-tried and successful moveò which has ñworked 

every timeò since 1992 (ñNip poll violence in the bud at onceò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 

3:1). Such references imply the orchestration of violence by those in positions of 

influence, a theme which emerges numerous times throughout the sample. The Nation 

again alludes to these forces in ñViolence: ECK should have acted soonerò (Daily Nation. 

2007. Dec 26:1), where its argument is to persuade against violence by implicating 

certain individuals but without condemning the misconduct by providing the necessary 

information. They refer to the need to ñgo beneath the masksò and deal ñdirectly and 

decisively with the instigatorsò, alluding to a veneer of sorts and continuing with the 

illusive references to underlying problems (ñViolence: ECK should have acted soonerò, 

Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 26:1). 

 

In the end, the publications fail to do any kind of meaningful analysis as espoused by 

Galtungôs peace journalism (2006). Had they been concerned with facilitative or 

investigative journalism they could have employed some of the strategies as advocated by 

peace journalism, such as including a range of sources in their articles, providing 

adequate context for the violence, including a range of actors and not simply reducing the 

elections to a zero-sum game between two ñcombatantsò.  
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5.2.3 Disavowal of ethnicity 

As noted in Chapter Three, omissions are as significant as inclusions when studying 

media texts. Apart from the two significant unifying references to ethnicity noted above, 

there is a curious silence on the ethnic dimension to the violence, comprising a complete 

disavowal of this topic. Despite ethnicity having been acknowledged to play a large role 

in political life in Kenya historically and currently, both the Nation and Standard fail to 

make any meaningful reference to ethnicity in terms of support and influence, save for a 

fleeting reference to ethnic unity and Odingaôs ñcommunityò whose support he risks 

losing should he lose the election (ñD-Day: You decideò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1; 

ñWhy a win is a mustò, Standard. 2007. Dec 7:1). Given that the political climate of the 

time was fraught with ethnic divisions, having been acknowledged to have been the most 

ethnically divided in all Kenyaôs history at the time of going to the polls, one would 

expect explicit and purposeful reference to ethnicity (Kagwanja and Southall 2008; 

Klopp 2008). This disavowal of ethnicity is prevalent throughout the four-week period in 

the ways the publications report on the conflict. As discussed below, they failed to 

provide an account for the underlying causes and who it involves, omitting to mention 

ethnicity as a factor. This failure means that they failed to adequately inform the Kenyan 

citizenry. 

 

5.2.4 The invocation of a national and moral subject 

The invocation of a unified national Kenyan identity becomes apparent as the gravity of 

the situation becomes clearer. Both the Nation and Standard seek to disavow ethnicity in 

appealing to Kenyans to unite and move forward in their 27 December front-page 

editorials, ñD-day: You decideò (Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1) and ñYour vote, your 

choiceò (Standard. 2007. Dec 27:1). The dominant portrayal of Kenyans in these 

editorials is as a unified people with similar goals and aspirations to see peace return to 

their country. The closer they get to the elections, the more the publications invoke a 

national subject through means of unification, to the exclusion of the ethnic subject. It 

would appear that the publications attempt to construct a nation when the gravity of the 

situation is recognised. This emerges specifically on the day of the elections and in 

subsequent reports, when the violence escalates. Three significant portrayals of Kenyan 
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citizens are deployed in this discursive work: Kenyans as national subjects, Kenyans as 

moral subjects, and immoral Kenyans expurgated as the óotherô. At this time of political 

instability, the publications invoke and narrativise a national identity as a means to 

legitimate (Thompson 2000) their construction of nationhood, very important discursive 

work at a volatile time. It is worth bearing in mind that African countries historically 

have relied on national identity as a unifying force. When this is absent, they fall back 

onto ethnicity (Mamdani 2001).   

 

The first reading, of Kenyans as a national subject, is prevalent in the synchronised 

headlines of 3 January 2008, in which both publications employ unifying strategies in the 

hopes that Kenyans will overcome ethnic divisions and unite at a time of crisis. The 

discursive work of both publications is to ignore the current context of violence and 

malpractice in favour of an argument for unity among Kenyans. Unifying strategies 

abound, with the Nation presuming to speak on behalf of Kenyans, describing Kenya as 

ñour beloved countryò, referring to ñour childrenò the victims of violence, and stating that 

politicians stand to lose credibility ñin the eyes of Kenyansò. Similarly, the Standard 

reifies the crisis while calling on Kenyans to unite to contain it. Through the use of ñweò, 

ñusò, ñourò, ñall of us, as a people and a countryò, and ñour dear countryò, the Standard 

overlooks the current context in favour of an argument for unity ñwhich embraces 

individuals in a collective identity, irrespective of the differences and divisions that may 

separate themò  (Thompson 2000: 64). 

 

The second reading, of the invocation of a moral subject, first emerges in the 

publicationsô front-page articles of the 27 December 2007 editions, three days before the 

election, titled ñD-Day: You decideò (Daily Nation) and ñYour vote your choice 

(Standard), respectively. As the gravity of the election-related violence appears to be 

acknowledged by the publications, they appeal to Kenyans to ñkeep the peaceò, and 

ñmake every effortò to ñensure peace and stabilityò, an epideictic strategy which praises 

Kenyans (ñD-Day: You decideò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1). By appealing to 

Kenyans to see through their civic duty of voting in the elections, the article invokes a 

responsible, benevolent civic subject who is peace-loving, law-abiding, fair and accepting 
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of the outcome of the election amidst ongoing violence and corruption. The act of voting 

is used here as a validation of their commitment to their country, with the publications 

taking an apparently democratic position and appealing to Kenyans to ñuphold[ing] what 

is right and fairò and in so doing, constituting Kenyans as rational subjects (ñD-Day: You 

decideò, Daily Nation. 2007. Dec 27:1). The Standard appeals to Kenyans to be guided 

by their conscience in protecting the ñKenyan dreamò, and to ñvote wiselyéwith your 

conscienceò, and ñvote with peace in your heartò. Such appeals infer a moral subject, and 

those who comply with this are tasked with protecting Kenyaôs future. Curiously, this 

particular type of moral subject is inferred to be acquiescent of the outcome of the 

elections, and to unquestioningly accept the results for the betterment of all (ñSave our 

beloved countryò, Standard. 2008. Jan 3:1).  

 

At the same time, those who do not conform to this moral subject position are expurgated 

as ñthe otherò, portrayed as unreasonable for not wanting ñto unite in the face of 

diversityò (Thompson 2000). This reading first emerges as a sub-text to the unification 

strategies employed by the Standard in its 27 December 2007 article, ñYour vote, your 

choiceò (Standard, 2007. Dec 27:1). Here, the publication invokes an immoral subject, 

described as ñthose who would, in pursuit of personal and or vested interests, threaten to 

undermineò the political regime by partaking in ñvote cheating and riggingò. This is 

extended in the Nationôs ñSave our beloved countryò (Daily Nation. 2008. Jan 3:1) in 

which the publication portrays Kenyans as unreasonable for participating in the violence, 

admonishing Kenyans for their ñunbelievable foolishnessò to destroy ñtheir economyò, 

ñtheir homesò and ñtheir entire way of lifeò (emphasis added).The ñarmies of 

destructionò, ñtheir supportersò, ñKenyansò who, ñin the name of politicsò and ñon behalf 

of people whose lives of comfort and luxury are going on normallyò, are chastised for 

destroying ñtheir own economy, their homes and entire way of lifeò. 

 

5.2.5 The roles of the press 

As the violence intensifies the publications make repeated and increasingly forceful calls 

to politicians to reign in their supporters and steer Kenyans toward peace and 

reconciliation. In so far as they appeal to leaders to act in the interests of Kenyans rather 
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than to further their self-interest, and call on Kenyans to unite in the face of the looming 

crisis and accept the results, the publications both purport to be acting in their monitorial 

capacity, as outlined in Chapter Two. However, given their failure to provide any 

meaningful context for the violence and its perpetrators, the publications fail to provide 

the information necessary for citizens to understand this activity. Kenyans are also not 

presented with the agenda of ethnic interests in the press, under the pretense that ethnicity 

is unimportant in this context. Given that agenda-setting is an inherently political process 

in that the news media give credence to some issues and not others, this suggests that the 

editors were making political decisions at this time (Dearing and Rogers 1996: 2). 

 

The publications do not include any information from local sources, which could have 

provided some necessary information. As such, the press not only fail in their capacity as 

monitor, but are complicit in enabling the current political dispensation. Their 

unwillingness to address the causes of the violence and hold those involved to account 

comprise functions akin to the collaborative role, in which the news media are partisan 

and complicit with the elite in the country. This is a cynical use of their position as 

advisors and heroes when the publications fail to do any meaningful work in this regard. 

The articles reflect a total lack of investigative journalism.  

 

In closing, it is worth considering, given the extent of reflection and the levels of regret 

expressed by journalists and editors in the wake of the violence, what they might have 

liked to achieve in their coverage.  
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Appendix 2 

Standard. 2007. Why a win is a must. Dec 7:1.  
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Appendix 3 

Daily Nation. 2007. Violence: ECK should have acted sooner. Dec 26:10.  
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Appendix 4 

Daily Nation. 2007. D-Day, You Decide. Dec 27:1. 
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Appendix 5 

Standard. 2007. Your vote your choice. Dec 27:1. 
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Appendix 6 

Daily Nation. 2007. Chaos as Kibaki sworn in. Dec 31:1. 

 

 



133 

 

 

 

 

 

 



134 

 

Appendix 7 
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